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One day in jall, Two days in jait. Three days
in jaii. Four days in jail. Christ. Five days in
jalt. Six days in jad, seven, Today Is my

eighth day In jail. Nine days in jail. Ten days

"in Jail, Eleven days in jail, Twelve days ir jail,

The door opens and ¢ioses, opens and
cioses, Thirtegn days in jali, Fourteen days in
jall. Fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, eighteen. A
lail Is a {ail ts a jaH is a {ali, nineteen days in
jail. Twenty days in Jall. Twenly days aiready.
Twenty-one, twenty-two days in jail. Twenty-
three days in jail, Twenty-four days in jal,
Twenty-five days In jail. Twenty-six days in
jail, Twenty-seven days in [ail, Twenty-aight
days in jail. Twenty-nine days in falf. One
moath. Ancther twanty-nine months In fai!
and then Pl be free. Thirty-one cays in jall.
Thirty-two days in Jall. Thirty-three days in
jall. Thirty-four days in falt. Thirty-dive, six,
seven, elght, nine, forty days in jall. The
walls of the Jail, The ceiling of the jall, the
jail of the jalt, Forty-cne days In Jai, Forty-
wo days in jall, Forly-three days in jall,
Farty-four — how will peopie be when | get
oui? -~ days In jail. Forly five days in jali,
Forty-six days In jail. Forty-seven gays in jall.
Forty-alght days in jall. Forty-nine days in
jall. ©h fuck . . . this entire jail. Fifty days in
ihis fucking shitty jail. Fifty-one days in jail.
Fifly-two days in jail. Fiftydhres, fifty-four
days In Jail. Fifty-five days in jaii. Fifty-six
days In jail. Fifty-seven days in jall, Fifty-
eight days In Jail. Fifty-nine days in jail. Fifty-
nine days In Jail. Today there is no passage
of time, Sixty cays in Jall. Who knows If the
others dream of me as much as | dream of
them. Sixty-one days in jail, Sixtydwo days in
jail. Sixty-thres days in jalil. Sixty-four days in
fail. 8ixty-five days in Jail. Sixiy-six days in
jail, Sixty-saven days in jail. Sixiy-eight days
in jail. Sixty-gight , . . sixty-eight , ., In 1968 .
.. now Pm really out of date . . | ty-nine days
in jail. Beventy days in jali. Seventy.one days
in Jail. Sevanly-two days In jall. Seventy-three
days in jali. Seventy-four days in jail.
Seventy-tive days in [ail. Jail has lis own
smell, I'Hl never be able to get it off me, all
the soap and sceni of a detergent factory
woyidn't be snough to remove i, and
everybody’ll know 've been In jall. Saventy-
six days in faib. | could explode at any mo-
ment, Seventy-nine. Righty days In jail, In jalt
ycu start to resl. Eighty-one days in ail. in
jail you start to reel. Eighty-two days in Jail,
ir: jali you start 1o reel. Eighty-three days i
jail, Eighty-four days In Jail. Elghty-five days
In jail. Eighty-six days in jail. Eighty.seven,
elghty-eight, eighty-nine days in THIS ETER-
NAL JAIL Ninety days in Jail. Now I'm
busting. Ninety-one days in jail, Ninety.two
days in [all. NInety-three days in Jall. Ninaty-
four days in jail. Ninety-five days In jall. |
have diarrhea. Ninety-six days In Jail. Ninety-
seven days In fail. Ninety-alght days in iail.
Ninsty-nine. Cne hundrad days In jail, Murray,

. ket’s break out the champagne. Vary funny.

101 days In jail. 102 days in jail. 103 days In
fail. 104 days In fail. 105 days in jalt. 106 days
in jall. 107 days in jail. 108 days in jail. 109

introduction




THE IMPOSSIBLE
CLASS

AUTONOMY AT
THE BASE

The Return
of Politics

Sylvere Lotringer/
Christian Marazzi

The workers in Europe should declare that
hencaforih a8 a class they are a hwman fm-
possibility, and aot only, as 18 cusiomary, &
harsh andg purposeless establishiment. They
should introduce an ara of vast swarming out
from the European beehive, the like of which
has never been experlencsd, and with this
act of emigration in the grand manher pro-
test against the machine, against capital,
and against the cholce with which they are
now threatenad, of becoming of necessity
eithar slaves of the state or slaves of a
ravolutionary party. Let Europe relieve itsell
of the fourth part of its inhabitants!, . . What
at kome began fo degenerate into dangerous
discontent and criminal tendencies will, once
outsids, gain a wild and beautiful
raturalness and be called haroism. . ..

