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SOME REMARKS ON DIALECTICAL THEORY 

Kosmas Psychopedis 

In this paper I shall present some theses on the classical dialectical 

theory of society and politics. I shall first try to clarify the notion 

of dialectics by discussing the Hegelian idea of the methodic 

exposition of the categories in dialectical logic and the relevance of 

that exposition for the conceptualisation of Objective Spirit. I shall 

then briefly discuss some problems concerning the transformation of 

Hegelian concepts in Marxian theory. 

'Dialectics' , from the Greek ' *j 1 a~ ~ ? I T . I ~ ~ G  L ' , means communication by 
argument and counter-argument. In practical debate the communicating 

parties give "reasons'' why, in their opinion, one action is preferable 

to another. It is obvious that, in doing so, they must also say something 

about the criteria for holding that one reason (for doing, say, 2) is 

"better" than another reason (for doing, say, L). '1n the Greek theory of 
dialectics Plato linked the problem of dialectics with a theory of 

absolute criteria (values) which he identified with the Ideas (theory 

of Ideas). Other theoreticians did not accept such absolute criteria 

and tried to understand types of argumentation (and action) as 

expressions of the interests of the arguing (and acting) parties (e.g. 

Thrasymachus in The Republic). 

Hegel's notion of dialectic puts itself in the Platonic tradition by 

seeking for a "binding" theory which will allow one to evaluate arguments 

and actions. Such a theory is presupposed in Hegel's Logic, which 

contains categories developed in logical "levels". In their succession 

the categories concretize themselves, i.e. each level expresses, in 

relation to the preceding one, a deeper understanding of the conditions 

of argument and action and of the nature of the object of argumentation. 

On my view, this stratification of logical levels reaches over to the 

Hegelian theory of culture and politics (theory of Spirit). 



The way in which logical analysis intervenes in the theory of spirit 

is still an open problem of Hegelian research. In the Phenomenology of 

Spirit both analytical strands are interrelated in the exposition of 

conceptual levels. In Hegel's later works logical analysis and the 

theory of spirit are separately developed (though unified a posteriori 

in the idea of an Encyclopaedia of the Philosophical Sciences). The 

logical ontology, founded in the Logic, is authentically explicated in 

the form of historical realization in a distinct theory of objective 

spirit expounded in the Philosophy of Right. 

I think we can locate the place where the historical spirit "enters" 

into the logical system in the third division (chap. 11) of the Hegelian 

Logic of Concept. As Hegel shows there, at this point of the exposition 

the historical (phenomenological) spirit can be considered a "logical 

object", i.e. an object of the Logic of Concept which contains the 

"richest" categorial framework, including categories referring to 

scientific knowledge and human praxis and so corresponding to the 

specific nature of human culture. The methodological location of logical 

spirit in the context of the analysis of the "Concept" means that the 

categorial apparatus of the Logic is presupposed by the 

construction of the moments that constitute a conceptual cultural 

system. It also means that the different moments obtain their relevance 

in the system according to their position in the dialectical categorial 

exposition. Such prior logical levels, constituting moments of the 

theory of spirit, are basically the following: the logic of objectivity 

- culture understood as mechanism and teleology - ; the logic of 
subjectivity - containing evaluated "syllogisms" interrelating logical 
entities - ; the logic of necessity, of essential relationships; finally, 
the logic of being - containing a theory of atomism and quantification 
(these levels are here presented in an evaluated succession from 
l' concrete" to more "abstract" moments). 

Methodologically, Hegel's exposition of cultural categories in the 

Philosophy of Right begins with the consideration of the legal- 

institutional framework (such as property and contract). The analysis 

presupposes, historically, the establishment of the modern society of 

"abstract law" (a society which surmounted the traditional bounds of 

political privileges and economic monopolies) and the rise of bourgeois 

atomism. Hegel considers the analysis the most "abstract" possible 



conceptualisation of modern society and, consequently, bases it on the 

categories developed in the "Logic of Being" (such as "atomisml', 
11 quantity", "quality" and "measure"), "Atomic" persons interact through 

legal institutions constituting a societal object which "measures" their 

actions and is external to them. Since the agents interact through legal 

forms in a market society, they are involved in a process of quantificat- 

-ion of the qualities of their products (a legalist anticipation of the 

Marxian analysis of the commodity form). 

As a next step in his analysis, Wegel proceeds, in the theory of 

"Morality" in his Philosophy of Right, to an analysis of society oriented 

towards the idea of "essential relations". This idea is established in a 

logical form in the second part of the Logic (Logic of Essence). I will 

here focus on the discussion, in this text, of the category of 'ground' 

as a typical figure of dialectical argumentation. Hegel argues that 

explanations founded in grounds (reasons) are insufficient, since a 

ground can always be confronted by another ground, i.e. by another 

explanation contradicting the first one. If we consider the existing world 

as a totality of facts such that any one is the ground and condition of 

any other, we approach the world only in its facticity - and not as .a 
self-conditioned totality. So the dialectics of grounds lead to the 

category of Thing (thinghood) , l  to the idea of the world as a totality 

of things which condition themselves, i.e. to the idea of the world as 

reification process. 

The Hegelian Logic of Essence proceeds to a critique of reification by 

developing deeper-lying points of view: in the chapter on Appearance, 

Hegel develops the contrast between the world as appearance and the world 

as essential relationships - which constitutes itself through appearances. 

In the chapter on Relation in Logic I1 Hegel stresses that the totality 

of the relations which underlie the appearance of the reified world can 

be understood as relations of a whole to its parts, of force to its 

manifestations, of the inner to the outer. Here we are already confronted 

with a methodological approach to reality (including social reality) 

dealing with the problem of the expression of forces in a particularised 

whole2 (a central problem of Marxian dialectics). Yet, on Hegel's 

understanding, the category of relation is too abstract to express the 

idea of reality because it lacks a "substantial" character. 



In the first Critique, in his table of categories, Kant developed the 

idea of substantiality as a relational category (the other relatum 

being accidentality). For Hegel the substantial is a priviledged 

relation with a normative content. According to the way in which the 

system of notions of the Logic organises the structure of "objective 

spiritff, substantial social reality is a system of relations: force 

and manfestation, whole and parts, etc., held together by the 

institutional framework of society which is oriented towards the idea 

of right. In contrast to the relations which condition an abstract 

scheme of reality, the substantial element of reality is thought as 

necessity - which in politics is the power to impose substantial goals 
on society. This power presupposes a kind of activity. According to the 

logical explanations of the Encyclopaedia, conditions conditioning an 

activity through which the matter-of-factness (Sache) of a whole is 

reproduced can be understood as moments of necessity. 3 

The logical transition from abstract relations to substantiality finds 

its societal expression in the theory of social relations in the chapter 

on Morality in the Philosophy of Right: the analysis of morality is a 

reconstruction of particular personal attitudes and goals which are 

confronted with the problem of social welfare and institutional 

legitimacy. The unity of these levels presupposes the existence and 

activity of the state as a distinct unity organising and giving "sense" 

to bourgeois society. The establishment of that unity constitutes a 

"hard transition" from necessity to freedomY4 since the subjects have 

to accept as legitimated a process which is already accomplished and 

obligatory. 

In the third part of the Philosophy of Right (Ethical Life) Hegel 

stresses that the objective social order is substance and matter-of- 

factness, but in para. 144 he argues that it is "substance made concrete 

by subjectivity". From the viewpoint of the Logic, this statement 

presupposes the above-mentioned "hard transition" from essence to free 

subjective activity (Begriff), from necessity to freedom: the power of 

substantial institutions in the state has to be "mediated" through the 

subjective consciousness of its necessity. In the Hegelian idea of 

"absolutely valid laws and institutionsff substantiality is mediated 

through subjectivity. 



In para. 147 Hegel says of authority and institutions that "they are 

not something alien to the subject. On the contrary, his spirit bears 

witness to them as to its own essence, the essence in which he has a 

feeling of his selfhood, and in' which he lives as in his own element 

which is not distinguished from himself". Thus, in Hegelian dialectics, 

institutions are substantial by themselves (substantiality is treated 

in the Logic in the chapter on Necessity), even without taking into 

consideration the dimension of their subjective acceptance, if they are 

instituted according to the logical categories institutionalising the 

ideas of the generality of law, of the manifestation of social forces, 

of the preservation of the claims of the whole through the parts, etc. 

But the dimension of consciousness and subjectivity (conciliation, 

acceptance) must be added to the objectivity of the institutions if 

society is to institutionalise according to "higher" logical categories, 

such as the Logic of the Concept (Begriff) as the unity of subjectivity 

and objectivity. 

In the Logic of the Concept culture is conceived as a teleologic,al 
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unity, i.e. as a system of individual and objective (societal, 

institutional and philosophical) goals which obtain their hierarchy 

through the normativity of the idea (as the unity of theory and praxis). 

The problems mentioned above can, I think, serve as an introduction to 

some central aspects of the relationship between Marx and Hegel, and 

also to some central aspects of Marxian dialectics. Marx understood the 

real process of reification in bourgeois society as a process in which 

real relationships became non-transparent. The methodological approach 

in Capital claims to decipher reification by exposing capitalist reality 

as a totality of productive forces which do not appear as such but are 

mediated through the actions of isolated agents. In the Marxian ideas of 

social relations and social forces there reappears the Hegelian idea of 

essential relations both as whole and parts, and as inner force expressing 

itself as outer manifestations. The Hegelian problem of the dialectic of 

essence and appearance Marx sees as an idealist approach to the problems 

of ideological forms which "veil" social relations in capitalist societies. 

Marx took idealist dialectics seriously because he understood them as an 

adequate way of explaining the real mystification process in bourgeois 

society and of effecting an immanent critique of this society. At the 



same time, however, he showed the insufficiencies in the idealist 

methodology. In particular, he presents them as a problem of the 

methodic exposition of the categories (Darstellung). Thus, problems 

of real reification and atomism, expressing the situation of social 

agents in the market, are developed in the third volume of Capital 

after the analysis of substantial capitalist relations (the latter 

analysis occurs in the first volume). That is, Marx accepts that it 

is possible to develop a theory of the "abstract-essential" as a 

condition of the understanding of manifest social phenomena. Hegel, 

on the contrary, does not accept that the analysis of substantial 

relations must, by its nature, be abstract, but identifies the 

essential with the concrete and the achieved (Resultat), i.e. with 

the "end" of analysis. 

According to Marx "concrete" reality is affected by the dymanics of 

the abstract relations of the capitalist mode of production and changes 

with these dynamics. The materialist analysis follows this dialectic 

of the abstract-essential and of appearance to the point of surpassing 

dialectics itself in emancipated societies of the future. 

The paradigm of the Marxian approach is the analysis of productive 

forces in bourgeois society. In Hegel's analysis the notion of force 

is, as we have seen, integrated in the logic of relationships correspond- 

-ing to the idea of whole and parts (totality). In contrast, the Marxian 

idea of productive forces expresses the dynamism of the materialist 

construction, since social relationships are here conceived as changing 

historically with changes in the social productive forces arising from 

changes in technology and the division of l a b ~ u r . ~  The organisation and 

division of the productive forces of labour in their historical change 

constitute, in opposition to Hegel, the Marxian concept of the 

"substantial" basis of society (Arbeitssubstanz). Marx reveals a 

positivist element in Hegelian dialectics by showing that their 

construction excludes the possibility of a dynamic conception of the 

notion of "force" and corresponding changes in the categorial system as 

a whole. By transposing the the legalist concept of substantiality 

("substantial are the bourgeois institutions") into a concept oriented 

towards the labour process, Marx is able to develop his theory of 

value (labour incorporated in commodities). He is also in a position to 

develop a materialist approach to the dialectical problem of the unity 



of subject and object by considering the productive forces of society 

both as social "substance" and as proletarian "subject" which gains 

consciousness of itself by transcending bourgeois society. In this 

way, Marx translates the Hegelian problem of the unity of subject 

and object into a problem of emancipatory praxis; and the Hegelian 

problem of the inner teleology of logical concepts into a problem of 

the historical teleology of freedom. 

Today, political theory once more addresses the classical issues of 

dialectics and is interested in categories which were abandoned in the 

process of making the social sciences "positive" sciences. This is a 

critical interest. Critical theory has to accept its involvement in 

a real metaphysic and in a philosophy of history which are not 

constructed by philosophers but are are the expression of mystified 

social relations which critical theory wants to transcend. Today we 

have to discuss problems of the genesis of values through social 

relations, especially the possibility that the present division of 

labour as a system of collaboration lead to solidary and non- 

competitive forms of life (a classical subject of traditional 

dialectics). 

Contemporary political theory, I think, is thus once more forced,to 
face the problem of the methodological status of traditional 

dialectical and "teleological" approaches. So the connection between 

the reality of actual societies and the idea of freedom as a goal 

which will be "necessarily" realised in history has been successfully 

questioned. Con~equently, the problem of dialectics must be raised 

anew as a problem of an open "modal" logic of history which brings 

to the fore the issue of the nature of the interconnection of social 

relations and the possibility of freedom as a problem of praxis in 

actual societies. 

Notes 

1. Cf. Encyclopaedia paras. 124 ff, Logic (Suhrkamp, Frankfurt/M 1969 
vol. 6) pp. 129 ff, and Phenomenology of Spirit (Suhrkamp vol. 3) 
pp. 304 ff, on the category of Thing. 

2. Cf. Encyclopaedia para. 136, Logic pp. 172 ff., on Hegel's theory 



of force and manifestation. 

3. Cf. Encyclopaedia para. 148. 

4. Cf. Encyclopaedia para. 159, Logic pp. 237-240, on the "hard 
transition". 

5. Cf. Logic p. 440 on the idea of a teleology of external ends. 
I 
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6. Cf. K. Psychopedis Geschichte und Methode (Campus Verlag, Frankfurt1 
New York 1984), section VI. 



Minimalism : Music of a wholly old type ? 

Keith Anderson 

While browsing through Grove's Dictionary the other day I came 
across a passage that declared minimalism ' in direct opposition 
not only to serialism, but to virtually all developmental 
principles of Western Music since 1600 ' .  This struck me as being 
in direct opposition to the facts. For I see minimalism as a move 
to re-examine a number of these developmental principles in a 
precise and detailed manner. 

For those unfamiliar with the term, serialism is a musical system, 
most famously formalised by Schoenberg shortly after the first 
world war, in which all of the tones of the scale play an equal 
role. From1600-1800 music developed systems in which one tone, 
called the tonic, played a central role and all other tones 
served to strengthemthe effect of the tonic. This allowed music 
to develop along dramatic lines; with shifts away from the tonic 
heightening musical tension and the return to the tonic relaxing 
this tension. The tones associated with the tonic and the chords 
derived from them gave rise to the noti.on of key. During the 19th 
century the tonic began to lose its hegemony in the hierarchy of 
the tones of the scale. Later in the century experiments were 
begun with systems that avoided one central tonic and either 
produced music that was tonally ambiguous (two or more tonics 
might be equally implied) or that would continually shift its 
tonal centre, so as not to lie in any one particular key. 

At the turn of the century tonal structures had become so complex 
that in some cases it is all but impossible to tell the key of a 
piece, or section of a piece. A good example is Schoenberg's 
'Verklarte Nacht'. The next stage in the story is obvious: the 
abandonment of key altogether. Schoenberg's solution was to 
m2thodically avoid playing any one tone more than any other. To 
do this he took as his building block a musical phrase containing 
all twelve tones precisely once. This set of notes he called a 
series (hence serialism) and then produced a set of rules for the 
use of such a series that would avoid tonal implications. This 
procedure ran into the problem that it had no system of relations 
between tones to exploit, all tones being structurally equal. The 
style had thus to find other means to provide both structure and 
intelligibility to its musical forms. Rhythm, duration of notes, 
instumentation, timbre and dynamics all came to play a more 
important role than hitherto. 

The success of this system is still a subject of much debate. What 
is certain is that this line of thinking has been more influential 
on the course of 20th century musical development than any other. 
Serialism reached its peak in popularity (amongst composers, not 
audiences) with the so called 'Darnstadt' school of the early 
1950's. Boulez and Stockhausen were amongst its most prominent 
members. What the school sought to do was to serialise all 
musical parameters (duration, rhythm, etc) and so to produce music 
solely from the application of a set of rigid formal rules. The 
result was music of an extraordinary sterility. The problem with 
this 'total' serialism is thatit destroys the possibility of 
contrast within any of the musical parameters used in its 



construction. Indeed the structure of this music is all but inaudible 
(except maybe to its creators) leaving the audience with nothing to 
latch onto and follow. 