Nietzsche, the Dawn [208]

Sylvere Lotringer Autenomy |s the body without organs of pelities, antl-
higrarchic, anti-dialectic, anti-representative. 1 is not only a pofitical project, it is
a project for existence.

Individuals are never autonomous: they depend on extarnal recognition. The
autonomous body is not exclusive or identifiable. It is beyond recognition. A body
of workers, it breaks away from labor discipline; a body of militants, it ignores
party organization; a bady of doctrine, It refuses ready-made classifications.

Autonomy has no frontiers. 1 is a way of etuding the imperatives of production,
the verticality of institutions, the traps of political representation, the virus of
powaer. In biology, an autonomous organism is an element that functions in-
dependently of other parts, Political autonomy Is the desire fo ailow differences
to deepen at the base without trylng to synthesize them from above, 10 stress
similar attitudes without Imposing & “general ling,” to allow parts to co-exist side
by side, In thelr singularity. .

The ddy without organs of autonomy has no frontlers, but it does have a history,
and this history is Hatian, This history is glven here without any intermediaries, in
the language of #s actors. Other experiences and other perspectives are gimply

set side by side, Through this lialian history, we can read our own history, our
possible history, between the lings,

Historicatly, Autonomy was born in the large tactories of Northern Italy in the ear-
iy 50's. “Autonomy al the base™ was originaily devised by ermnigrant workers from
the South in defiance of the union bosses — backed by the Communist Party —
who pretended to represent them. Autonomy soon moved beyond claims for
higher wages and questioned not only labor relationships, but labor itself, it
devised original forms of coliective action {autoreduction, sabotage of production,
etc.y, which erntailed numerous confrontations with the State. This whole theme
crystallized in 1965 with the refusal of wage labor which still remains directly tied
to the struggles of the ltalian Autonomy.

Autonamy is a way of acling coltectively. it Is made up of & number of organs and
fluid crganizations characterized by the refusal to separate economics from
politics, and politics from existence, Autonorry never unified.

Diverse organizationg assembled at the national ievel. They formed “Potere
Operalo” (Worker’s Power), both a group and a magazine gathering together a
number of theoreticians such as Mario Tronti, Toni Negri, Sergic Bologna, Franco
Piparnc and Oreste Scalzone. Their reformuiation of Marxism became seminal for
the whole of the autonomous movement. In 1973 the militarization of the Move-
ment ratsed a deep controversy between various currents within “Potere Operaio™.
The confrontation sventually led to its self-dissolution. (The State today refuses
to recognize this dissolution) Formed in 1970, the Red Brigades were already
organizing clandestine actions In order to carry the confrontation “to the heart of
the State.” One the other hand, various fragments from 'Potere Operaio” extend-
ed the struggle from the factory to the city {occupation of houses, etc.} to ground
it to the daity life of the “socialized worker.” This majority constitutes the Halian
Autonomy.

The chasm continued to deepen between the clandestine line of the Red
Brigades, entrenched In the classic worker position, and the “open” perspectives
of Autonomy, eager to account for the profound transtormations in the "‘class
composition” of ltalian society through forms of “mass™ intervention,

Over the iast two years, and notably since the April 7 arrests, the itakian State has
tried to erase by force the difference between the Red Brigades and Autonomy. i
designated “Potere Operaio” as their common source, as thelr “primal scene.”
These monstrucus matings, these criginary embraces are always retroactive fan-
iasies, and convenient “reconstructions” of analysis. They justily repression, To-
day more than 1,500 intellectuals and militanis of the class movement are in
prison — indefinitely, it seems — awaiting trial on highly evasive charges. Haly s
the oniy “free sceiety” that can claim to outdo the USSR in the number of
political prisoners.

The Gtate repression is deadly — but it is not serious. It is not serious because It
rnisses its avowad target {to eliminate the Red Brigades). It eliminates instead
what It refuses to acknowledge: the emargence of new {orms of conflict linked 1o
a new social stratum. This stratum is supposedly “marginal,” but its actual impor
tance, in ltaly as eisewhere, can only grow.

Nurrercus committees against Repression {n Italy have formed In Wastern
capitals. international appeals have come from well-known figures, such as Jean-
Paul Sartre, Michel Foucault, Felix Guattari, Gilles Deleuze. Raecently, Hallan ar-
tists and intellectuats closse to the lialian Communist Party, whose responsibility
in the round-up appears overwhelming, have started to publicly question the
State’s procedures.

Protests however can be misleading since they fail squarely within the framework
set up by the Haiian State. The State selected Its battieground and carefuily
welghed its weapons. The State’s blitz on Autonomy violales Human Rights. It
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should be condermned Internationally. But this i3 only part of the story. 1ts com-
plexity, its contradictions, even its ambiguities rernain 1o be told. To simptify the
nature of the Movement, the questions it ralsas and the danger it now faces
ultimatety plays into the hands of power.

The scant Information from Italy ls partly responsibie. it is urgent to close the in-
formation gap on jtaly — 1o unfold the overail context of these events. Every
passing day adds to the lst. (October 18 Eranco Piperno was finally extradited
from France), QW sintetvention” is not an sgnswer” 10 rapression. Rathey it un-
covers a political experlance which took atmost 20 years 1o accumulate. This is
what the Hailan State wants to pu} behind bars ~— ajong with most ot the con-
tributors to the present issue.

A new “social subject” Is amerging, conseious of Jts own history and potential,
s existence incorporates the most advanced aspects of our technological
societies, The outcome of the present confrontation ts ugnceriain, Repression has
taken Its toll, Indifference shouldn't take over. The actual reasons for which the
Autonomists are imprisoned shouldn't disappear with them, or even with thelr
eventual {and unlikely) release. We should preserve against the jtalian State what
the State s¢ unwilitngly sontriputed to pubilcize.

Chtistian Marazzi This issue 13 purposely problematic, the cholce of materials
nhardly unifled. it is in fact crucial to understand that what is called Haptonomous
movement” {movimento autonomo) is anything but homogeneous. it is comprised
of many different and sometimes opposing experiences. 1t inciudes ofganizatioﬁal
and theoretical paths which may be traced back to a single sorigin” (the so-called
Haiian “workerism™}, but this doesn't mean that they can be grouped today under
the same definition. Gathered here, then, are political contributions from people
who have had nothing to do with ong another for years; who have chosen dif-
terent political outiooks and activities. The italian Stats, by herding together
those it has arrested {and those It otill wants to arrest) into the same blind alley,
tries to play down the differences and the speciiic attitudes within the Movemant.
There Is a reason for thist it is exactly these politicat difterences, the internal
variety of the autonomous movement, that allowaed it to grow.

L 1 1977 Autonomy was fiding the crest of the wave. The growth of a move-
ment however cannct be linear. Moments of axplosive righness and Inyeniiveness,
as in Aome and Bologna in 1877, are often foliowed by dry periods, times of ex-
haustion, the ebb and flow: riflusso, as one now says in italy. The experience ac
cumulated in action, the power extracted by the inteliect freed from production I8
then recycled at molecular levets. 1t generates mobitity, omadic work, social
fluidity which in turn prepare the ground for renewed political struggles.

We have witnessed in the'US a comparable phenomenon since the end ot the
60's: the Radlcal movement suddeniy disappearstl. Its impact wasn't lost, but, in
the absence of any political perspective, # rapidly disstpated at all lavels of socie
ty. The knowledge derived from experimentations with drugs, with the body, with
communal life, was rechanneled throughout the system, Consumer soclety
paneflted and profited from these “undisciplined” researches that it indirectly
financed. In [taly drugs still serve as a rallying point for the Movement. [n the US,
far from encouraging social fluidity, they make the seridom of lahor more
tolerable.

The rapidity and scope of molecuiar transformations, the American “gofiness”
evoked by Felix Gualtari, goes alse hand in hand with the diffusion of infinitely
gomplex forms of “soft control” throughout society. This virtual reversibility of
signs of subversion is characteristic of "posbpolitlcal" societies.

M perhaps it is true that we are living in & “post-politicai” soclety, where the |

definition of “political” has became & problem in itself. But it is alsc true that
slde by side with the crisis of the political, we have an increased politicization of
people, 2 ditferent way of “making pol%tics"' this is more concrete, specific, and

:jzciitég %scz(;z:le:e;d:éﬁ?ghh, riousilng. schools, ecucation, ete.). In Haly, as in the
’ system Is obviously In a crisis state, si '
succeed in channeling demands from th e e s
€ @ bottom and in transcendt
specific demands. Yet, alongside thi e gain
. . s crisis, people have be
The great mavements of the 60° ' e ey
] s are surely far behind us, bul so |
idaology of that period. Toda i e et Ton
. y we are nearing molecular fo
less spectacuiarity, less “movement” e tor usl
s ent” with respect to the 80
The eigctoral absenteetsm, for ex S o
\ ample, which numbers almost 4 million