How does minimalism relate to this historical scheme? To see this it 
is instructive to look at one of the most famous early essays in the 
style: Terry Riley's 'In C'. The piece consists of a large number of 
repetitions of a small number of very simple motifs. The basic 
structure is that different instruments take different motifs at 
different times. The interest of the piece arises from the rhythmic 
and melodic interplay between the different combinations of these 
motifs. Each motif is played at the same tempo so that the piece has 
a very steady and unchanging pulse and all of the material centres 
strongly around the note C. Thus the piece is tonal, but not tonal 
in the same sense as Classical music df the late 18th century, for 
instance. Although it has a tonal centre, it does not use the 
hierarchy of tones and chords on which Classical music depended for 
both its structure and intelligibility. There is no moving away from 
this central pitch: no heightening and relaxing of tension by harmonic 
means. Harmonically the piece simply floats around the note C. 

These and other typical features of minimalism are: the use of tonal 
schemes, harmonic stasis, rhythmic repetition and unchanging pulse, 
extended re-iteration of melodic material in which the material can be 
progressively lengthened (as in some of the work of Glass) or taken 
out of phase with itself gradually (Reich). The works are normally 
scored for conventional instrumental ensembles, although electronic 
instuments and multi-layered pre-recorded tapes are sometimes used in 
live performance. Whatever the techniques used, the musical process 
is normally clearly audible and works out very slowly, so drawing the 
listeners attention to minute changes in the musical texture. 

Being tonal the style may seem highly reactionary, and in a sense it 
is. Minimalism developed at a time of general reaction against the 
doctrinaire severity of the 'total' serialites. Far from living up 
to its claims to be a more complete and general system than tonality, 
atonality appeared to many 'Not to have much to do with music as a 
whole in the world as a whole'. Serialism became more and more the 
interest of only a small blite of musical specialists. This reaction 
has continued to this day and 'total' serialism is now largely 
discredited as a technique with any future. Minimalism, however, is 
not reactionary in the sense of harking back to any previous style. 
Pitch centres in this music do not have the same significance or 
structural role as in music of the 18th or 19th centuries. They 
simply act as reference points to which melodic material can be 
related. It is true that none of the proceedures are in themselves 
new; it is the manner in which minimalism utilises these proceedures 
that is novel. 

Overleaf I give as an example a small section of a piece written 
using some of these proce,-dures, as well as some other contemporary 
musical ideas. The section is based on the idea sd each voice using 
a twelve note row as part of a pitch canon, ie each instrument plays 
the complete row but each at different speeds and each with a 
different number of repetitions of any note in the row. The pitch 
centre of the piece moves from C to G# through a short passage with 
no pitch centre. The rhythmic unit of the piece is either divided 
into two or three parts in a line. These subdivisions are used 
sometimesto disrupt a sense of pulse, as in the opening of the piece, 
and somtimes to strenghthen it, as in the end of the section. 



These e f f e c t s  a r e  achieved by dec rea s ing  o f  i n c r e a s i n g  r e s p e c t i v e l y  
t h e  r e g u l a r i t y  of t h e  rhythmic p a t t e r n s  used i n  t h e  i n s t r u m e n t a l  
l i n e s .  Melodic i d e a s  appear  through t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  between t h e  
vo ices  and harmony is  genera ted  by t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  r a t e  a t  which 
t h e  i n s t rumen t s  p lay  through t h e  row. Although t h e s e  t e chn iques  
p lace  s eve re  l i m i t a t i o n s  on t h e  composer, t h e r e  is  s t i l l  much 
room f o r  e x p l o r a t i o n  i n  t h i s  d e l i g h t f u l l y  s imple  s t y l e .  I expec t  
t h a t  we s h a l l  be hea r ing  much music w r i t t e n  a long  t h e s e  l i n e s  i n  
t h e  nex t  few yea r s .  
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In the past 
we were defenders of a more or 1css heretl'cal view of the theory of decadence. 

Then, gradually, ule detached ourselves from it. T h i s  was n o t  a resul t of a 
critique of Rosa Luxembourg's theories, b u t  6ecause we found that as we 

delved deeper i n  our crit ique of the world, her theories became less relevent 

t o  us. Not yet having had occasion t o  c lar i fy our posl'tion on this issue, 
we w i l l  try t o  do  so here. 

The decadence of capitalism i s  a theme which revolutionaries i n  the 

past used i n  seeking t o  find an explanation for changes occurring i n  the la te  

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries as well as a search for appropriate 

responses t o  these changes. They believed that i f  a revolution did n o t  come 

soon, bourgeois society would head directly torvard barbarism. "\jar or 

revolution," "social ism or barbarism" were the historical a1 ternatives p u t  

fo rward  by a l l  who adoptsa these theses, whether the theses were central or 

peripheral t o  their position. These theses were based essentially on Rosa 

Luxumbourg's theoretical work, whose principal virtue probably was t o  analyze 

capitalism, n o t  as a rigid structure, b u t  as a dynamic movement engaged in 

ffghting ' i n  exterminating battle everywhere and constantly against the natural 

economy, i n  whatever form it finds i t ,  whether the form be slavery, feudalism, 

primitive communism or a patriarchal peasant economy." "The time i s  past 

 hen the small and middle farmers lived almost without cash money and could 

thresh the wheat according t o  their need for  money. A t  present the farmer 

always has t o  have access t o  money, a great deal of money i n  order t o  pay 

his taxes. S o ~ n  he will have t o  sel l  a l l  his products so as t o  buy back from 

the industrialists what he needs i n  the form of commodities." (Accumulation 

of Capital) Some important corollaries follow from th is  theory: on  the - 
extension of market relations and the mediating role of money i n  a growing 

number of human ac t iv i t ies ;  on  the increasing intervention of the s ta te  i n  
the management of capi tal is t  a f fa i r s ;  on the importance of the war economy 

and the sector of arms production. . . The limits of this  theory were reached 

already in the period i n  which i t  was formulated and i n  the very framework of 



t h i s  formulation: social-democracy. h3hi.s sen&e, One can say  t h a t  t h e  

t h e o r y  con t r ibu ted  t o  the p a r t i a l  break w i t k  s o c i a l  democracy ( t h e  European 

ul t r a - l e f t  t endenc ies )  whi le  a t  t h e  same time it c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  formulation 

of ideo log ies  wntcfi j u s t f f i e d  soc ia l -democra t i c  pol ic ies-both  i n  t h e  name of 

t h e  decadence o f  c a p i t a l  ! 

According t o  a  conception widely held by adheren t s  of t h e  decadence 

theory: imperialfsm is r e l a t f v e l y  recen t :  it c o n s i s t s  o f  t h e  c o l o n i z a t i o n  of 

t h e  e n t i r e  world and i s  t h e  " f i n a l  s t a g e  of c a p i t a l  ism." We g e t  c l o s e r  t o  

t h e  truth by tu rn ing  t h i s  conception on i t s  head and saying t h a t  imper ia l ism 

was t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e  of c a p i t a l i s m ,  t h a t  t h e  world was subsequent ly  colonized 

by t h e  na t ion-s ta tes  and t h e  s o c i a l  re1  a t i o n s  t h a t  accompany t h i s  co lon iza t ion  

Ln def in ing  imperialism as  t h e  l a s t  s t a g e  o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  one i n f e r s  a  break 

w i t h i n  t h i s  co lon iz ing  movement, one which i s  both  temporal and s p a t i a l .  A 

theory which s e e s  an " i m p e r i a l i s t  phase" i n  t h e  development of c a p i t a l  and 

which proposes "new t a s k s "  j u s t i f i e d  by t h e  opening of - t h i s  "new per iod"  

se rves  mainly t o  v i n d i c a t e  "former" p r a c t i c e s .  Thus a f t e r  1914, c e r t a i n  

more o r  l e s s  r a d i c a l  s o c i a l  democratic groups claimed t o  s t a r t  aga in  from 

s c r a t c h  wi thout  making a  c r i t i q u e  o f  t h e i r  oun a c t i v i t y  w i t h i n  t h i s  c a p i t a l i s t  

o rgan iza t ion .  The myth of t h e  " f i n a l  s t a g e "  gave them a  t h e o r e t i c a l  b a s i s  f o r  

pu t t ing  forward a  new system of " t a s k s  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t "  fo l lowing  t h e  

sac rosanc t  y e a r  of 1914! In t h i s  way, t h e  neo-social-dosnoccats could cont inue 

t o  a s s o c i a t e  themselves wi th  t h e  " g l o r i o u s  p a s t "  o f  t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  

by claiming t h a t  t h e  pre-1914 reformism was merely a  t r a n s i t o r y  phase f n  1 
o rder  t o  reach t h e  f i n a l  goal : communism. Ln a c t u a l  f a c t ,  "communism" 1 
conceived of a s  ideology ( c f .  t h e  Third I n t e r n a t i o n a l  ) was on ly  a  too l  which 

he1 ped s t reng then  c a p i t a l  i.st re1 a t i o n s  throughout t h e  course '  o f  t h e  20th 

century.  

Ldeologies of decadence a r e  based on a  s u p e r f i c i a l  view of  t h e  

con t rad ic to ry  tendencies  i n  c a p i t a l i s t  development. Behind t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  

of t h e  death-throes of c a p i t a l ,  t h e  ha1 t of p rogress ,  t h e  p u t r i f i c a t i o n  of 

s o c i e t y  . . . l  ies an apology f o r  t h e  development and t h e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of 

t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  mode of product ion,  These i d e o l ~ g t e s  do no t  make a  c r i t i q u e  

of progress  ( t h e  development of c a p i t a l i s t  r e l a t i o n s )  bu t  r a t h e r  t h e y  c r i t i c i z e  

what they  consider  t o  thwart  p rogress .  In  t h e  end,  t h i s  view of c a p i t a l i s m  i s  

a  m o r a l i s t i c  one. I f  one should consider  t h e  goal o f  nascen t  c a p i t a l i s m  t o  

be t h e  nourishment of p2ople, t h i s  p o s i t i o n  can l ead  t o  an apology f o r  progrkssk 
and f o r  t h e  development of product ive  f o r c e s  i n  t h e  19th  cen tury .  And s i n c e  l 



the vicious, decadent capital  ism of the  20th century no longer feeds a1 l  i t s  

subjects and even k i l l s  some of them along the way, it becomes important t o  

"make the revolution" i n  order to  r ea l loca te  and make some adjustments so as 

once again t o  enjoy the  benefi ts  of progress and indust r ia l  iza t ion .  Obviously 

none of t h i s  has anything to  do with c a p i t a l i s t  r e a l i t y ,  or  with a perspective 

of a communist humanity. Capitalism does not p r ~ d u c e  goods, only various 

commodities which can be converted in to  money: objects  f o r  consumption, 

weapons, display,  appearances . . . These "goods" f o r  consumption destroy 

us, b ru ta l ly  o r  l i t t l e  by l i t t l e .  Their continued production can be assured 

only through a competitive system which i s  constantly growing, growing i n  

extent as we1 l as  i n  in tens i ty .  I t s  geographic expansion was responsible f o r  

the development of ever more widespread markets, f o r  the g rea t  expeditions of 

the Renaissance, fo r  colonial izat ion.  . . . This expansion had already 

taken place by 1914, b u t  only geographically, i n  area,  and i t  provided the 

basis f o r  Rosa Luxumbourg's catastrophic view, an in terpre ta t ion  which 

underestimated subsequent p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  development. In in tens i ty ,  the 

growth of t h i s  competitive system led to the progressive disappearance of 

a c t i v i t i e s  which did not pass through the mediation of money ( g i f t ,  exchange, 

domestic production, . . . )  and led to advert is ing and mass production, to 

the democratic to ta l i ta r ianism which grew out of World War 11. 

The theories of decadence led not only to  an incapacity to analyze 

modern capital  ism, b u t  to a fascinat ion far.. the s y s t e i  i t s e l f .  Modern 

capitalism could be simultaneously seen a s  the antechamber of "communism" and 

the condition f o r  i t s  appearance; negatively because the  h a l t  of c a p i t a l i s t  

development or the  d i f f i c u l t i e s  i t  encountered would bring about the catastrophic 

collapse of cap i t a l ;  and posi t ively because technological-scientif ic  progress 

and the socia l iza t ion  of the means of production introduced by capital  would 

permit planning on a world scale and bring an end to  poverty! As a matter 

of f a c t  i t  i s  hardly surprising tha t  the appearance of such conceptions appeared 

jus t  as neo-social-democratic theory adopted a global perspective and when 

c a p i t a l i s t  soctal r e l a t ions  were rapidly spreading and intensifying.  . . . The 

f a i l u r e  of any of the reformist workers' movements to transform i t s e l f  into 

a revolutionary movement cer ta in ly  made more credible ideas according t o  which 

comunism would be an "objective" (not to  say, mechanical ) n e c ~ s s i t y  and 

capital  ism's dest iny would be a rapid decl ine and col lapse.  This perspective 

also provided the small u l t r a - l e f t i s t  organizations w i t h  a reason for  the i r  

wis t ence ,  and l a t e r ,  a f t e r  1968, provided a basis f o r  some mechanistic 

analyses according to which another world war was the  only short-term 



a1 ternative for capital ism i n  c r i s i s  [as if the world were not actually a t  

war!) or, further, that the workerz' struggles i n  Poland were part of "the 

dynamic process wKch leads t o  rev01 u t i o n .  " 

After a1 l thsse years, it i s  easy t o  r idicule Nostradamus and his 

prophecies of decadence. B u t  rather than indulging oneself i n  this complacen 
response, i t  would make more sense t o  t ry  t o  formulate the actual problem: 

Nhere and when have capftalist  relations suffered a decltne i n  the 2Oth 

century? Every serious examination will show that they have only continued 
to expand and grow stronger. Admittedly, capitalism undergoes economic 
crises, b u t  their inevitable resul t  i s  capitalism's domination over a new 
aspect of human existence. Not one of these crises represents the fa ta l  and 
inel uctable catastrophe which can destroy the capi ta l i s t  mode of domination. 
Capitalism i s  w i t h o u t  d o u b t  a catastrophic system, b u t  for humanity--not for 

i t s e l f .  The vision of "revolutionary catastrophism" draws different conclu- 
sions from premises i t  shares w i t h  socia-?-democratic reformism. For the 
former, the c r i s i s  will provide the salutary shock which will awaken the 

proletariat and lead t o  the destruction of capital ism; . ., the l a t t e r  openly 
seeks t o  manage i t .  Thus both "revolutionary" and "reformist" social-deqocra. 

pall iate the diff icul ty  for new social relations t o  emerge between human 

beings. Ultimately, they do n o t  have much cause t o  reproach this world, 

unless i t  be for their sense of shame for their cowardJ~3 acceptance of every 

condition that was imposed on them. These are veritable men o f  the economy, 

and they will have t o  search in and  through the economy for  reasons t o  be 

scandal ized by this  world. 

!,,,/&<&A 1 T fi14L1 d .  p. 2% 7 5 5 w  
hterrogations, March 1987 (L IAd,s cEom ,L) 

Communicated to Common Sense by the Here & Now group, Glasgow 
(p/h2, 340 West Princes Str . . Glasgow G. 4. ) . 
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P a u l  Whi te  

The Circular-Forward Waltz 

What is Karl doing when he is not wri t ing h i s  novels? Many wr i te r s  l i k e  

t o  resor t  t o  a re la ted  artform, and Karl is no exception. He draws pic tures .  

H i s  best  creations are the  scenes which fea ture  him. 

H i s  pictures a r e  d i f f e r en t  from h i s  books. One dif ference is t h a t  they 

are not f o r  s a l e .  Another di f ference is t h a t  nobody sees  them s ince he never 

mentions t h e i r  existence t o  anyone. It is not t h a t  Karl is  de l ibera te ly  secret -  

ive; he jus t  f e e l s  t h a t  some things a r e  b e t t e r  l e f t  t o  the  imagination. 

Karl writes indoors, but f o r  painting he prefers  f r e sh  sky. He is not 

a great  nature lover,  but l i k e s  the space of outside.  To perform he t r a v e l s  

t o  a landscape which is mountain-cum-plateau. He celebrates ,  then leaves h i s  

drawings i n  the  open, because he wants t h e i r  colours t o  change with the  weather. 

They are  safe  from dest ruct ion because most people see  only the  plateau,  and those 

who proceed want nothing but  t o  turn  the  pic tures  around and over. 

The pictures Karl is ashamed t o  see  a r e  hidden i n  the  f o o t h i l l s ,  while 

the be t t e r  ones are  displayed near  the  top. H i s  favour i te  is a pic ture  of him- 

s e l f  playing water polo i n  a bowl of m i l k .  He has no bo i l s .  An accordian band 

is playing dance songs a t  the  entrance t o  t he  cave. 

The public Marx never proclaims t h a t  milkponds a r e  good things.  

Marx's re fusa l  t o  concoct a model of post-revolutionary soc ie ty  is consist-  

ent  with h i s  concept of a l i ena t ion .  For Marx, a l iena t ion  is not  a psychological 

condition, r a the r  it is a p rac t i c a l  s t a t e  which under capital ism e x i s t s  regard- 

l e s s  of our awareness of it. He believes t h a t  t h i s  estrangement per ta ins  i n  a l l  

areas of existence, but i n  the  '1844 Manuscripts ' he is concerned primarily with 

al ienation i n  the  economic sphere. The a l i ena t ion  inherent  i n  capital ism takes  

f ive  aspects. F i r s t l y ,  the  worker is a l ienated from the  product of h i s  labour. 

Capital contracts the  worker's labour power and s e t s  it f o r  production. The issue 

of t h i s  work r o l l s  off  the  l i n e  i n to  M r  Otherthanme's t reasure  chest .  The more 

the worker produces, the  l e s s  h i s  r e l a t i ve  power, s ince  the  commodities accum- 

ula te ,  turn  i n to  money, and tower as a force above him. Man embodies himself 

i n  h i s  labour, but capital ism transforms h i s  expression of l i f e  i n t o  a sneering 

Mr Hyde. Secondly, a l i ena t ion  r e s u l t s  from the  a c t  of production i t s e l f .  Where 

there is a divis ion of labour, production is l i k e l y  t o  be s p i r i t l e s s  and du l l .  

Hather than create  f o r  the  sake of creat ion,  men produce t o  form money. The work- 

e r  constantly negates himself, h i s  a c t i v i t y  is not  h i s  own. Work is not  an end 

but a means t o  a mean end. Third is the  p ivo ta l  form of a l i ena t ion ,  estrangement 

from our "species-being", which we w i l l  re turn  t o  below. Fourthly, the  worker 

is alienated from h i s  fellows because he regards them i n  accordance with t he  

c r i t e r i a  h i s  own predicament d i c t a t e s .  Work is not  purposeful, but  compulsive. 

There is no sense of soc i a l  reciproci ty  because a l l  men a r e  competitors f o r  the  



-23 -  
means t o  s a t i s f y  the  want of l i f e ,  and t h a t  is continued l i f e .  Final ly ,  man 

is a l ienated from nature because ae s the t i c  concerns and sympathy with t he  l i f e  

of the  wild a r e  superseded by t he  c a p i t a l i s t  w i l l  t o  view everything as a bargain 

buy. 

"Species-being" is a d i f f i c u l t  t h e s i s  t o  explain,  pa r t l y  because Marx's 

description of it is not  wholly lucid .  He means something similar t o  human 

nature, and he comes close t o  t h i s  when on instances he seems t o  make "species- 

being" interchangeable with "human essence". Man def ines  himself i n  and through 

h i s  practice,  but  it is no t  a s ta t ionary  de f in i t i on  s ince  Marx affirms t h a t  no 

fixed human essence is the  human essence. Man can produce himself i n  many forms. 

On Monday I am a f l i g h t  l ieutenant ,  on Tuesday I a m  a juggler, on Wednesday I 

d ig  a fox's  ear th .  Man sees  himself as par t  of a world he has created.  Man as 

"species-being" produces spontaneously and variously.  Unlike t he  animal, which 

produces by i n s t i n c t  and r e t a in s  its product c lose  a t  hand, t he  man c rea tes  with 

thought and stands t he  object  of h5s labour severa l  f e e t  o r  severa l  mfles away 

from him. "The object  of labour is therefore  the  ob j ec t i f i c a t i on  of the  species- 

l i f e  of man: f o r  man reproduces himself no t  only i n t e l l e c tua l l y ,  i n  h i s  conscious- 

ness, but ac t ive ly  and ac tua l ly ,  and he can therefore  contemplate himself i n  a 

world he himself has created." (1 )  

When cap i t a l  purchases man's labour, it assumes ownership of h i s  product 

and with it the  creat ive  expression with which man shapes t h e  world and declares  

it t o  be of him. Man no more models l i f e  t o  h i s  will-consciousness. The cond- 

i t i o n s  which determine h i s  ac t ion  are nurtured within boundaries shaped by cap- 

i talist c l a s s  i n t e r e s t ,  The worker has no control  over t he  r e a l i s a t i o n  of h i s  

capacit ies.  The individual  is screened from h i s  condition because he shapes 

nothing bar products which a r e  constructed on someone e l s e ' s  terms. Marx's 

'Introduction t o  the  Crit ique of Hegel's Philoso?hy of Right' c a l l s  re l ig ion  
1 

"the fantastic r ea l i s a t i on  of t he  hwnan essence s ince  the  human essence has not  

acquired any t r u e  rea l i ty . "  (2) Narx is no t  a t a i l o r  of a l t e rna t i ve  fancy dress .  

For it is nothing t o  make sketches of a b e t t e r  f u tu r e  if  t he  precepts of trans- 

i t l o n  and the  new r e a l i t y  belong t o  the  monster from outer  space. 

What is wrong with r e s t i ng  on the  lawn? It appears f i n e ,  but a l l  s igns  

say "Keep Off the  G r a s s " .  A s l eep  i n  the  sun must mean a t  l e a s t  one eye open. 

No-one knows why, it is the  l a w .  Eyes unclosed s p o i l  t he  magic carpet  e f f ec t .  

But t h i s  is f a l s e .  In  r o l l s  a b a l l  t h a t  bounces then springs i n t o  Marx ca l l i ng  

himself the  Unity of Theory and Pract ice .  Never e n t i r e l y  does he cease t o  be 

a ba l l ,  nor is he ever f u l l y  a ba l l .  He emerges from h i s  form t o  check the  

shape of himself and everything around him. This is Karl's happiest  moment. 

Pure joy comes with aware of a l l ,  and i n t o  t h i s  "warm stream" jumps 

Ernst Bloch and h i s  l e i tmo t i f ,  hope. H i s  object ives  are similar t o  those of 

Marx: the  development of an a t t i t u d e  which moves f r e e l y  and explores t he  look 



not only of its environment, but a l s o  of its self-image. It is a s t y l e  where 

vanity never f lour i shes  because examination cannot be in t rospect ive  but must 

radia te  at  the same time inwards and outwards. Geneva's neu t r a l  observer is 

hopeless; f o r  the  work of hope "requires people who throw themselves a c t i ve ly  

i n to  what is becoming, t o  which they themselves belong." (3) Marx's man is "no 

abs t rac t  being squat t ing outside the  world. Man is the  world of man, s t a t e ,  

society." (4) Man is a l s o  the  world of t r e e s ,  of building s o c i e t i e s ,  of 

shopping precincts .  The s t a r t p o i n t  is t o  locate  oneself i n  t he  world one is 

questioning (not necessar i ly  a t tacking)  as if every moment is the  mighty mo- 

ment and l i f e  is a continuum of po ten t ia l  ec l ipses .  A l l  events a r e  i n  the  

future and man springs o f f  without knowing he has happened unless he c a r r i e s  

with him the  good mood. 

One question is "Where a r e  we?" o r  ra the r ,  "Where do we th ink we are?" 

Management complains of absenteeism, but the  problem is more se r ious  than it 

can see.  Really the re  is no-one at work. Shapes t h a t  r ep l i c a t e  people man- 

oeuvre a s h i f t  while the  person is elsewhere. A s  mock t y p i s t s  e a t  gold i n  the  

Amazon, shipbuilders r i de  camels i n  Greenland. Some f l o a t  home t o  e a t  and 

s leep,  others t o t e  flame-throwers. A l l  leave the  workplace v i a  the  emergency 

ex i t .  Unfortunately the  wanderers reach home with headaches. The escape is 

confined t o  individual  wish-making. I d y l l s  are constructed with the most 

accessible building bricks,  but t h i s  is not  t o  say the  wanderer is ant i - f lux 

o r  i n  love with h i s  s i t ua t i on .  It is a case of how material  presents i t s e l f ,  

and most times it is gift-wrapped. Hence the  pas t  i n  the  present  never f u l l y  

succumbs and tomorrow always looks l i k e  today. Desires t h a t  could be construct-  

ive mean nothing more than role-swapping if  fu tu re  hope does no t  embody i n t e r -  

oggation. "Nobody has ever l i ved  without daydreams, but  it is a question of 

knowing'them deeper and deeper and i n  t h i s  way keeping them t ra ined  unerringly,  

usefully,  on what is r i g h t  ." ( 5 )  Instead of a primit ive grasping f o r  a l t e rna t i ve s ,  

Bloch endorses "learning hope" which leads  t o  wholeness, not  confinement. 

"Thinking is venturing beyond?" o r  "Venturing beyond is ea t ing  soup?" 

A way t o  puzzle out  one of the  possible answers is provided by p r a c t i c a l  

r e f l ex iv i ty ,  This is a stance which emerges from Marx's i n t e r n a l  r e l a t i onsh ip  

f o r  theory and pract ice .  It is a v i t a l  posit ion,  a moving be l i e f .  It allows 

us both t o  watch a t r a i n  pu l l  out  of the  s t a t i o n  and t o  run alongside it, how- 

ever fast it moves, ins tead of having no option but  t o  watch it speed away, a t  

times obscured by steam, sometimes by d i e s e l  smoke. 

The eighth of Farx's 'Theses on Feuerbach' suggests a ceaseless  process 

of asking and explorat ion as man ass imila tes  the world with himself: " A l l  soceal  

l i f e  is e s sen t i a l l y  p rac t i ca l .  A l l  mysteries which lead theory t o  mysticism 

find t h e i r  r a t i ona l  solut ion i n  human pract ice  and the  comprehension of t h i s  

practice." (6) For Marx no fo rce  must e x i s t  above o r  outside of man. Exter- 

na l  oppressive force  is c a p i t a l i s t  a l i ena t ion  manifested. External  oppressive 
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force which we cannot see ,  o r  which we f e e l  but cannot a r t i c u l a t e  and attri- 

bute, is double a l i ena t ion ,  c a p i t a l  at  its c r a f t i e s t .  

There is no dominant force i n  Marx's theory/practice concept. He views 

theory as an i n i t i a t o r  and guide t o  p rac t ice ,  but does not  see  it as the  root .  

\$hat he sees i-nstead is a reciprocating re la t ionsh ip  between theory and pract- 

i c e  where pract ice  inheres i n  theory and theory inheres i n  pract ice .  They a r e  

l i ke  dance partners who never separate .  Marx r e j e c t s  t he  idea t h a t  theory 

ex i s t s  i n  a sphere of its own and is unrelated t o  moving l i f e .  Also he harang- 

ues the  Young Hegelians f o r  supposedly believing t h a t  theory IS pract ice .  I n  

shor t ,  theory is re la ted  i n  o r  ins ide  pract ice .  It cannot be seen as an adjunct 

This is crucia l ;  it is f i n e  and pre t ty  t o  punch holes in  a boxer when the  act -  

i v i t y  is confined t o  the  mind, but it is a l s o  nice  f o r  the  boxer because he 

leaves the r ing  without a mark. Theory on its own can never change ideology. 

Fallout  from the  old  way w i l l  always remain no matter  how much it is ignored. 

The prevail ing f e e l  of soc ie ty  a s s e r t s  i t s e l f  and swamps the  c r i t i c  who is not  

a c to r  but thinker.  Theory is an instance i n  the  ongoing processes of t h e  r e a l  

world. It e x i s t s  i n  the  c i r c l e  of happening, of events,  of troughs and peaks. 

Hw.an practice is theory inclusive.  Unlike animal work, human production is 

conscious and a t h r u s t  which comes as par t  of a general  scheme. 

The way t o  move is not  t o  d r i f t  i n t o  forgetfulness ,  i n t o  absolute fantasy 

(although whether thought can be considered t r u l y  f a n t a s t i c  is questionable 

since it employs form and phraseology borrowed from an unfantas t ic  present - 
~ i t t e n g s t e i n ) .  Imagination must be down-to-earth, but  t h i s  does not  mean it 

is d u l l  o r  p r ac t i c a l  ( i n  the  worst sense);  it can be colourful  and vibrant  so  

long a s  it wonders wheYe it is s i t ua t ed .  

The theory/practice combination encourages se l f -cr i t ic ism;  more than 

t ha t ,  it embodies it, not i n  a way t h a t  the re  are commandments l i k e  "Thou s h a l t  

not progress w'ithout cri t icism8' ,  but i n  the  already mentioned a t t i t u d e  t h a t  is 

called p rac t ica l  r e f l ex iv i t y .  Without r e f l ec t i on  it appears t h a t  such an 
a t t i t ude  is a t  odds with Marx's pic ture  of t he  human as a s o c i a l l y  determined 

being. But when we consider t h a t  human production shapes the  tiorld of man, and 

t ha t  t h i s  w i l l  t o  shape a11 i s  an a t t r i b u t e  of humankind even though its 

manifestations must change, it is not d i f f i c u l t  t o  s ee  t h a t  p r ac t i c a l  reflex- 

i v i t y  can be car r ied  wSth man i n  any given circumstance without it becoming 

a permanent feature .  It must s t a y  with man but must not  (and by its nature, 

cannot) s t ay  the same. The beauty of p r ac t i c a l  r e f l ex iv i t y  is t h a t  it is i n  no 

way a category. The whole point of it is t o  deny and dest roy the  power which 

hides i n  the  guise of the  t r u t h  god. Michel Foucault explains t h a t  contemp- 

orary socie ty  forces  power t o  seek and become t ru th :  "We are subjected t o  

the production of t r u t h  through power and we cannot exercise power except 

through the  production of t ru th ."  (7) Discourse and pract ice  a r e  intertwined.  



Discourse is organized i n t o  d i s c ip l i ne s  and domination assumes t h e i r  shape 

so  t h a t  only the  s p e c i a l i s t  can d i c t a t e  the  course of act ion.  

But it is i n  an emancipated soc ie ty  t h a t  p r ac t i c a l  r e f l e x i v i t y  should 

be a t  its most incis ive;  while the  v i s t a  i n  such an environment w i l l  be clear-  

e r  than i n  c a p i t a l i s t  socie ty ,  the  good mood must be i n  operation, not  on 

guard, but a l i ve  t o  the  danger of knowledge sec tors  once more becoming elevated 

and i n s t i t u t i ona l .  Objects can appear threatening o r  benign but with p r ac t i c a l  

re f lex iv i ty  there is no favouritism. A l l  is examined as a matter of course. 

. The questioning does not  happen with t he  aim of re fu ta t ion .  It w i l l  

rebut i f  the given object  seeks t o  obscure its t rue  nature,  but its raison d '  

e t r e  is embracing r a the r  than denying. Prac t ica l  r e f l ex iv i t y  does not  r e j e c t  

the new through f ea r ;  it s tops  the  new exer t ing f ea r .  Never does it r e j e c t  

"progress". F lu id i ty  is ensured because p r ac t i c a l  r e f l ex iv i t y  outlaws 

sanct i f ied  i n t e r e s t  groups t h a t  check the  movement of small things .  

We must recognise t h a t  the  world is i n  process if  we conceive of 

utopias ( i n  t h e i r  widest sense) as ant ic ipat ions .  By looking a t  the  world i n  

t h i s  way we can resolve the  dichotomy between now and what might be. Hegel 

f i r s t  destroys t h i s  dua l i t y  i n  showing t h a t  the  world is moving and reaching 

a Becoming. This Becoming is achieved by the  subjective interventton of  

people. For Hegel, understanding comes through looking i n to  h i s to ry .  With 

Bloch, it is grasped by looking forward. 

Bloch builds on Mam's concept of a l i ena t ion  and makes it appear more 

lovely. For Bloch, man is constantly s t r i v i n g  towards a non-alienated being, 

an existence which does not  e x i s t  but which must e x i s t  - the  "Not-Yet". 