H H El {1 no i

:fgre:st%gogr;segtu;g;ér;;ﬁ;itanirﬁa ;:arty , being more a symptom of estrang:men%
- ullonal deadlines {general and i i
e ‘ nd administrative elec-
angséfe;c;.l)i,“t:;p ta)usty{r:?;:{a’;'?f :paihy. This estrangement does not !ndica!ee'?the
" e opposite: a new wa of maki i

dresses specific and concrete needs without delegyaﬂon g politics that ad

11:;35l;tr:”e;:sé::gstiggt?n%het eﬂ;ﬁrmous interest In the Unitad Siates on the part of
gment, 3 renewed “Americanism” |
tima when the itallan movement | O on arigte
s golng through a growih ] initi H
Why is there in ltaty an interest § i i O rare ave gon
. in certain aspects of the US which
sidered the very cnes that blogk r e e n iy,
; evolutionary growth? Perh b H
especially in the autonomous movemsa i ’ O g that
nt, there is an interast i
changes, that moves, that explor e ing o
s ' 0s. And there is no fear in Rat
old paths that are considered de o
passe. Thus nothing Is buried. The stru le
I;;:g;az nooc;r;:]onr?‘logy,. it is semething circular, Many ltalians, asphyx!atgg by the
qy e historical parties, come to the United States in order to study the

history of the Ametican worker's i i i
oy O marete. struggle, a history without ideojoglcal mediation,

;Ow W‘;:iir;:t?;eg}?: :;gi?(l)co:;runt?tions has changad drastically. Politics up to
nships of producticn: the confliet bet
and expicited. This conferred on the e oy, I
working ciass an indisputabl i
post-industrial societies whether capi e o batwoon
, pitatist or soclalist the o
tactory and soclety is slow! r D onue fo
y disappsaring. Factorieg are no |
struggles, Consequentiy political ant ! e oy
! agonisms can be redefined
social, aven mlcro-scclal, conflict. G B e mobtin
\ , . Class struggle has yielded t ;
frontations. The main objective, | b e e ot usar.
: , | befleve, has become the d
sive singularities out of the equivaienc , o o nar o
i es created by the system.B
in Franch philosophy, Jean Baud ! e ot
. riliard now wants us to envi i
change as the “end of politics™. To | e e
. To invoke the end of politlcs f
heights is one thing. it is e P ries
. quite another to speak of it from the d
epths of
Unlike the French, the italians do not have a quasi-vetigious respgct for tg;is;g:
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pristy of concepls and the systematicity of iheory. Autonomisis shamelessly Do
row what they can useé. 1t is from this conceptual patohwork {hat ihe Movement

derives its theoretical soundness and political efftcacy.

tny laty, contrary 1o the US, the jmpact of ‘68 has proceed
11 has aven gained momentum 50 that the “end of politics” today proc%almed hy
the 'ic:eatlvg“ wing of the Movement {Bologna), '3 simul_taneously the rebirth ot THE REFUSAL aF
potitics. Politics returns, but in the Nietzschean gensa: it returns as other. WORK

Our decision 10 step in 8t once in an explosive, contiict-ridden sityation — white
everything eonnacted with Autonomy is threatened from ail sides ~ 18 squatly a

rasponse 10 praoccupat\ons that are closer 1© home: 0 m

tion against the 60's in the gourse of the nme" decade {there is nothing fess Thus the politi
autonomous than an ago) has meant an |mpatient refusal of politics. This refusal political ma

has gone oR tong enough. politics must return.

M gut what does “palitical”, “the end of politlcs”, atc., mean? 1§ by political

we mean a soclal retationship, struggle, then sLel

ly tnl

haeen, until now, a formidabie continuity of the “political”

the direction of soclal transformatioth, in which autonomous decisions are made

in ordet 10 channel various struggles into & movement <&

choicas of both capital and the institutional gystem
variety of jnterpretations.

The ICP's choice of moving organically toward tha gover
Brigades’ armed choice 10 strike at the “heart of the State” or the internal debate

of the autononYy seeking 10 croate orgamzationai forms

party and the agnti-party”, ali exemplify the comple:

if “the end of politics” means the search for new dimensions of antagonism on gle with mass layoffs
jevels other than the one detined by congrate needs (wage struggles, the “attack hecessary to determig;

of incoms” as 2 retusal of poverty. etc), then within the lalian movement the e a new p
“gnd of politics” hast 2 diffsrent meaning, not at all psycholcgisﬂc, \iterary of
philosophic. For thare the ugnd of poiitics” involves & gearch for new political
arpas of struggie, new tapritories for the massification of the struggle. in Haly, the