Dreams a re  a pushing forward from present unbeing. They a r e  a response t o  

oppression. Life is a t r i p .  a moving out exodus from a negative s i t ua t i on .  

This journey is not l imi ted t o  individual  thr i l l -seekers ,  but is open t o  a l l .  

A t  the end of h i s  introduction t o  the  'Principle of Hope', Bloch says: 

"Essential being is not Been-ness; on the  contrary: the  e s s e n t i a l  being of t he  

world l i e s  i t s e l f  on the  Front." (8) This comes as g rea t  r e l i e f  t o  estranged 

man, who hates the  prospect of e t e rna l  b i s cu i t  packing. 

But how easy is freeness? "Not only man is  i n  a bad way here, but so  

is the  ins ight  i n t o  h i s  hope ." (9) And l a t e r :  "The Not-Yet-Conscious, Not- 

Yet-Become, although it f u l f i l s  the meaning of a l l  men and the  horizon of a l l  

being, has not even broken through as a word, l e t  alone as a concept." (10) 

Bloch can say t h i s  wi-thotlt forc ing the  bad way man i n t o  a frightened cocoon. 

A l l  the time h i s  wri-tins is l i f t e d  by a l ightness  which never suggests den ia l .  

This i s  just  as well.  Somet!-mes it is d i f f i c u l t  t o  en te r ta in  any kind of ser tous  

(not necessari ly solemn) hope; doing the  work of h o p ,  changing t he  soci-a1 

re la t ions  and moving pic tures ,  presents more womy. The most immediate prob- 

lem is the "Why should I?" question. A r e s t  is always as good as a change. 

Alienation means t h a t  M times become worthy times because we convL ince our- 
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selves t h a t  the  s i t ua t i on  is pleasant,  t h a t  our object ives  a r e  worth pushing, 

t h a t  ge t t ing  out of bed is no t  a l i e  which keeps the  Big Dipper happy. 

The idea of c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  is no t  darkness v i s i b l e ;  one reason is t h a t  

capitalism conceals it by blaming a l l  s t r i f e  on o r ig ina l  s i n  and f luc tua t ions  

t h a t  a r e  na tura l  i n  the  market of the  f r e e .  Another is  t h a t  people have o ther  

things t o  mourn over. Another is t h a t  Marx has been t rans la ted  i n t o  an - i s m ,  

a science iceberg. Capitalism could make him appear beneficent but  chooses 

f o r  its own i n t e r e s t s  t o  give him big  fangs and a swag bag. Marx su f f e r s  the  

de i f i ca t ion  h i s  theory deeks t o  avoid. 

What is helpful  is the  t r u e  horror of most th ings ,  the  cramping sens- 

a t ion  t h a t  a r r i ve s  when we expose ourselves t o  the  world as it is. The s i t u -  

a t ion is so  bad we a r e  fbrced t o  hope. "The abo l i t ion  of re l ig ion  as the  

i l lusory  happiness of the  people is the  demand f o r  t h e i r  r e a l  happiness. To 

c a l l  on them t o  give up t h e i r  i l l u s ions  about t h e i r  condition is t o  c a l l  on 

them t o  give up a condition t h a t  requires  i l lus ions . "  (11) Where we want t o  

be, says Bloch, is "homeland". This is very t r ue ,  because i n  capi ta l ism we 

a re  always outside,  always cold. Marx says i n  the  '1844 Manuscripts' t h a t  

"man is a t  home when he is not working, and not  a t  home when he is working." 

(12) What would be a comforting scenario is t o  wish we were athome and then t o  

look around us and r e a l i s e  t h a t  in  f a c t  we were a l ready there .  This is what 

Bloch says and he deserves a la rge  quote: "The f i n a l  w i l l  is t h a t  t o  be t r u l y  

present. So t h a t  t he  l ived  moment belongs t o  us and we t o  it and 'Stay awhile' 

could be s a i d  t o  it. Man wants a t  last t o  e n t e r  i n t o  the  Here and Now as 

himself, wants t o  en t e r  h i s  f u l l  l i f e  without postponement and dis tance.  The 

genuine utopian w i l l  is d e f i n i t e l y  not  endless s t r iv ing ."  (1'3) But even i n  a 

happy time the  genuine utopian w i l l  must embody endless wonderment. Although 

t h i s  asking may not mean "endless s t r iv ing" ,  it does not disallow endless 

motion. Instead it encourages it. This precludes the  s t a t i c  utopia,  t he  

agrarianism t h a t  sometimes appears necessary t o  l i m i t  complications and sus- 

pend people i n  a moment where t he  mindless t asks  t h a t  capital ism promotes a r e  

kept away. Labour is more immediate and l i v ing  because its reason is seen 

ra ther  than shrouded. Although we should not scorn a c loser  re la t ionsh ip  

with nature, ne i ther  should we abandon the  seemingly unat t ract ive  notion of 

indus t r i a l  development. With p r ac t i c a l  r e f l ex iv i t y ,  the  customary ugliness 

of what is today ca l led  progress w i l l  be abolished because i n  t he  good mood 

someone w i l l  always question the  worth of tower blocks. The atmosphere of the  

mood means t h a t  industry moves as the  mood moves: the  beauty is t h a t  it does 

not move i n  a d i rec t ion  people fea r .  

When the  pla ins  Indians went i n to  b a t t l e  they though a l o t  about it. 

Their d igni ty  did  not  come only from t h e i r  sharp noses. They danced a l l  



night and entered a trance and whirled on the  s o i l .  Cowboys came and watched 

and cal led  them the  Spinning Belindas. The Indians saw vis ions  through t h e i r  

dancing. Then they put on pa in t  they became d i f f e r e n t  people. Dead Indians 

fought alongside t h e i r  new f r i ends .  The braves and squaws believed i n  ex i s t -  

ing and future  s p i r i t s .  The Indians ca l l ed  themselves the  human beings. 

Something ca l l ed  t r u t h  is general ly  accepted as the  end of theory. 

Instead theory should pursue t r u t h s .  For Foucault, t r u t h  is p lu r a l ,  and re la -  

t i ve  ra the r  than universal .  Thus knowledge cannot become awesome because it 
is something man is able  t o  s ee  and experience as himself.  "I am nothing and 

I should be everything." (14) 

I am the  voice of reason, I am r a t i o n a l  man i n  a white coa t ,  I a m  no t  

locked up but growing t a l l e r .  It is b e t t e r  t o  be a babbling brook. It allows 

us t o  watch l i k e  nature.  It demolishes multi-storey socie ty .  It allows grey 

hairs t o  work i n  the  way t h a t  children play. 
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ANARCHISM IN. BRITAIN 
A PRELIMINARY BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Published studies of the British anarchist movement have broken new ground, 
bringing together a diversity of material in a pion.eering attempt to.rediscover 
our lost history, and in doing so have given impetus to further study. This 
bibliography is part of a project to survey the resources available to promote 
further research and investigation, not just for its own sake, but from a 
belief that an understanding of our history can inform our actions in the 
present and future. 

This bibliography is (as the subtitle indicates) only a preliminary 
bibliography, intended to make available the interim results of what has really 
been a collective project. For although I have collected the information, and 
am solely responsible for the errors and omissions, much of the material is 
incorporated only because of the assistance provided by many other people. To 
all of them my thanks. Please keep sending.bib1iographic references to me. 

So.me items are included because although they do not directly relate to the 
anarchist movement, they do provide information about the anarchist milieu. I 
have also deliberately ommitted some works which should properly be included, 
because they are already incorporated in existing authoritative bibliographies, 
and inclusion here would only unbalance this bibliography. Research on William 
Godwin, for example, is extensive and more than equals the amount of published 
material available on many other aspects of British anarchism. For those 
interested in Godwin, I recommend Peter Marshall's book (cited below) which 
contains an excellent bibliography. 

Because this bibliography is preliminary, not every item has been examined, 
and some lack full details (eg page references in the case of periodical 
articles). I have included here incomplete items in the bibliography, as a way 
of (a) informing people of their existence and (b) stimulating feedback. For 
newcomers to the subject, I suggest you start with Quail (1641, Oliver (153) 
and Woodcock (235). Because the movement is international I have also listed 
some items which give information about the background of anarchists from other 
countries who have been involved with the British movement. 

1t is my intention to update this bibliography as soon as possible. The 
results of this work will (again) be made available in this bulletin, as will 
the other parts of the survey. These include a check list of British anarchist 
periodicals and a descriptive list of library and archive collections 
incorporating relevant material (including a guide to the many files at the 
PRO . 

Finally, a note of caution, in that I have still to visit the IISH at 
hsterdam, and until I have consulted their files, H11 information must be 
considered incomplete. So far, I have not attempted to systematically index 
relevant articles in anarchist periodicals, and this is another major weakness 
of the existing bibliography, which I hope to remedy in time. 

I suggest that an early project we might undertake, as a group, is to 
collect copies of the items listed and'ensure easy availability by setting up a 
reference collection for the Research Group. Martyn Everett 
(August 1986) 
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1. Functions and Limitations of the Concept of the Mass Worker 
In the wake of the 20th Congress of the Communist Party of 

the Soviet Union in 1956, the critique of Stalinism which de- 
veloped within the Italian labour movement above all put into 
question the traditional conception of the trade union. This had 
become an area of key concern. In 1953, there had been a re- 
sounding defeat of the Communist union at FIAT; in the years 
that followed, there were equally resounding defeats in line for 
the farm workers' unions and the public sector unions (railway 
workers, postal workers etc). The fading (or downright disap- 
pearance) of any immediate prospect of a seizure of power, and a 
series of confusions at the ideological level, meant that the trade 
unions were being undermined as the transmission belt of the sys- 
tem; both their organisational form and their ideological basis 
were thrown into crisis. 

But this crisis did not affect the radicality of the working class. 
-There began to appear a mass form of behaviour which was spon- 

taneous, multiform, violent, mobile and disorderly - but which, 
nonetheless, was able to compensate for the lack of trade union 
leadership in ways that were both original and powerful - and 
while the union leaderships stuck to a repetition of the old forms, 
the working class reacted in ways that were autonomous. The 
union would call strike action and the entire workforce would go 
in to work - but then, after a week, a month, maybe a year, that 
same working class would explode in spontaneous demonstra- 
tions. The farm workers of the South also began spontaneous 
struggles. However, they had been defeated in the movement to 
take over agricultural land; they had been sold out by the govern- 
ment's agrarian reform, which condemned them to the poverty of 



having to work small holdings. As a result, the rural vanguards 
chose the path of large-scale emigration. This was a mass 
phenomenon - its causes and effects were complex, certainly, but 
its quality was political. Then things began to move: Milan in 
1959, Genova in 1960, Turin in 1962, and Porto Marghera in 1963 
- a series of struggles which pushed to the forefront of the politi- 
cal scene. This succession of labour struggles involved every 
major sector of industry and all the major urban concentrations. 
They were all more or less spontaneous, mass events, and re- 
vealed a degree of general circulation of modes of struggle that 
had not previously been experienced. 

One might well ask for a definition of this spontaneity of the 
struggles. Because, while it is true that the struggles were in large 
part independent of the control and the command of the trade un- 
ions (and the unions were, sometimes, not even aware of them), 
at the same time, they appeared - and were - strongly structured. 
They revealed the existence of new working-class leaderships 
which were - as we used to say - "invisible". In part because 
many people simply didn't want to see them. But also (and 
mainly) because of their mass character; because of the new 
mechanisms of cooperation that were coming into play in the for- 
mation of workers' political understanding; because of the ex- 
traordinary ability of these new forms of struggle to circulate; and 
because of the degree of understanding (understanding of the 
productive process) that they revealed. And whilst these new 
forms of struggle were at first seen by most people as "irrational", 
in the course of their development they gradually began to reveal 
a coherent project and a tactical intelligence which finally began 

-to problematise the very concept of working-class rationality - 
economic rationality? Socialist rationality? Rationality of the law 
of value? Rationality of trade union control? Rationality of law 
and order? Etc, etc. In effect, we could identify elements in the 
form taken by these struggles which were directly contradictory 
with the whole structure of trade unionist/socialist ideology. The 
wage demands, and the extremes to which they went, con- 
tradicted the way in which, in traditional trade union practice, the 
wage had been used as a political instrument, as a means of medi- 
ation. The partisan nature (egotism) of the struggles ran heavily 
counter to the socialist ideology of the homogeneity of working- 
class interests which had prevailed up till then. The immediacy 
and the autonomous nature of struggles ranging from wildcat 
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strikes to mass sabotage, their powerful negative effect on the 
structures of the cycle of production, ran counter to the tradi- 
tional view that fixed capital is sacrosanct, and also counter to the 
ideology of liberation of (through) work - in which work was the 
subject of liberation, and Stakhanovism or high levels of profes- 
sional skill the form of liberation. Finally, the intensification 
(whether at group or  individual level) of heightened forms of mo- 
bility, of absenteeism, of socialisation of the struggle, ran im- 
mediately counter to any factory-centred conception of working- 
class interests, of the kind that has come down to us-fiorn the, 
workers' councilist m -  tradition. ,.. All this gradually uncovered, in in- 
s feas i i ly  so~~al i sed  forms, an attitude of struggle against work, a 
desire for liberation from work - whether it be work in the big 
factory, with all its qualities of alienation, or work in general, as 
conceded to the capitalist in exchange for a wage. 

The paradox of the situation was the fact that this mass spon- 
taneity, highly structured within itself, negated in principle the 
very definition of spontaneity. Traditionally, spontaneity has 
been taken to mean a low level of working-class consciousness, a 
reduction of the working class to simple labour-power. Here it 
was different. p i s  - spontaneity.~epre_sented ---- a very high level of --- 
*maturity. It was a spontaneous negation of the nature of the 
working class as labour-power. This tendency was clearly present, 
and later developments were to reveal it still further. Thus any- 
body who wanted to analyse the new forms of struggle was going 
g h_ave-to be prepared to problematisethe e-ntire -I theoreticd.[radl _ _ -I---. - 
ition of sociafis* Within these struggles, t'here were new - -  l---T" " -  --^. 

categories waiting t o  be discovered. 
And this was what was done. In the early 1960s, on the fringes 

of the official labour movement, a number of working-class van- 
guards and a number of groups of intellectuals active within the 
class struggle produced a theory in which the mass worker was un- 
derstood as the new subject of working-class struggles. 

On the one hand, their studies identified the objective charac- 
teristics of this class-protagonist. These characteristics were de- 
termined as follows: 

1) within the organisation of the labour process, by Taylorisrn; 
2) within the organisation of the working day and the organisa- 

tion of wage relations, by Fordism; 
: i 3) within economiclpolitical relations, by Keynesianism; 



4) within general social and state relations, by the model and 
the practice of the Planner-State. 

On the other hand, they succeeded in defining (this was abso- 
lutely imperative) the new subjective characteristics of this new 
configuration of the class. These subjective characteristics were 
described in terms that were dynamic and highly productive. In 
other words, every aspect of the capitalist organisation of the fac- 
tory-society was to be seen as the product of a dialectic between 
working-class struggle and capitalist development (including de- 
velopments in technology; in the form of the wage; in economic 
policy; and in the form of the State) - the product of a dialectic 
whose active and motive central force was the mass worker. 

As our old friend Marx says, machines rush to where there are 
strikes. All the mechanisms of capitalist control of development 
were brought to bear at critical points within the system. By 
means of a continual theft of the information generated by the 
struggles, capital created increasingly complex mechanisms of 
domination. It was within this framework that the analysis under- 
taken by workerism unstitched the capitalist Moloch, following 
the indications provided by working-class struggle. The comrades 
amved at a fundamental theoretical conclusion: that, given a cer- 
tain level of capitalist development, the concept of labour-power 
(understood as an element of the dialectical relationship between 
workers and capital, a relationship in which capitalist logic has the 
upper hand) becomes dissolved. A dialectical relationship most 
certainly remains, but now the relationship of capital/labour- 
power becomes the relationship of capitallworking class. Thus --..-H- the - dialecti_c of_ capitalist development is dominated by the relationship : ' 
hith the working class. The working class now constituted an in- 
dependent polarity within capitalist development. Capitalj~~&e-- 
velopment was now dependent on the political va_ri_%a-wor& 
ing-class behayiours. The concept of labour-power could no 
longer be substantiated; only that of working-class was adequate. 