1

wity 0

ed without Interruption. as speclfic (“ihe product of certaln intellectua

then we afe taced with a the international cap

ment, of The Red response In kin

different from both the Within this framework we can probe the dabate withi

the United States, one M i
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aly Is to play the game of the italian Siate: to misgep;’esem

i5”) what Is in fact rooted in the

worker's history, rooted, above ali, in its internationai dimension

The ICP’s decision o enter the Historical Compro
!E';;:mo;;_ratts was more complex than it now seems
m .
o ;ﬁl;:‘lwof:xrt‘r;ehﬁ(}h%!ean coup and oll crisis of 1973, two events which forced
e e arons of SOCia?\zg?::éetoTieak.lnew political strategies capable of expan-
: . The oil crisis was used b inati

g 0 the muit
porations to accelera’i(e the accumulation of capilat with I:bor-sav?néﬁiszgfr:;gg:'
T e beon dastrg-ur; of the class \»fhich tormed around the mass worker >
o e e Bl ﬁe , and along with if the possibltity of generalizing its
Shugg e e s in the eyes of society, in fact, the period following 1973
ety ai;?:smjzi:;e‘aﬁ!ca;hand energy sectors as the most important

nd in the system of world itali

e : rid capitalism

at the socialization of the mass worker's struggle wasiurtiﬁar ’br:)i(tzit;ge resul

mise with the Christlan
The compromise was sought

any fespects; the reac-

taly there has always
it “poiitical” is to mean

On the other hand, the Chilean experience taught that

pable of de-Himiting the government were old socialist modes of

uniiet:ﬁb:g. They were ecqaomically hackward with respect to
ist initiative, 1o which the Historical Compromise was an

attem
pied response. H Is now common knowledge that this response, 00 the part

of the isti
iGP, wasdogp?r:tamstlc aqé. as It turned out, ineifective. Nonatheless, so
o the international capitalist initiative was necessary - oeme

t re-detining oiltical”. il
g ward Autonomy has been abova all a search for a newl?i::tg;;?gé;;oo?%?gzs c;n-
iticaf class

capabl
pable of acting outside ’ﬁh.e party system. If capital atiacked the worker’s stru
nflation, clrl:ronic ynemgployment, etc. it was then ¢
alitical terrain wh : i
poce e ere the most diver
" Waas:?w.{l)l:{]o;n ;:\ei; s%ru.ggles and recompose a front against c;p?tzls?ﬁcrzglsurel
y against capital, but also and perhaps above all, against ihe State ¢

party ¥S
and its pa ty syste singeg the Capiﬁa istir tiative could on Y succeed with the

French theories, like those of Foucault, DeleuZe, Guattarl, and Baudriilard 100, ar i
“

immediately translated into the Movement’s language,

gle.

\What can be sonsidered a8 the most original theor

stical

workarism originated abroad. For some theoreticians of

Rad Notebooks fthe first two workerist journals, wh

of the 60's}, the Socialisme OU garbarie experience of th

turning point. And, bizaire as It may seem, other important sources of

n Revolution, the writings of

nyorkerism” are American; James Boggs’ America

Martin Glaberman and of G.F. Rawlck, to cite byt & tew.

in italy, the American struggles have always been

mote s0 than certain aspects of the American New

a key

in eriticlzing American capitalism from ihe standpoint ©
contradictions. sy, tn the 70°8, the books of Fox Piven,

(Regulating the Poor, Poor people's Movement), James o* Connor (The Fiscal
Crisis of the State), and many others, were belng read in Haly. These contribu-
tions have been seminal In the politlcal formuiation af the struggles within the

Welfare State.

Thete is nothing sitalian” about ihe class warfare in ltaly; there is nothing
agriginal” in the jtalian theoretical contributions. it any, thelr apeciticity resides]
the fact that in italy these theories have been able to bioom and develop thanks,
to the class struggles ang thelf formidabie continuity. we must avoid ghattoizin
ttaly, thus neutrafizing its importance. To yndarsiand laly, one must understad

ich appeared al the beginning

eft, which was toa engaged

that Is, Into concrete strug
L Fran § hort .
campa{iso:e%te:i:;\ire;;c;i;esrr:zg;lﬂ:ﬂgohn?uistic unity nearly two centurtes ago. By
- ML untry. i f L -
contf.lbuﬂﬂﬂ to itatian linguistic integration precaricus. It is m:gﬁ‘rﬁi‘;f’““fa' unification is recent, 1ts
Working Class and the phenomena exist at all lovals. ing then that diversified

e 50's in France was @

point of reference, much

i its external, imperlatist
Aichard Cloward
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{talian pofitical parties & not as centralized or integrated as French patties the new soctal subject.

There e‘iists among the Christian Democrats and the communist Patty a degree arms, but by quickti'lests E?Lilitleglsi?::g: ;,D WLnSﬁ?ainsi Tapltalism not by force of
of interpenetration that explainsg, for the most part, the possibility of an institu- ' possibifities. in this respect the BXperi,er:c’;efef ““? capltal to the utmost of its
tignal agreement. The “historic” sirategy of the ICP takes Inte consideration the generalization unknown 1o the reet of the west alian Autonomy has a capacity for
existence in its midst of & considerable number of Christian militanis. -

M The thesis of the “two societies” propounded by a workerist intelisstual of

One only has to travet through Raly 1© realize to what extent regional diversity re- the ICP, Albe R
mains powerful. Thete is 8 social, dialectat, poiitica! and economic specificity 1o subjects” :h:c;;:z?;Bzogil’ltlfcgﬁ;}frgran“?:;"”5-ifclc‘”dmg 10 this view the “social
sach city and region. The revolutionary movement itsel, in its extreme variety, —_ women, unemployed youth, those o cakp alist transformation of the 70’s
nas obviously adopted modes of existence and forms of indentification which are “marginals”, are “something wlse” with r wor tOff-the«books, eto. — the so-called
characteristic of ltalian society as a whole, The uyribat, communal, pre-capitalist Movement and Its tradition, but also wﬂhespec O oific;ai. Worker's
structures’ allegedly threatened by any sonilict, are in no way an appendage ex- that these new social vec{éfs should be ?Si?a to”sooiety. 'i'hfs thesis impiies
glugive to the Movement. These structures are found as much in the Worker's social and cuitural attitudes subordinantctc?fhoe‘:df :.;:\productwe workers', ihei
Movement as in the “clientelism” practiced by the DG. ‘ considered the only workers productive of Wealtsh \:hic: L?ﬁtgsisv;:z(:;i’l,y\zzoczm

sumed by ot w i
Baudriltard is right to assume that the actua! effgct of confrontation such as the epiphenoymeEz,rsi;r‘arllir:;rlt;fj:ﬁlfet:tlggéerassOfrzlhehnaw soctal sublocts &t
ona between the Red Brigades and the stats is Lo eradicate any form of “transver of the factory worker. The centrallty of th:‘ o kmust be brought under the guida
saiity.” But Autonomy is too diverse to be lumped together as mere “pre-capitalist impose a worker's direction 1o the ys'ocial t worf O on precisely this: the will to
strugtures.” Far from lagging nehind, Autonomy has asgumed a revotutionary capitalist development ransformation brought about by the
position at the vanguard of capitalism: “inside and agalnst.” It chalienges :
gapitalism on its own ground, “at the heart” of the sysiem, and not simpty as a Th
npparginaiity” soon to be eradicated, The ohbiective coliusion betwaen the Red wai.séféigé:iﬂzf:if; 211;?(?@’:‘;%?:?:3? o Elso be charaoterized in a similar
Brigades and the gtate, therefore, cannot be taken as 8 sirategy meant to an- . reterent is strlctly In fine with orthodox Mf)' worker as the declsiwla ;?oliiical
nihilate obsolete struclures that falt outside of the revarsibility of signs of power ductive labor”, however, derives more fro a;f;t tradition. This definition of “pro-
and subversion. What is most subversive about Autonomy I8 precigely that it Marx, productive labor l‘s the tabor whichrrI dam Smith than from Marx. F o7
refutes the inevitability of such a reversion and the snsuing implosion of the Thus his category is not just econormic bs:oalggepsozx;ﬁfsh:::ue and“s'truggles.

1 . oover, 5 a fact

sysienm. .

4 :2&;::; gewhs%u;‘:ial Silm;ed produces surplus knowledge, Innovation and in-
, which ¢

Autonomy ought not to be conceived as completely divorced from and opposed 10 apital has a dire need to appropriate.

the rest of civil soctety. The tiuidity of its organizationa% schemes corresponds Agor Rosa’s thesis
et as th

also to an historical dolay in relation to the modes of unification at work in the demonstrate, is wz’t,)n; noat ?«ﬁ;e{rj:lfh?:;d?? in‘ t|he present issue repeatedly
rest of Eutope. The oppositions batween'North and South, baw‘:een thg under- one-third of an active opulation of 21 miliijt;:a eillel {today, in Htaly, weH over
govelopment of Sicily and the technological advances in the Milan-Jurin r.egion, but also from a political standpoint, What th gO; paﬂ-tlme,f%ﬂths-books, etc.),
the heterogeneity of fanguages and cuitures, all contribute 10 ground political ' center” s precisely a critique of a%l'attem t et olognest call f_“afg%nailty at the
diverslty (a key-word) in a maaner absolutely unknown in post-industrial countries. that Is, tha crealivity and productivity of ﬂ’: 5 to subordinate this invention-force,
The persistance of eanthly roots and of coliactive practices in the very heart of an daveloped by the so-called “mar Inag o Tbe struggle and of the life-styles
advansced society have kept alive potitica! options which have largely baen “pass- are productive workers in a c}outﬁe s:ns;e' t:se:' i)erf):iril.rtc‘:yt; f\::;ﬂ:?ﬁ “Sg::ti:| subjects”