I have to admit that our theoretical and political positions in 
this period, while very rich in some respects, were very poor in 
others. Their richness lay in the fact that they provided a basis 
from which we could then develop an entirely political concept of 
labour-power. We learned a lot from developments in the 
capitalist revolution of the 1930s and 1940s. In particular, we 
learned that it was possible to carry forward revolutionary strug- 
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gles having a marked effect both on the structure of the labour 
process, and on the structure of economic and ~olitical domina- 
iion - in other words, %rug les that were cadable of win- 

I -I .̂ -.I 7-- 

1 _ S >  c $  rrgainst Ta~lg&m and with~%~$~iranism.  On the other hand, 
the poveky of our theoreticar and practical positions lay in the 
fact ihat, while individual struggles and the sthggles of individual 
class sectors proved capable of understanding capital and taking it 
on, at the same time, the potential of that struggle, its strategic di- 
mension, the re-establishment of a centre of revolutionary initia- 
tive, remained beyond-o-ur gras2. Practice, even the very highest ---\_---. 
working-class practice - at this level of the class struggle - always 
contains an element of uncertainty as regards its synthesis and re- 
solution - what Lenin used to call the "art of insurrection", - 
which the wojkers, today, are seeking to turn into science. This -. --c--Y-I-- _ 
science still had to be constructed - a science which the practice of 
the mass worker was demanding, but which it did not provide. 

In fact, capital's science of domination was far ahead of us. At 
the time when we were introducing the concept of the mass 
worker, and, by implication, a critique of the category of labour- 
power in favour of a concept of the dynamism of the working 
class, capital, for its part, had already made tremendous advances 
in its own practice, as regards its theory of domination and redres- 
sing the balance of power. (Note that within the specificities and 
the isolation of a few national situations - Italy in particular - we 
were successful in developing a remarkable level of subjective ac- 
tion, and in bringing about moments of deep capitalist crisis). 
For, while from the working-class viewpoint the revolutionary 
practice of the mass worker was being advanced within individual 

-factories, and within the overall interlocked system of factories 
and companies, capital was already responding in overall, global 
and social terms - in terms of global domination and control. 
Keynesianism at its roots had already demonstrated this: g 
awareness -- not -- o n k 3 a t  thews e relation extended between S@; 
Tects thhf were dais (capital an b e working class), but also - 
and above all - that the solution favourable to capitalist develop- 
ment) wasto b g . ~ ~ _ ~ a c y p s s  d the entire span of-p~oduction and- 
drcuLation - in other words, involvjng the entire sociality of the 
relationss-bfg~xd~.tbn -and reproduction,. In the Keynesian sys- 
tem, state budgeting was the means of recuperating and neutralis- 
ing the class struggle in the factory, and monetary policy was the 1) means -*- of subordinating the wage relation. Fordism, for its part, 



had already transformed the high level of cooperation on the as- 
sembly line (and thus corrected those elements of weakness which 
labour struggles, at that level of production, were able to turn 
against capitalist command) into a conscious policy, one might 
say, of the sociality of the assembly line - in other words, a policy 
of command over the relation between industrial production and 
the reproduction of labour-power, a capitalist intervention within 
the social flexibility of labour-power, privileging social command 
and divisions within society as conditions for command and divi- 
sion on the assembly line. Fordism recuperated social motivations 
and made them functional to the Taylorist organisation of work - it 
posed them as the prime and fundamental terrain of command in 
the factory. Gradually, the labour market and the fabric of rela- 
tions between production and reproduction was becoming an 
operative field (this also from the theoretical point of view) for 
the capitalist theory of factory command: hence the development 
from Keynes to Kaldor's planning techniques, to Kalecki's micro- 
analyses of the political cycle, to the present systemic theories of 
neo-functionalism. 

Faced with these developments in capital's understanding of 
the articulations of command, not only was the concept of the 
mass worker late in developing, but also, crucially, it now proved 
incapable of developing for itself a theory able to match the new 
dimensions of command. Of course, the-old workerists - of . the ,". '60s 
knew that they _ - had ---_ to ____- go beyond the-"empirical"categoryryof th; 
&~-ON, and that the mass worker had to  b e c ~ m e  effective over 
the entire . span of the social-fagt~ry - but the factoryist content of 
ihe concept-'and the circumstances of its genesis prevented its 

,theoretical potential from becoming practical reality. Thus, in the 
end, this impotence of the mass worker left the way open for sur- 
reptitious operations of mediation and representation - and the 
whole old machinery of the party-form was wheeled out as the 
means whereby issues could be posed at the social, political and 
general level. We should also add (and this is not only merely of 
historical relevance) that this was the basis whereby the trade 
union was able to re-establish its powers of control over the work- 
ing class. This had a paradoxical consequence: the trade union ac- 
cepted the delegation of power and the general functions that the 
working class had restored to it, and then went on to impose rules 
which separated, in a corporatist sense, the working class from 
the other proletarianised strata of society. When the trade union 
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(ie in its traditional function as half party and half merchandiser, 
in the sense that it both represents labour-power within the 
bourgeois political market, and also sells labour as a commodity 
on the capitalist market) finally caught up with and grasped (post- I 

'68) the new composition~t,he~ma~SSwo_r~r, i ! .qnlycdysj t& 
corvo~Qs_m, anddivided !t off from-t& r e s t O , f ~ i & l a b ~ u r .  

Hence it follows that a methodology such as I use, which seeks 
to indicate possibilities for subjective genesis within the categories 
of class struggle, cannot rest content with this old version of the 
concept of the mass worker. And indeed, the conditions for 
further theoretical progress on this front were plentiful, especially 
in the years immediately following the upheavals of 1968-69. 
Working-class struggles, which were extremely powerful in spite 
of (or perhaps because of) their ambiguity as struggles both within 
and against the system of the relative wage, now brought about a 
crisis in the mechanisms of capitalist control. The capitalist re- 
sponse during this period developed along two complementary 
lines - the social diffusion, decentralisation of production, and 
the political isolation of the mass worker in the factory. 

The only possible answer to this, from the working-class view- 
point, was to insist on and fight for the broadest definition of class 
unity, to modify and extend the concept of working-class produc- 
tive labour, and to eliminate the theoretical isolation of the con- 
cept of mass worker (insofar as this concept had inevitably be- 
come tied to an empirical notion of the factory - a simplified fac- 
toryism - due to the impact of the bosses' counter-offensive, the 
corporatism of the unions, and the historical and theoretical limi- 

-tations of the concept itself). On the other hand, the emergence 
and growth of diffused forms of production (the "diffuse factory"), 
while it enlarged the labour market enormously, also redefined as 
directly productive and "working class" a whole series of functions 
within social labour that would otherwise be seen as marginal or la- 
tent. Finally, there was a growing awareness of the interconnec- 
tion between productive labour and the labour of reproduction, 
which was expressed in a wide range of behaviours in social strug- 
gles, above all in the mass movements of women and youth, af- 
firming all these activities collectively as labour. This develop- 
ment made necessary an innovation in the vocabulary of class 
concepts. As we used to put it: "from the mass worker to the so- 
cial worker". But it would be more correct to say: from the work- 



ing class, ie that working class massified in direct production in 
the factory, to social labour-power, representing the potentiality 
of a new working class, now extended throughout the entire span 
of production and reproduction - a conception more adequate to 
the wider and more searching dimensions of capitalist control 
over society and social labour as a whole. 

There are numerous problems which arise at this point, and I 
have no intention of trying to avoid them. In what follows I hope 
to confront at least some of them. It will suffice at this stage to in- 
troduce what I consider to be the key methodological concept - 
that of class composition - which will help to clarify much of my 
further argument. By class composition, I mean that combination 
of political and material characteristics - both historical and phys- 
ical - which makes up: (a) on the one hand, the historically given 
structure of labour-power, in all its manifestations, as produced 
by a given level of productive forces and relations; and (b) on the 
other hand, the working class as a determinate level of solidifica- 
tion of needs and desires, as a dynamic subject, an antagonistic 
force, tending towards its own independent identity in historical- 
political terms. All concepts that define the working class must be 
framed in terms of this historical transformability of the composi- 
tion of the class. This is to be understood in the general sense of its 
ever wider and more refined productive capacity, the ever greater 
abstraction and socialisation of its nature, and the ever greater in- 
tensity and weight of the political challenge it presents to capital. 
In other words, the making of the working class! It is by reference 
to this framework and these criteria, for example, that we can 

-qualify more precisely a term like spontaneity. The concept of 
composition allows us to introduce a specific, determinate quality 
into our theoretical definition of spontaneity; it prevents us, in 
other words, from falling into the trap of ideological definitions 
(whether political - in which case spontaneity is conceived as an 
indifferent category; or economistic - in which case spontaneity is 
reduced to the semantic emptiness of the concept of labour-power 
pure and simple). The category of "mass worker" must accord- 
ingly be re-assessed, in its functions and limitations, within this 
temporal framework of the transformations of the composition of 
the working class. And under today's conditions, it seems to me 
that this transformation is taking place through a process of real 
subsumption of labour on the part of capital, which has now 
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reached a level that encompasses the whole of society. "Hic 
Rhodus, hic salta. " 

2. Capitalist Restructuring: From the Mass Worker to Social 
Labour- PO wer L 

So, let us return to the moment when the pressure of this new 
spontaneity (that is, the spontaneous - but, as in the paradox we 
have described, both structural and structured - forms of expres- 
sion of the new class composition, ie of the mass worker) brings 
about a crisis in the means of capitalist control over the produc- 
tion and reproduction of commodities. 

I would suggest that this moment can be located chronologi- 
cally within the decade 1960-1970. In that period, strikes and 
struggles created an upheaval within the existing framework of 
development, inducing a major series of critical phenomena 
(crises of capitalist control), of which the following seem to be the 
most important: 

1) The mass worker set in motion a mobility within the labour 
market. The subversive characteristics of this mobility appear to 
consist in an uncontrollable increase in the speed of flow/turnover 
of demands, and, at the same time, in a rigid and homogeneous 
escalation of those demands. If we include within our definition 
of the mass worker the fact that the mass worker represents a cer- 
tain qualitative solidification of abstract labour (which is another 

' 

way of saying a high level of subjective awareness of abstract 
labour), then these mobility-related phenomena reveal simply the 

- centripetal potential of abstract labour (towards averageness, 
mediety) in a framework of mass production in modem 
capitalism. And this might be consistent with development. But 
instead, the forms and modes in which the mobility (subjectivity) 
of the mass worker expressed itself threw capitalist development 
out of proportion, subjected it to intolerable accelerations, and in 
particular confronted it with the quality of this very composition - 
those historical differences and divisions of sex, age, culture, etc, 
which were now tending towards a deeply-rooted political 
homogeneity. Mobility of abstract labour equals tendency for sub- 
jects and for struggles to unify. 

2) On the other hand, in a complementary process, the mass 
worker set in motion - both within individual factories and within 



the productive fabric of the metropolis - a downward rigidity of 
expectations and wage demands. This in itself (the demand for 
"parity") became a subversive force. Drives towards 
egalitarianism served to reinforce this rigidity: we saw the col- 
lapse of all - or virtually all - the weaponry of division in the fac- 
tory (piecework; employers' unilateral control of timings of the 
labour process; internal mobility, etc) and of the hierarchy which 
controls the labour process and the organisation of production. In 
this period, sackings - together with all the other various forms of 
exclusion and marginalisation - were powerfully contested, re- 
sisted, and in large part blocked. Furthermore, the overall rigidity 
of the class brought about a reduction in effective labour time; it 
also provided defence and back-up for individual experiences of 
resistance to work, or refusal of work. The wage struggle, in both 
its qualitative and quantitative aspects, became a powerful inde- 
pendent variable of development: a kind of economic-political 
dual power which came into existence. (In some instances we find 
this registered in factory legislation - most notably in Italy, for 
example). Rigidity of abstract labour equals qualitative consolida- 
tion of the above-mentioned unification of subjects and of strug- 
gles. 

3) Thirdly, the social mobility and the political/wage rigidity of 
the social worker was also articulated within the sphere of circula- 
tion. But, for the mass worker, circulation means a radical change 
in the-relation between daily work-time and non-worked time. 
We were not yet at the point where the latter had hegemony over 
the former. However, this was a phase in which the social relation 
of production (the relation between production and reproduc- 

-tion) was an area of powerful contestation. Without succeeding in 
fully controlling and carrying through this leap in the class strug- 
gle, the mass worker nevertheless spread the infection of his sub- 
jective behaviour into the fabric of proletarian society. First - just 
to take one example - although not yet at the point of directly 
contesting the "Oedipal wage" (in other words, the wage paid for 
the male worker's domination over his family), the mass worker 
nonetheless induced an awareness of the urgent need for new 
wage forms in the management and development of the social 
sphere - new wage forms likely to have a decisive and dissolving 
effect on the unified family wage, and to liberate new labour 
power at an extremely high level of needs. The mass worker was 
an active factor in the circulation of working-class objectives, and 
in propagating the equality implicit in abstract labour. As such, 
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the mass worker induced subversive effects within society which 
tended to negate the division between productive and reproduc- 
tive labour, and also to alter the established proportion between 
them. The circulation of the forms of behaviour of the mass 
worker was an extension of the unification of the subjects and of 
the struggles. 

4) Finally, we have to stress that it is only by moving to a politi- 
cal expression that the series of subversive conditions implicit in 
the existence of the mass worker could be further advanced. The 
concept of the mass worker had an existence that was purely rela- 
tive; the fact that s/he was the point of a class evolution whjch had 
not yet been fully realised, often permitted the surreptitious rein- 
troduction of old political concepts and practices, such as the no- 
tion of vanguard and mass, and thus permitted the re-emergence 
of party representation and the mirroring of past forms. This 
political inadequacy results from, precisely, the social indetermi- 
nateness of the figure of the mass worker. We should never unde- 
restimate this limitation, but if we look beyond it, we can see that 
a framework of new values was beginning to take shape - ideas of 
freedom to match the fact of mobility; ideas of community, as an 
aspect of the rigidity mentioned above; ideas of new life and univ- 
ersality, as a synthesis of people's relation to reproduction and 
liberated time. This framework of new values was incipient, was 
still dawning, but was nonetheless efficacious, because it existed 
at a mass level. 

At this point, the capitalist crisis in the management of this 
labour power, with all its strength and richness, became decisive. 

-Capital goes into crisis every time that labour-power transmutes 
to become working class - by working class I mean a level of com- 
position incompatible with command, at a given historical level of 
maturity of the productive forces. (It is evident that consciousness 
cannot be defined outside of this relation; so that it is possible to 
find extremely high levels of consciousness which remain totally in- 
effective, and, on the other hand, spontaneous levels of conscious- 
ness which are powerfully effective in revolutionary terms). As I 
say, every time that labour-power effects a revolutionary trans- 
formation in its composition and becomes working class, at that 
point capital enters relations of crisis, and has only one weapon 
with which to respond: restructuration. An attempt to attack and 
transform class composition. In other words, for capital, restruc- 



turing is a political, economic and technological mechanism aimed 
at the enforced reduction of the working class to labour-power. To 
put it more correctly: capital aims to reduce the intensity of the 
political composition of the class. 

At this point, the problem becomes specific again. How did 
capital respond to the crisis in relations of production that was in- 
duced by the class offensive of the mass worker? How was re- 
structuration articulated at this level of political composition of 
the class and its struggles? What happened after the 1960s? 

It is not hard to identify and describe some major elements of 
the capitalist response. [Obviously, the notes that follow are very 
partial and indicative. They limit themselves to questions of class 
relations in the sphere of production. To deal adequately with the 
restructuring of labour power, we would really have to consider 
two fundamental shifts in imperialist development in the early 
1970s - the freeing of the dollar from gold parity (1971) and the 
energy crisis of 1973-74. There is no space to deal with them here, 
and so the argument, as well as being partial and indicative, is 
frankly insufficient. However, I would ask you to trust the author 
and believe me when I say that I have given a lot of thought to 
these other fundamental determinations of the overall 
framework. These, in my opinion, are not contradictory with the 
phenomena which are now studied at the level of production and 
reproduction. Rather, they present an overdetermination, an ex- 
tension and a deepening of the logic which lies at the root of these 
phenomena.] 

So, let's return to our initial question, to the analysis of the 
groundwork of capitalist restructuring. Let's begin by looking at 

aob i l i t y .  In my opinion, as regards mobility, capital was already 
taking into account developments within the composition of the 
mass worker, and was in fact acting on their tendency to become 
realised, in order to throw the working class back to the position 
of being labour-power. While the composition of the mass worker 
from the 1960s onwards tended - via mobility - towards a unifica- 
tion in general of potential abstract labour, capital's restructura- 
tion project effectively grasps the social tendency towards 
abstract labour. It is against this abstract labour that capital exer- 
cises its capacity to repress, to fragment and to introduce hierar- 
chical division. Capital does not mobilise against abstract labour 
and the social dimension which it assumes, but against the politi- 
cal unification which takes place at this level. Capital assumes 
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subsumption of labour (abstraction and socialisation) as a process 
that has been realised. Experiments in job-design, segmentation 
of the labour market, policies of regrading, reforms of 
methodologies of command within production cooperation, etc - 
all this became fundamental. A restless, practical process of trial 
and error was now set in motion, aimed at destroying any possi- 
bility of proletarian unification. If we understand mobility as a 
tendency towards freedom, as a definition of time which is alter- 
native to commanded time within the classic working day - and if 
we assume that from now on, in a parallel movement, it becomes 
impossible for capital to establish any fixed "reserve army" of 
labour - then we understand why, in political and economic 
terms, it is so urgent for capital somehow to Fjc this labour-power 
(the first, spontaneous and structural manifestation of an abstract 
labour that has become subjectively realised) within mobility and 
via mobility. On the one hand, the class struggles within and 
against capital's system. On the other, capital struggles within and 
against the new composition: within its mobility, its socialisation, 
its abstraction, and against the subjective attitudes which these 
elements engender. All manpower and job-design interventions 
are to be understood as policies which learn from the progress of 
abstract labour towards its social unification: they intervene in 
order to block further development of its subversive potential. 

Capital's reaction against the rigidity evident within the com- 
position of the mass worker was even more rigorous. This is be- 
cause in this area mystification is harder to achieve. Policies 
aimed at segmenting the labour market (which are posed as "posi- 
tive", as against the "negative" of mobility of abstract labour) 

.tend to produce a balkanisation of the labour market, and above 
all, important new effects of marginalisation. Marginalisation in 
the form of political blackmail, repression and degeneration of 
values - much more than the familiar blackmail of poverty. I have 
said that the rigidity in the forms of behaviour of the mass worker 
(particularly on the wages front) expressed an essence that was 
qualitative - a complex of needs which became consolidated as 
powe:. Capital's problem was how to defuse this power, quantita- 
tively and qualitatively. 

Thus, on the one hand, we have seen the promotion of various 
forms of d i m e  labour - ie the conscious shifting of productive 
functions not tied to extremely high degrees of organic composi- 
tion of capital, towards the peripheries of metropolitan areas: this 



is the quantitative response, of scale and size. (The scale of this 
project is multinational, and should be understood against the 
backdrop of the energy crisis). On the other hand, capital has at- 
tacked the problem of qualitative rigidity, and has planned for 
one of two solutions: it must be either corporatised or ghettoised. 
This means a system of wage hierarchies, based on either simu- 
lated participation in development andlor on regimentation within 
development, and, on the other hand, marginalisation and isola- 
tion. On this terrain - a terrain which the experience of the strug- 
gles of the mass workers had revealed as strongly characterised by 
political values - capitalism's action of restructuration has often 
made direct use of legal instruments. It has regarded the bound- 
ary between legality and extra-legality in working-class be- 
haviours as a question subordinate to the overall restoration of 
social hierarchy. Not even this is new - as we know, it has always 
been the case - and M a n ,  in his analysis of the working day, 
makes the point several times. Law and the regulation of the 
working day are linked by a substantial umbilical cord. If the or- 
ganisation of the working day is socially diffuse, then sanctions, 
penalties, fines etc will be entrusted to the competence of penal 
law. 

Capital also acted against the way in which the mass worker 
had made use of circulation - in other words, of the increasingly 
tight links between production and reproduction. Restructuration 
once again adopted the method of displacement - in other words, 
capital takes as givenlrealised the tendency set in motion by 
working-class struggles: it subsumes its behaviours (ie the aware- 
ness of the circularity between production time and reproduction 

-time) and begins working on how to control this situation. The 
"welfare state" is the principal level geared to synchronising this 
relationship. The benefits of the welfare state are the fruit of 
struggles, are counter-power. But the specific application of re- 
structuration aims to use welfare in order to control, to articulate 
command via budgetary manoeuvrings. "Public spending cuts" 
are not a negation of the welfare state; rather, they reorganise it 
in terms of productivity andlor repression. If subsequently pro- 
letarian action within this network of control continues to pro- 
duce breakdown, and to introduce blockages and disproportions, 
then capital's insistence on control reaches fever-pitch. The trans- 
ition to the internal warfare state represents the corresponding 
overdetermination of the crisis of the welfare state. But it is impor- 
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iant to stress once again capital's capacity fo r  Ziplacement. Tlie 
restructuring which has followed the impact of the mass worker's 
struggles and the tendencies which the mass worker has instilled 
within the general framework of class power relations, is geared 
to match a labour-power which exists as completely socialised - . 
whether it exists or potentially exists is not important. Capital is 
forced into anticipation. However, marginalisation is as far as 
capital can go in excluding people from the circuits of production 
- expulsion is impossible. Isolation within the circuit of produc- 
tion - this is the most that capital's action of restructuration can 
hope to achieve. It does not succeed in bringing about a restora- 
tion of the status quo, and in the struggle against the mass worker 
it is likely to assist in the even more compact formation of a com- 
pletely socialised labour-power. There is much craftiness of pro- 
letarian reasoning in all this! 

Things become even clearer when we come to the fourth area 
in which capital's activity of restructuration has to prove itself and 
be proven. In other words, the terrain of politics. Here, every at- 
tempt at mystification - this seems to me the most interesting as- 
pect - is forced to assume the complete socialisation of labour- 
power as normal, as a fact of life - a necessary precondition of any 
action against the proletarian antagonism. In other words - as 
many writers now accept - the only remote possibility of mystify- 
ing (mystifying, controlling, commanding etc) struggles is condi- 
tional on an advancement of the terms in which the problem-is 
considered: in other words, an approach to the problem at the 
level of policies of capitalist command which see its enemy subject 
in proletarian society as a whole. Capital relates to the phase of 

"real subsumption as antagonism at the highest level. Capitalist 
analyses of command move from this awareness to develop two 
possible lines of approach. The first, which I would call empirical, 
regards social labour-power as a purely economic subject, and 
therefore locates the necessary control-oriented manoeuvrings 
within a continuous trial and error process of redistribution and 
reallocation of income - eg consumerist objectives, inflationary 
measures, etc. The other, which I call systemic, is more refined. 
This assumes that the empirical policies pursued thus far have re- 
solved nothing. Thus the only way of ensuring the effective exer- 
cise of command, with an ongoing reduction of the complexity of 
class conflict, is to maintain command over systemic information 
and circulation; to maintain a pre-ordered mechanism of planning 



and balancing inputs and outputs. At this level, capital's science 
and practice of command reveal themselves as a set of techniques 
for analysing the social sphere - and as an undoubtedly involun- 
tary apology for the immediate sociality, structure and density of 
labour-power . 

I consider it important to understand these fundamental 
changes and to highlight their conceptual character. Thus I define 
restructuration as a parenthesis within the evolving process of the 
composition of the working class. Obviously, this is a necessary 
parenthesis: the interaction of productive forces (capital and the 
working class) is in no sense illusory. But at the same time, we 
should stress that within this process, the motor force of working- 
class struggles is fundamental, as is the intensity of their composi- 
tion, and the emergence of abstract labour as a social quality and 
as a unifying factor within production (and reproduction). As we 
used to say: capital's great function is to create the conditions for 
its own destruction. This is still the case. Thus we must recognise 
that in the restructuring process currently under way, these criti- 
cal conditions of capitalist development are still respected. Obvi- 
ously, such a recognition is possible only if our theory is up to it. 
And one of the fundamentals of adequate theory is to have a con- 
cept of labour power which is not conceptually indiscriminate, but 
which is historically and politically. pregnant, is continually and 
materially in tune with class consciousness - in other words, with 
degrees of struggle and of capacity to effect change which come 
increasingly close to the classic concept of proletariat. However, I 
feel it is still necessary to live through that ambiguity of produc- 
tion and the relations of production, and the way they are always 

-being newly determined. 

3 .  Towards a Critique of the Political Economy of the Mass 
Worker: from Social Labour Power to the Social Worker 

So, our project is to resolve this fundamental ambiguity in the 
relationship that labour-power (whether posed as individual com- 
modity or as socialised abstract labour) has with class conscious- 
ness and with capital. In other words, at this point we have to ask 
ourselves whether the linear mechanism of Marx's analysis, which 
locates the socialisation and the abstraction of labour within the 
process of real subsumption of labour under capital, is not 
perhaps incorrect. The process of real subsumption, in Man ,  
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concludes in a real and proper Aufhebung: the antagonism is 
transcended via an image of communism which is the necessary 
outcome of the dialectical process developed up to that point. In 
the more banal of the socialist wlgates, the Aufhebung - whose 
schema, in Marx, is conceptual, structural and synchronic - be- 
comes diachronic, utopian and eschatological. To further clarify 
this point, I shall spell out my thesis: at the level of real subsump- 
tion (ie at the level of the complete socialisation and abstraction 
of all the productive and reproductive segments of labour), we are 
dealing not with linearity and catastrophe, but with separation and 
antagonism. It seems to me that proof of this theory is to be 
sought first and foremost from empirical analysis (historical, 
sociological and political) of the movements of the working class. 
In other words, from considering the characteristics of labour- 
power when posed as social labour-power. 

Concretely, our argument could proceed from examination of 
a familiar historical conjuncture: if, as some authors have done, 
we construct historical charts mapping developments in the qual- 
ity of work, then we can see how the entire direction of capitalist 
development is towards the destruction of skilled labour (of 
specific "skill"), reducing it to abstract labour (the multilateral 
"job"). The socialisation of educational processes (schooling, skill 
training, apprenticeships etc) goes hand in hand with the process 
of the abstraction of labour, within a historical series of episodes 
which span the entire period since the Industrial Revolution. 
Within this time-span, the tendency is progressive and broadly 
balanced, beginning from the 18th century, and moving through 

-to the 1920s-1930s: but at this point a break takes place in the ba- 
lanced continuity of the historical series. The collapse of "skilled 
work" can be located precisely in the period between the two big 
imperialist wars - ie in the 1920s and 1930s. This resulted in the 
hegemony, as from that period, of the semi-skilled worker, the 
ouvrier specialist (O.S.) - in other words, what we call the mass 
worker. But it also turns out that this hegemony is transitory, be- 
cause the mass worker is in fact just the first figure in the "col- 
lapse" of the balanced relationship between "skill" and "job"; the 
mass worker is the first moment of an extraordinary acceleration 
towards a complete abstraction of labour-power. The mass 
worker, the semi-skilled worker (whatever his subjective con- 
sciousness) is not so much the finalfigure of the skilled worker, but 



rather the first impetuous prefiguration of the completely socialised 
worker. 

This premise has a number of important consequences. With- 
out losing ourselves in casuistry, it is worth highlighting just one 
consequence, which seems fundamental in characterising a 
critique of the political economy of the mass worker. As follows: 
if "skill" collapses into an indifferent element; if the division of 
labour as we know it (based on vertical scales of relative intensity 
and of structural quality) dissolves; if, in other words, every 
theory of "human capital" (ie the self-investment of labour- 
power) reveals itself to be not only a mystification of a reality 
which is both exploited and subjected to command, but also pure 
and simple fantasising apologetics; if, as I say, all this is given, it 
does nothing to remove the fact that capital still needs to exercise 
command, by having and maintaining a differentiated and func- 
tional structuring of labour-power to match the requirements of 
the labour process (whether this be individual or social). 

In the previous section, we noted some of the basic characteris- 
tics of capitalist restructuring in the transition from the mass 
worker to socialised labour-power. We can grasp the theoretical 
kernel of the matter by returning to them for a moment. As I 
said, once there is a lapsing of such vertical differentiations as bet- 
ween "skill" and "job", then collective capital (and State com- 
mand) tend to advance new differentiations on the horizontal ter- 
rain of command, over the labour market, over the social mobility 
of labour power. In relation to relatively advanced capitalism this 
is familiar territory: it is the terrain of new industrial feudalism 
(what we would call corporatism). From within this particular ba- 

-lance of forces, there proliferates a host of theories about the divi- 
sion of labour-power: whether labour-power is primary, secon- 
dary or tertiary; whether it is "central" or "peripheral" etc. What 
is the substance of the problem? Social labour-power is under- 
stood as mobility, and it is as such that it is to be regulated. [A 
short aside: In this regard, all static theories about industrial re- 
serve armies - and similar nineteenth century archaeological con- 
structs - as well as needing to be politically rejected by us, are ob- 
viously logically untenable]. 

But let me be more precise about what I mean when I say that 
social labour-power is understood as mobility. I mean that 
labour-power is understood as social, mobile and subjectively 
capable of identity. I mean that capital understands as a present 
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reality what, for the mass worker, weighed down by the con- 
tradictions implicit in his own social gestation, was present purely 
as tendency. And above all I mean a substantial modification in 
the level at which we consider the problem. 

Mobility is time, flow and circulation within time. Marxism 
bases its categories on the time-measure of the working day. In 
certain well-known Marxist texts, the convention of time-measure 
becomes so solid and unquestioned as to postulate as its base a 
working day that is "normal". Now, in our present situation, of all 
this there remains no trace. The time of social labour-power is a 
working day so extended as not only to comprise within itse!f the 
relation between production time and reproduction time, as a 
single whole, but also and above all to extend the consideration of 
time over the entire life-space of the labour market. From the 
working day to the labour market, from working hours to the mo- 
bility of labour - this transition means counterposing two oppos- 
ing conceptions of time: the capitalist conception of time-mea- 
sure, and the conception of working-class freedom over the tem- 
poral span of life. The capitalist operation of reducing life-time to 
abstract labour time-measure becomes an operation which is ab- 
solutely antagonistic. In its conception of time and of develop- 
ment, it reveals a substantial dissymmetry with proletarian life, 
with the very existence of social labour-power. Here we can say 
that the dissymmetry of command in general (the dissymmetry re- 
vealed by theories of the state) and in particular the dissymmetry 
which regulates the categories of exploitation, become dislocated 
and reshaped in the face of the long and social time of proletarian 
existence. - In arguing my case, I want to stress this point. The reason is 
clear. If it is true that the terms of exploitation are now relocated 
on the social terrain, and if, within this social terrain, it is no 
longer possible to reduce quantity and quality of exploitation, ab- 
solute surplus value and relative surplus value, to the time-mea- 
sure of a "normal" working day - then the proletarian subject is re- 
born in antagonistic terms, around a radical alternative, an alterna- 
tive of life-time as against the time-measure of capital. But even if 
we limit our arguments to a critique of the political economy of 
the mass worker, we are still able to achieve positive results on 
this question. Namely that the ambiguous concept of the mass 
worker here reveals its structural indeterminacy and instability: 
its ambiguity is that between a system of domination still inter- 



nalised by the mass worker (capital's time-measure) and a 
perspective of work which is calculated and envisaged over the 
time of an entire life. The mass worker is still prey to ideology -his 
memory is of slavery, while his actions speak of freedom. The 
capitalist restructuration which anticipates and outmanoeuvres 
the struggles of the mass worker by introducing the dimension of 
social labour-power, at this point amves at a definitive contradic- 
tion, inasmuch as any transcendence of the mass worker has to be 
not a reproduction and reformulation of domination over 
socialised labour-power, but a resolution of the contradictory ten- 
sions within the figure of the mass worker, and the structural 
realisation of the antagonism in a new form. 