o : : : a
ed ovar” in more unitay gountries. struggles. ‘Thus they are at the center, or at any rate Hghttully baer;ongtxeﬁtaoduce
Autonomy is the only poiltical movement today that simultangously makes use of This brings us back to the central theme of Autonomy: the struggle against work

the most abstract machinery (the teshnico-sclentific inteiligence) and of the
masses’ most radgitional, community ties. Laft to themselves, territorial groups
woutd eventually be eliminated by power as pockets of archaism; left to iself,
apstract lapor would conform to the demands of capital. Whal engenders the
ariginailty and force of Autonomy is that economies which in theory exciude one
another ara allowed o exist side by side in a non-conilictual mannet. The
nereative” wing of the Movemeant has nothing to do anymore with the ‘historic”
Autonomy, hardened in its ideoiogical pastion, and devoted to both soncrete and
symbotic — if not totemnic — practices which promote s osmosis with the .
masses. Al ali levels, however, provisional coniunctions are heing implemented k
which allow a detachment from teritory and a territorialization of the intelligence. |
More than the spectacular opaerations of the Hed Brigades, this mixture remains
virtuaily the most explosive, The network of free radios, the most exiensive in
gurope, is a perfect exarple. Radio Onda Ao8sa, the organ in Rome of the Voiscl iE
{the hard cora of organized Autonomy), on the one nand broadcast deterritorializ:
ed signals, thus appropriating technico-scierntific knowiedge, and on the other
astablishes roots in the population through a coliective self-management of oo
cupied butidings. The polttical crystailization of this technical inteltigence allows
it finally 10 g0 heyond the #mad hopes™ of an autonomist practice always menag :
ed by revolutionary messianism. As a result, Autonomy does not remain content
sywaiting for gomething from outside," but instead tries to five through 1oday’s
capitaliam in an alternative way by deflacting the latter's advances to the profit ©
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ihe refusal of work. Ever since its eatly tormulations, which date back to Mario
Trontl's writings of 1964, the ltalian ravolutionaty movement has been moving
toward the refusal of work as a positive productive force of capliiaiist davelop-
ment. Refusai of work, demand for more money and lass work, struggle against
harmiui work {which, atter ali, characterizes work in all its capitalist forma), has
always meant forcing capital 1 develope {0 tha maximum its productive forces,
Only when the worker’s abor is reduced 10 the mintmum is it possible 10 go
peyond, In the iiterat sense, the capitalist mode of production. Only when “‘non-
warker's labor” pecomes & generaiized reality and enjoying life a productive fact
in itselt, does freedom {rom exploitation become not oniy possible but materialty
achievabie.

The "diffused tactory” (what in the US is called the “ynderground economy’}, is
gean by Autonomy not only as super-exploitative but also as & subjective choice
on the part of the young proietarians. Tne growth of the underground goonomy Is
also a consequence of this refusal of factory disclpline, and the wHl to organize
working time on the basis of tree time. 1t 18 pracigely this strugyle against work
that produces the nventiveness and «echnical knowledge” typical of the
“marginals’. “Marginality at the genter” means, in this senss, the centrality of the
struggle against work, a struggle which goes beyond the factory gates.

The fact stiil remains that between ihe new subjacts and the factory workers
there 15 a potitical distance not yat crganized (mediated) by the exira-
parliamentary organizations. Though it may seem paradoxical, capital itself is
now closing the gap petwoen the “twe socteties” by Invesiing high technology in
the decentralized production units, and by employing an unskilled work-force
{especially women) in the large factories. This rastructyration is svident at FIAT'S
jactory in Turin, Yet the recent lay-off of sixty-one FIAT workers, considered
"para-tarmrists" hy the management, clearly shows how this restructuration alsc
necessitates repression.

Since restructuration reguires a mora flexible labor market, certain behavioral dif-
fprenaes among soglaj strata aré biurred by capitai. In tact, caplital cannot act
otherwise, Because “marginal” work has potentiatly the highest rate of productivi-
ty, capital must Invest technoiogy in the periphery, rather than in the lagge fac-
tories.