The social worker. Let us define the way the antagonism has 
become subjectivised at this level, and call socialised labour- 
power "the social worker". In this way, we are clearly introducing 
a specific methodological difference - in any event a position 
which differs from those developed in earlier phases of the theory 
of the mass worker and in the methodology which was considered 
adequate for the maturation of that theory. The specificity and 
the difference lie in the quality of the antagonism which appears 
at this point. In other words, this abstract, social and mobile 
labour-power - to the extent that it subjectivises itself around its 
own concept of time, and a temporal constitution of its own 
(which are irreducible to the time measurement of capitalist com- 
mand) - brings about an irreducible antagonism. That is, irreduci- 
ble not only to labour power conceived as variable capital, and to 
the theoretical dialectic of value - all of which is perfectly obvious 
- but also and above all an irreducible antagonism to the far more 

-refined dialectic of cornpositionlrestructurationlrecomposition 
which, from a class point of view, had been developed as a por- 
trayal integral to the historical experience of the mass worker. In 
reality, this portrayal, in its further versions, maintained a con- 
cept of the working day which was modelled on the capitalist con- 
ception of time-measure. But when the whole of life becomes 
production, capitalist time measures only that which it directly 
commands. And socialised labour-power tends to unloose itself 
from command, insofar as it proposes a life-alternative - and thus 
projects a different time for its own existence, both in the present 
and in the future. When all life-time becomes production-time, 
who measures whom? The two conceptions of time and life come 
into direct conflict in a separation which becomes increasingly 
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deep and rigidly structured. But we shall come to all this in the 
next section. 

I Let's now return to our critique of the political economy of the 
mass worker. At the cost of repeating myself, I must stress once 
again both the importance and the ambiguity of that category. Its 
importance lies in the fact that, with the historical emergence of 
the mass worker, the concept of labour-power removes itself de- 
finitively from the theory-imposed destiny of being a component 
- albeit variable - of capital. But in the act of revealing itself as an 
independent variable (and clashing with a capitalist restructura- 
tion which relentlessly tracks, adjusts and recomposes the strug- 
gles), the constitutive activity of the mass worker - even though it 
is moving within a situation of a complete socialisation of produc- 
tion - failed to reach a sufficient degree of maturity. This brought 
about powerful ambiguities, and also, in the 1970s, a degree of 
political retrogression: a corporatism of certain strata of the mass 
worker, new divisions within the class, etc. But this is the point 
where the character of the social worker emerges as a new force, 
and as a subjective qualification of social labour power. The social 
worker completed and concluded the dynamic which existed 
within the mass worker as a tendency, and transformed the inde- 
pendent variable into independence tout court. This antagonism 
develops at a pace dictated by the rhythms of the real subsump- 
tion which capital puts into operation in relation to social labour. 
As real subsumption advances, so the social worker is brought 
into existence, as irresolvable antagonism. Antagonism as regards 
conceptions of life, the liberation of time, and thus in bringing 
about spatial-temporal conditions which are wholly alternative. A 

,sort of "a priori" of liberation. 
But before I resume this line of argument, allow me to point 

out an apparent paradox in the theory - which in this case turns 
out to be a function of mystification. In the so-called post-modern 
(or "post-capitalist") conceptions which are so current in political 
debate today, the process of subsumption is conceived in terms of 
linearity and catastrophe. In some instances, these terms can also 
be found in Marx - and in far more developed form, and some- 
times completely explicitly, in the socialist vulgate. Subsumption 
is given as a system, as labour-power realised within capital's so- 
cial domination, as a levelling-off of the antagonism - and there- 
fore the antagonism is conceived as a utopian and catastrophist al- 
ternative. Such positions are fairly widespread, and sometimes 
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also involve exponents of the mass-worker theory. In these work- 
erist theories which are flirting with theories of post-modernism 
(stressing tendency and objectivity, and eliminating antagonism 
and subjectivity), some would say that workerism is committing 
hari kiri. The paradox, and at the same time the mystification, 
consists in the fact that here Marx's thinking (and the considera- 
ble tensions which run through it, right up to the point where he 
defines real subsumption, whether in the Unpublished Sixth 
Chapter, or, a good while previously, in the Fragment on Machin- 
ery in the Grundrisse - texts which must be seen as complemen- 
tary) . . . appears to be respected, whereas in fact it is deeply 
and irreparably misrepresented. In fact, the focus in Marx is al- 
ways the actuality and the determinateness of the antagonism. It 
is indeed true that the theoretical tendency of capital, which M a n  
also describes (but only in episodic terms, and, as I have said, in 
terms rather subordinated to the antagonistic spirit of his overall 
argument), on occasion accepts the criticism, and fights shy of the 
more banal mystifications. Nevertheless, when pushed, the most 
that it will concede is to create an image of the antagonism as an 
exogenour form: catastrophe. But our task, in going beyond 
Marx, is to grasp the antagonism in its endogenous form, also at 
the level of real subsumption. 

By this I mean that: real subsumption of labour is a form of the 
crisis of capital. Understanding real subsumption of labour as 
crisis is one of the discoveries in store for communism as it goes 
"beyond Marx" . 

But this is not enough. In our rejection of post-modernist 
ideologies (withdut, of course, denying their analytical efficacity), 

- we also retrieve another element of the theoretical history of our 
Italian movement since the 1960s. Namely: while the ambiguous 
theory and methodology of the mass worker implied a dialectic of 
value which today the social worker rejects, there was also articu- 
lated therein an inherent practical activity of subversion, a self- 
valorising independence (autonomy), which now the social 
worker lives as his own dignity and essence. Massimo Cacciari, 
(t.n. PC1 member since 1969) the philosopher of Krisis cries: 

"Where there is crisis, there is no dialectic. Crisis is not a form 
of the dialectic. Or, rather, crisis can only be dialecticised in 
the form of its transcendence - an Aufiebung". (M. Cacciari, 
Krisis, Feltrinelli, Milano 1978) 

- 
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No, replies the social worker, here there can be no Aufhebung, 
because here the confrontation is between subjects which are dif- 
ferent. In moving from formal subsumption to real subsumption, 
capital overcomes obstacles, lives the continual reduction of the 
working class to labour-power in terms of a continuous, long- 
term and progressive socialisation of labour - in terms of a transi- 
tion between class compositions at increasingly high levels of in- 
tensity and potential. Once subsumption is completely realised, 
the only possible development is a transition from socialised 
labour-power to the social worker, to the new class subject. The 
tradition and theory of the mass worker can still be of help in 
stimulating us towards this new definition. 

4 .  A Political Conception of Labour Power: the Proletariat. 
Some Problems 

Having reached this point, we can now attempt a summary of 
some basic methodological assumptions which should help us to 
reach a partial conclusion, and to pose new problems. 

To start with, I regard as logically untenable any theory of 
labour power as a logical construct, an ambiguous and volatile es- 
sence, caught in a dichotomy between a tendency to become vari- 
able capital (the variable part of organic capital) and a tendency 
to become working class (ie a receptacle for consciousness which 
derives from the outside, the substance of a new Aristotelian 
synolus). This instrumental and pure-logic definition of labour 
power, which is both abstract and open to manipulation, has, his- 
torically speaking, been progressively negated through (if I may 

-simplify) at least three concomitant processes. 
-The first process is the advance in the organic composition of 

capital which, as it internalises massively labour-power's relation 
to the structure of capital, at the same time eliminates from it all 
measure of proportionality, in terms of the relationship between 
the work done by the individual worker and the level of produc- 
tivity achieved. Labour-power'as presented within the labour 
market as a multiplicity of individual labour-powers can now only 
be conceived as a totally marginal phenomenon. 

-The second process, which takes the development of the or- 
ganic composition of capital beyond the scope of the single firm, 
and which goes beyond its phenomenological appearance to see it 
in terms of the realisation of the subsumption of social labour 



within collective capital, has shown labour-power to be a social en- 
tity. That which is marginalised in individual terms becomes 
transformed, at the social level, into mobility, into an equivalence 
of abstract labour, into a global potentiality which has within it 
that generalised social knowledge which is now an essential condi- 
tion of production. 
- The third process, concomitant with those of individual mar- 

ginalisation and collective socialisation, has brought about a con- 
junction between (a) the refusal of labour-power to make itself 
available as a commodity (I see this as the effect of individual 
marginalisation and the collapse of any relationship between 
"job" and "skill") and (b) the socialisation of this mode of class 
behaviour. I designate this as a "third" process, and I consider it 
both innovative and conceptually very rich, since the coming to- 
gether of individual marginalisation with collective socialisation is 
no simple process of addition. Rather it is a historical process 
which both combines material elements and becomes at the same 
time subjectivised; this in the sense that historical experience be- 
cdmes transformed into irreversible qualities, into a second na- 
ture. Through the genesis of this process, new subjective forces 
make their appearance. 

As a result of these processes, it should now be clear that 
labour-power, at this level of subsumption of social labour by cap- 
ital, so far from presenting itself as an intermediate entity, sus- 
pended between being a function of variable capital and becom- 
ing working class, now presents itself as a social subject: a subject 
that has internalised at the social level its refusal to be a cpmmod- 
ity. - At the political and social level, this subject presents a com- 
plete materialisation of consciousness within the structures of its 
own existence. Class consciousness, in other words, comes 
neither from outside nor from afar: it must be seen as completely 
internal to, a fact, a thing, of class composition. The concept of 
class composition, which was developed originally through the 
analysis of the mass worker - as a means of classifying changes in 
the nature of labour-power, and as a critique of purely logical and 

! 
economistic characterisations of these changes, can now be up- 
dated as a historico-political, subjective, social definition of 
labour-power. In view of this, we can appreciate the importance 
of the theoretical current that developed through the analysis of 
the mass worker, and above all we can appreciate how the specific 
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antagonistic subjectivity of this class protagonist contributed, 
through its struggles, to go beyond and overcome the limitations 
of the original theoretical conception. It seems to me that the 
mythical term proletariat has been given a historical dimension 
and has become founded as a specific material reality through the 
development of this theoretical approach. 

Major consequences derive from all this. First, a demystifica- 
tion of a number of concepts and practices existing within the 
traditions of the labour movement. Second, in my opinion, im- 
portant consequences (and, more particularly, problems) arise at 
the strictly theoretical level - in other words, relating to our con- 
ceptions of work and communism. Third - and not to be under- 
estimated in their importance - we also find indications for 
method. 

Let's take the first point. This social labour-power which exists 
as a political reality, this social worker, this proletariat, embraces 
within itself so many dimensions, both intensive and extensive, as 
to render many categories obsolete. In other words, proletarian 
antagonism (within real subsumption) poses itself on the one 
hand (intensively) as an irreversibility of the given level of needs 
that has been arrived at, and, on the other hand, (extensively) as 
a potentiality of action, as a capacity to extend its action across 
the entire span of the working day. If we want a tighter concep- 
tual definition, we might say that this socialised labour-power not 
only (a) dissolves any possibility for capitalism to consider it as a 
commodity, as the variable component of capitalist command for 
exploitation, but also (b) denies capitalism any possibility of trans- 
forming necessary labour into the wage and transforming surplus 
value (absolute or relative) into profit. Clearly, profit and the 
wage continue to exist, but they exist only as quantities regulated 
by a relation of power - a relation of forces which no longer ad- 
mits the threefold partition of the working day into necessary 
labour time, surplus labour time, and free time or reproduction- 
time. We now have a labour-power which is both social and sub- 
jective, which recognises the value-partition of the working day 
only as a system of command which capital may or may not suc- 
ceed in imposing over and against the continuous flow of labour- 
power within the working day. The conditions for the extraction of 
surplus value now exist only in the form of a general social rela- 
tion. Profit and the wage become forms of the division of a value 



content which no longer relates to any specific mechanisms of 
exploitation, other than the specific asymmetry of the relation- 
ship of command within society. Capital has the form and sub- 
stance of profit, as an average, a mediety of command; labour- 
power has the form and the substance of the wage: but in no way 
can a "natural rate" be said to exist between the two of them. In 
other words, the mechanism of transformation and mediation 
which characterises the Marxian genesis of these concepts has 
now reached its point of fullest maturity. Exploitation consists in 
command. It is violence against the antagonism of social subjects 
that are fighting for liberation. 

As a consequence, the marketing of labour-power is no longer 
I an undertaking for minions and sycophants: if anything, the mar- 

keting of labour-power today has become a totally political opera- 
tion. This consists in extending Marx's "war" between 
capitalism's tendency towards the limitless working day and the 
tendency of the proletariat to limit (to nil, if possible) the provi- 
sion of labour-power, and transforming that "war" into for- 
malised and viable political procedures which extend from the 
concrete labour process (within production and reproduction) to 
the overall scenario of the organisation of command - ie to politi- 
cal and state forms of the management of the economy, manage- 
ment of the labour market, of public spending, etc, etc. Only in 
this political dimension can success or failure in the marketing of 
labour-power now be gauged. 

All of which is another way of saying that our given level of de- 
velopment, the old dialectic of labour-power withintagainst capi- 
tal (la dialettica della forza lavoro) is now played out, has become 

-obsolete, is only of archaeological interest. If there exists any real 
negotiation or bargaining, this can no longer be encompassed by 
trade union forms of bargaining, or other such antique practices. 
In other words, dualism of power is now the norm. The working 
day can only be described in terms of an active dualism of power, 
wherein the old dialectic of unity, transcendence and equilibrium 
is obsolete. In making this point, I need only refer, by way of 
example, to the inadequacy of the most normal, everyday and (as 
it often seems) obvious institutional form of the traditional labour 
movement - the trade union. 

I 

Far more dangerous, as regards potential mystification of our 
own (rediscovered and reconstructed) concept of the proletariat, 
are those ideologies which take labour-power as a material that 
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can be led to class consciousness (although they are also more in- 
effective, given the historical experience of "realised Socialism" 
in the East). To turn labour-power into what? To transmute 
exploited labour into liberated labour, via the magic touch of a 
mystical "political consciousness", in other words of its vanguard 
representatives. What has changed in reality? Nothing - only 
words. The dialectic of labour functions here perfectly. The word 
"labour" replaces the word "capital": the system remains the 
same. The working day is not touched. Time-measure continues 
to be the regulative function of command and of partititiontdivi- 
sion. No - the new (and even the old?) concept of the proletariat 
really cannot accept these mystifications. The truth is that, from 

I the proletarian point of view, the process of real subsumotion 
1- brings about such a massive intensifi- 
cation of the composition of the working class, a such an exten- 
sion of its poteW.tylas to eliminate* &m, any isolation 
of single aspects within= 
entire span of the sociak 
tion are, now in parallel 
proper to adadequate  to the reality of labour-power. Conscious- 
ness is an attribute. entirelv within and of its material structure. 

And now let's look at work, labour. Here we come to the sec- 
ond set of consequences deriving from our political concept of 
socialised labour-power, of composition (ie of the social worker). 
Labour is the essence of capital. It always has been so. It is also 
the essence of man, inasmuch as man is productive activity. But 
capital is real - while human essence is only a dream. The only 
human essence of labour which approximates to the concreteness 

'of  capital is the refusal of work. Or, rather, that kind of productiv- 
ity which, for capital, is purely negative - because while it repre- 
sents a sine qua non of production, capital nonetheless tends to 
reduce it, and, precisely insofar as it is an essence of human na- 
ture, to eliminate it from production. Human labour, when posed 
as proletarian reality, is a negative element in capitalist produc- 
tion. Of course, it is true to say that only labour produces. But it 
is also true that bosses are only happy with production when the 
labour within it is totally under command: command is sadistic, it 
requires the presence of human labour, but only in order, then, to 
deny it, to nullify it. This process has functioned in the past, as the 
classic steely scourge of capitalist domination - until and unless 
labour-power presents itself as a social subject. In other words, we 



have here, within the intensity and extensity of the composition of 
the proletarian subject, a negative form of labour, which has such 
broad dimensions and is so articulated as to render problematical 
its very definition as "negative". We often refer to it as "alterna- 
tive", "self-valorising" etc. But I prefer to continue calling it 
"negative labour", not in order to flirt with the language of crisis, 
but simply because I do not yet feel the strength to be able to call 
it liberated work (ie work that is wholly positive). It is difficult to 
describe any work as "positive" so long as it is contained within 
capital, such is the quantity of death and pain that it bears within 
it. For us to call working-class and proletarian work "positive" 
and socially useful, we would have to be capable -the proletarian 
subject in its overall complexity would have to be capable -of the 
statement in prefigurative terms of its alternative form of produc- 
tion. We would require a vision of how its own productive poten- 
tial could unfold. (Only certain sectors of the proletariat within 
the area of reproduction - the feminist movement chief among 
them - have so far proved capable of producing a positive image 
of forms of work that could be proletarian, alternative and re- 
volutionary. But the fact that we cannot spell it out does not 
necessarily mean that it does not exist. It exists as a murmuring 
among the proletariat. Negative work, amid the whispers of 
everyday life and the noise and shouting of the struggle, is begin- 
ning to gain a general form of expression. What I think needs 
stressing particularly is the material character of negative work, its 
institutionality. The concept of proletariat is becoming an institu- 
tional reality. A practical emergence - not lifeless, but living. A 

- different conception of time. A universality held within that sec- 
ond nature, entirely factitious (in etymological terms: verum 
ipsum factum). An institutionality, thus, which seeks order and a 
systematisation of its own values. The levels, the spaces of this ex- 
perience are truly thousand-fold. But they all have a centripetal 
impulse which increases according to the extent of their liberty, 
their expansivity. If we are to translate the word "communism" 
into present-day language, then perhaps it means reinforcing and 
solidifying this proletarian institutionality and developing its po- 
tential contents. 

. However, for the moment, we still require a long period of 
clarification, of study, and of specific struggles. The method re- 
mains tactical. Methodological consequences derive from our de- 
finition of the proletarian subject as antagonism within realised 
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subsumption - and they derive, above all, from our understanding 
of the various aspects of the transition from mass worker to 
socialised labour-power, to the social worker. Within this transi- 
tion, simultaneously with the breakdown of the regulatory princi- 
ples of capitalist development (the market; value; the division be- 
tween production and reproduction etc), there also unfolds the 
impossibility of any homogeneous/unified determination not only 
of the overall design of development, but also - and particularly - 
of its categories, its norms. When the concept of labour-power is 
realised within a socialised and subjectified class composition - 
and this, precisely, takes place at the highest point of unity from 
capital's viewpoint (real subsumption) - then all the established 

I terms of scientific argument break down. They become blocked, 
definitively non-recuperable for the old dialectical logic of unity 
and transcendence. The only way that any scientific category, 
whether in logic or  in ethics, in politics or in political economy, 
can constitute itself as a norm, is as a negotiated settlement: a for- 
malisation and balancing of opposing forces; in the human sci- 
ences, as a moment of voluntary agreement. It is clear that none 
of what defined the old conception of scientific norms is present 
here. What we have instead, exclusively, is the logical results 
brought about by the development of class composition - sub- 
sumption to capital realised in the form of permanent crisis. What 
we are presented with is the positive emergence ot negative 
labour as an institutionalised counter-power acting against work 
that is subsumed within capital. While labour subsumed within 
capital corresponded to a logic of unity, of command, and its 
transcendence, negative labour produces instead a logic based on 

-separateness: a logic that operates entirely within, is endogenous 
to, that separateness. The institutionalised forms now assumed by 
labour-power as a separate entity also represent its de-in- 
stitutionalisation in relation to the present framework of economy 
and politics, to capital and the state. This relation is precisely a 
negative one, and inasmuch as negative labour has the power and 
possibility of imposing it on the system, the only unifying logic 
that remains is one of duality, two-sidedness: a logic that is 
ephemeral, that is reduced to mere semblance. In reality, it can 
only represent a moment in a historical phase of crisis, in which 
the point of reference for all rationality or intelligibility is being 
rapidly shifted towards a fully socialised labour-power, the new 

ass subject, the "social worker". 



. So, we have covered, in outline, some aspects of the formation 
of labour-power into a social subject. A very rich phenomenology 
could be provided for this transformation, starting from the mass 
worker and the history of its struggles. I think that such an ac- 
count would confirm the theoretical and methodological assump- 
tions I have outlined here. 

In conclusion, however, I would stress that so far this is only a 
half-way stage in the analysis. For, if it is true that every scientific 
category concerning the relation of capital can now only be un- 
derstood within a dualistic matrix, then a further logical problem 
is posed: the question of the multiplicity and mobility of the forms 
of this transformation of the class subject, and how this multifor- 

, mity can be grasped within a mature political concept of labour- 
power. In other words, how we can develop a theory of the new 
institutionality of the proletariat in its multiple matrices. But this 
will have to wait for another occasion. 

- 
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REVIEWS 

Rudolph Steiner Friedrich Nietzsche: Fighter for Freedom Spiritual 
Science ~ibraryfl3.20 

During the 1890's Rudolph Steiner, subsequently the founder of 
anthroposophy, visited the insane Nietzsche. He tells us that he 
remarked upon Nietzsche's noble brow and his etheric body, and later 
formed the conclusion that the philosopher could only be the 
reincarnation of a Franciscan priest. 

We learn this in the introduction to the present collection of essays: 
it is all the more surprising, then, that the essays themselves are 
free of mystical appurtenances and scholarly in tone. The lengthy title 
essay, written in 1895 and of interest if only because of its early 
date, can even now serve as a useful introduction to Nietzsche's 
thought. (The only serious point of reservation is that it caricatures 
Nietzsche as an irrationalist when it declares that he evaluates 
philosophical doctrines solely 'on the basis of his own personal life 
impulses and instincts'.) And Steiner's 'Memorial Address', delivered 
in 1900 shortly after Nietzsche's death, reads as a striking period 
piece. 

The two remaining essays, also dating from 1900, are of more doubtful 
value. Their contention is that Nietzsche's 'spiritual constitution' is 
understandable only as a matter of psychopathology. Steiner thus 
contributes to the myth that, not only did Nietzsche become insane 
(which is indisputable), but also that insanity colours his philosophical 
work. 

For example, Steiner ascribes to Nietzsche a 'lack of a sense of 
objective truth' and takes this to be a sign of mental imbalance. 
Naturally, a good deal turns on what, here, 'objective' means. Certainly 
Nietzsche repudiates - with good reason - correspondence theories of 
truth and certainly, too, he is fond of expressing his own perspectivist 
conception of truth paradoxically, by saying that we can know the world 
only in ways which are false. But, as Danto has argued (in his Nietzsche 
as Philosopher), in such passages "false" can frequently be understood 
as contrasting with "true" in correspondence's sense rather than in 
Nietzsche's own: and so the appearance of paradox can be mitigated, if 
not removed. Perspectivism entails that our perspectives and interpret- 
-ations, whether true or false, correspond to nothing since it is 
impossible to point (independently of our projects and values) to facts 
or structures in the world with which a relation of correspondence 
might obtain. Hence they are necessarily "false" if "true" means 
"corresponding to the facts". But this is not to say they are false per 
se, or that - on a non-correspondence basis of whatever kind - - 
distinctions between valid and invalid perspectives can never be drawn. 
In short the suggestion is that Nietzsche turns to paradox not out of 
willfulness or insanity but to point up his opposition to employing 
1 l truth" in a correspondence sense. And if rejection of correspondence 
is taken to entail madness, then the realm of madness for its part 
must be taken as covering just about all epistemologies which are of 
serious philosophical interest in the twentieth-century world. 

Steiner is writing before the publication of Nietzsche's autobiographical 



Ecce Homo, although he is able to quote passages from it given in other 
secondary works. Traditionally, it is Ecce Homo - with its chapter- 
headings 'Why I am So Wise', 'Why I am So Clever' and 'Why I write Such 
Excellent Books' - on which the myth of Nietzsche as an insane 
philosopher has most commonly been based. But Nietzsche indeed is wise, 
clever and the writer of books which excell: if transgressing the 
bourgeois norm of (false) modesty amounts to insanity, then the problem 
lies with our definition of insanity rather than with Nietzsche. 
Besides, an important aspect of Ecce Homo is ironic and parodic: 
Nietzsche's reference is to the Apology of Socrates in which Socrates 
responds to the Delphic oracle's pronouncement that he is the wisest 
of men. Nietzsche's own answer to the question 'Why I am So Clever' is 
in fact Socratic: 'I have never reflected on questions that are none'. 
That is, his cleverness consists in his ability to discern which 
questions rely on premises which are invalid, unclarified or weak. 
Socrates, similarly, concluded that he was wise only in the sense that 
he alone of men knew how little he knew. 

Walter Kaufmann, with his usual high-handedness, has described the 
essays by Steiner here collected as 'hopelessly dated'. This may be 
true of the diatribes on psychopathology, but Steiner's title essay 
still deserves to be read by anyone looking for a short introductory 
resumk of Nietzsche's thought. 

Georges Bataille Visions of Excess: Selected Writings 1927-39 Manchester 
University Pressd8.50 

Until recently, Georges Bataille was best known in the English-speaking 
world as the author of the psychoanalytically inspired erotic (or 
perhaps anti-erotic) novel The Story of the Eye. This edition of his 
pre-War writings redresses the balance and allows Bataille the theorist 
to come into his own. (Especial mention should be made of its lucid 
and informative Introduction by Allan Stoekl.) Bataille is of interest 
not least because a good deal in French post-structuralism - and most 
particularly in Foucault - can be understood as an elaboration of 
Batailleian themes. 

The influences on Bataille are diverse and explosive: his engagements 
with psychoanalysis, surrealism, Hegel, Marx and Nietzsche are a joy 
to read. This diversity of influences does not entail eclecticism, 
however. From the outset, Bataille articulated concerns which were 
distinctively his own. 

In his earliest writings, his concern is to defend "base matter". He 
wishes to rehabilitate all that the previously idealist philosophical 
tradition, oriented to the purity of universal concepts, had marginalised 
or ignored. (Plato, for example, refuses to allow that "hair" and "dirt" 
might appear in the Realm of Forms.) Bataille, like Freud, restores 



excrement to its discursive rights. In the place of philosophical 
universals he insists, with surrealism, on the irreducible reality of 
the particular, thereby moving parallel to the Critical Theory 
tradition (especially Benjamin and the Adorno of Ne~,ative Dialectics). 
This restoration and this insistence are characterised by exuberance, 
shock-effects and anarchic wit. 

As his thought develops, the theme of "base matter" is generalised into 
the theme of the sacred: excrement and royalty have this in common, 
that touching them is subject to taboo. The realm of the sacred 
encompasses everything to which such taboos apply, and the transgression 
of such taboos is characteristic of religion - where it is ritually 
sanctioned - and of revolutionary action alike. 

Bataille links the idea of the sacred to the notion of what he calls 
'expenditure': action which transgresses into the realm of the sacred is 
generally characterised by an expenditure of goods and energies which 
is in excess of what might be justified in instrumental or utilitarian 
(or in other words "cost-benefit") terms. His favoured example is the 
primitive institution of potlatch: others might be Dionysian revelry or 
the Leninist notion of revolutions as carnivals of the oppressed. Indeed 
the colloquialism for a good night out - "getting wasted" - might stand 
as illustrative of what Bataille has in mind. 

The notion of 'expendituret is an immensely rich one. For example, it 
serves as a useful corrective to economistic or "workeristt' versions of 
Marxism, which exalt production above all else. As Bataille indicates, 
in production one expends energies and materials "economically" so as 
to generate the maximum product with the least outlay: one "con-servest' 
and "re-serves" in the dual sense of holding down costs and of so-to-say 
serving up the same raw materials in transmuted form. By standing back 
from this productivism and by stressing the irreducibility of untrammelled 
expenditure, Bataille emphasises an aspect of human action and of the 
human condition which an emancipated society must needs acknowledge and 
which the sobriety of economism denies. It can be added that this emphasis 
- which parallels the Critical Theory tradition's critique of instrumental 
reason - is thoroughly timely in the 1980's. That this is so is clear from 
(for example) the circumstance that "Rational Choice ~arxism", which echoes 
capitalism itself by taking an ontology of cost-minimising and benefit-' 
maximising for granted, is becoming increasingly hegemonic on the 
contemporary left-academic scene. 

To be sure - and Bataille acknowledges this - 'expenditure' can be 
characterised by violence. Indeed, Bataille's notion of expenditure can 
be seen as corresponding to Freud's death-instinct, which aims towards 
dissolution, as opposed to the life-instinct (Eros) which "productively" 
gathers together and conserves. But no less undeniably the caritas of 
Batailleian discourse, which restores to its rights that which is dark 
and unpredictable and non-instrumental, is humanism of a higher order 
than the (for him) anally retentive discourse which acknowledges the 
productivist and conserving dimensions of the human condition alone. 

The volume under review makes possible engagement with a fascinating, 
challenging and charming theorist a consideration of whose ideas merits 
inclusion in any body of thinking which projects for itself revolutionary 
goals. The only possible criticism of the volume is its exclusion of 
Bataille's 1937 'Letter to X, Teacher of a Course on Hegel': 'X' was 



Kojdve, whose seminal lectures on Hegel's Phenomenology in the 1930's 
were attended by Bataille. In the letter, Bataille takes up the 
Kojdveian version of the Hegelian theme of a (post-revolutionary) ''end 
of history". For Kojdve, human ('negative' or negating) action is work 
aiming at the satisfaction of desire; history ends when desire is 
satisfied definitively, from which it follows - Kojdve himself draws 
this conclusion - that humanity ('negativity') is extinguished at the 
moment when history ends. Bataille urges against Kojdve the possibility 
of a negativity which is post-historical, namely, a 'negativity without 
employment'. And indeed expenditure remains pointful even, and perhaps 
especially, when all work has been done. Here again we see Bataille 
placing a question-mark against "workerism", in this case the workerism 
which ~ojdve (guided by the Marx of the 1844 Manuscripts) reads into 
the Hegelian texts. It is noteworthy that Kojdve later altered his - 
conception of post-historical existence, and-it is interesting to 
speculate whether this may have been in response to reservations 
expressed by his dissident and brilliant pupil, Bataille. Inclusion, 
here, of the 'Letter' would have allowed a clearer appreciation of the 
relation between Bataille and Hegelian - as well as Kojdveian-thought. 

Two other (later) theoretical works by Bataille are available in 
English translation: Eroticism and Literature and Evil. The themes they 
elaborate - for example the discussion of 'transgression' in Eroticism 
- are those which the pioneering texts gathered in Visions of Excess 
first explore. Together, these writings form a body of theory to ignore 
which is to risk complicity in a productivism that continues (even when 
it has entered crisis) to do murderous work across the entire face of 
the twentieth-century world. 
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The insubordinate figure of the migrant 
workers in the big factories of Northern 
Italy was brilliantly summed up in the 
Lotta Continua cartoon strip "Gaspar- 
azzo" It was these workers who were 
in the forefront of the struggles of the 
Hot Autumn in 1969. 
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Mayekiso 

MOSES MAYEKISO,  general secretary of the National Union of Metalworkers of 
South Africa, executive member of C O S A T U  and the chair of the Alexandra 
Action Committee, will be on trial  for his life in September. H e  and four comrades 

face charges of high treason, sedition and subversion. 

South Africa's apartheid regime will be hoping that protest will be muted; that Moses will not be 
as widely known and respected abroad as he is in South Africa. This is  the fight which faces us 
and this is  why, as part of the on-going campaign for the unconditional release of Moses and his 
comrades, we plan t o  run a full page advertisement in the Guardian newspaper to  coincide with 
the trial getting underway. In this way we can exert pressure on the apartheid regime and give 
encouragement to  the trade union movement in South Africa by revealing-and continuing to 

build-large scale and widespread support for the call to  release Moses Mayekiso. 

But such a step i s  expensive; some L10,000 is a lot of money to raise. We believe i t  must be-and can 
be-done. 

join the ranks of sponsors who have already given their support for the advertisement-the text 
is overleaf-some of whose names appear a t  the foot of this appeal. Because of the amount of ' 
money involved we are asking that organisations, union branches and groups of individuals con- 

tribute a minimum of € l 0  and individual sponsors a t  least €5. 

Copy this appeal. Pass i t  on. Encourage as many people as possible to  tell the apartheid regime 
that the world is watching; that Moses Mayekiso must not hang. Call for the unconditional 

release of Moses Mayekiso and his  fellow accused. 
S ?," 

Initial sponsors include: 

Ron Todd (general secretary, TGWU) Bill Morris (deputy general secretary, TGWU) 
, Jimmy Knapp (general secretary. NUR) Alan Tuffin (general secretary, UCW) Ken 

Cameron (general secretary, FBU) H a r r y  Conroy (general secretary, NUJ) Jake 
Ecclestone (deputy general secretary, NUJ) Lionel Morrison (president, NUJ) Micha 
Meacher MP Tony Benn MP Dennis Skinner MP Audrey Wise MP Eric Heffer M 

~ e n i s ' c a n a v a n  MP Peter Hain, Ernie ~ o b & t s ,  Pa 

Yours in solidarity 
., " 

Terry Bell 
* 

(Co-ordinator) 
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