[ sMarginality” is a massive phenomenan, & trup mutation in the field of pro-
duction, and not a simple maltunction of the system. The absence of a Weifare
State in ltaly no doubt contributed to a burgeoning awarensss of this centrality.
in tha “difused social factory” of the pust-industrial era, marginality nas virtually
ceased to be marginal. it has become the very texture of scclety, At this potnt the
experisnce of Autonomy transcends itailan srontiers. The marginalization of work
ig not a phenomenon unknown in the Us, as you mentioned, but s actualization
through the autonomous movement allow us @ rediscover its political dimansion.

The events of 1968 fe!l squarely within traditional poiitical oppositions. Students
were rebelling agalnst imypertalism, CF Authority, The aftermath of May ‘68,
theretore, was marked by defeat and gloom: the system had prevalled.

The Italian movement ayoided, for the most part, these post-May blues. it didn't
expetiance any of the dramatie liquidations of revoluticnary hapes and iHusions
that ensued tn most western countries, tt went on, unperturbed, on its own trajec-
tory. How can we agcount for this fact?

Years bafore May ‘68, the "strategy of refusal” had opened an entirety new front:
the front of wage labor. The refusal of factory discipline advocated by the Move-
ment was bound 10 set t from the starl against the work ethic of the 1ICP and its
hegamony in the Worker's Movement, The present strength of the talian move-

ment, its steady reinforcement throughout the 70's stem from the fact that its ma-

jor thems largely anticipated the eriticism of wureaucratic socialism, of which the
most recent—and targely petated—sympton in France has been the marketing by

the media of the brand New Philosophers .

The position of Tronti, “inside and against” the development of capitalism offered
garly on a positive alternative to the opposition of the {CP and the G0 whose in-
creasing obsclescence eventually led to the Historlcal Compromise. 1t will take
ihe fatlure of the Commeon Program in France pefore the cieavage between the
Right and the Left hagins to crumble and political representation starts to i
plode in the general disarray. Al this moment the pbsessive, seductive and
gloomy theme of the end of poiltics begins to take credencc;.

What remains paradoxical, i not mysterious, | .
y , Is why ttaly, with lis pockels of
ﬁnder-davelupment andlrathaf tardy “'economic miracle,” should bg among the
irst 1o propose In polifucai terms, through the bias of Autonomy, the lavention of
new forms of life relatively or complstely detached from the stavery of work

M It is very doubtful that Haiy 1s stifl one of Europe's least de

iries. The existence of s underdeveloped reqions hag alw::stbigwefao?f:c?g:\n;ﬁ
the rapid gr.owth of other areas of the country. Typical in this regard is the North-
South relaticnship, where we find immigrants from the South working on the FIAT
assembiy line. Yei the growth of highly advanced struggles in a country that ha
known periods of economic backwardness remains to be explained. ®

We mugt first recall that in the sixties the worker's struggtes exploded within an
institutionai s'ch‘eme called «canterleft’ {(centro sinistra). During the recassion in
1864, the Socialist Party joined the Christian Democrats in order to form a govern-
ment basedon a grogtam of sconomic development. This coalition attempied 10
make the sconomic system more dynamic by nationalizing certaln corporations in
he plactricat and chemical sectors, and by improving public setvices. Even
though only a smal! part of this economic program was actually carri‘ed out, no
doubt & rendered the Communist opposition, already waakensd by iis decis,ion to
engage only In parliamentary struggle, completely ineffective. In fact, from
Togiiatti Iconward, the 1CP had been losing strength as it slowly movec,j away from
the working class, leaving 1o the unions the purely sconomic regutation of wages
For the Worker's Movement, in short, the (_:amer-leﬂ meant political waaknessg )

H was in this context that Quaderni Fiossi (“Red Notebooks"} and

{“Working Class”) were born. Quaderni Rossi tackled the pso}b%aem g{a::;ﬁf:é'atfe
new class composition as it emerged from the most recent capitalist transforma-
tlons at the beginning of the sixties: ihe mass-worker, the new means of mass
ptoduction which, by redusing the strateglc Importance of skitled workers,
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weakened the unions in which they figured prominently. Class Operala on the
other hand, attempted to formulate a new political strategy, which Tronti calted
winslde and against': to act on ihe Inside of capitalist development, promoting it
through the refusat of work {thus bringing about the Introduction of rew machines
and new technology), but at the sams time te remain agalnst capitaflsm wanting
everything from it all the wealth produced through its retormism.

From their inception, these new political hypotheses aimed at redeflnihg the rela.
tionship between workers and organizatton. Because the ICP had lost its contact
with workers, the situation cailed for a raformulation of the “party” and

necessitated & scrutiny of the ciass composition. Both from the standpoint of

capitalist devetopment and from that of the anti-capitalist struggle, a new
strategic role for the mass-worker had emerged. 1ts struggies now created a new
terrain to the left of the ICP, thys posing in new terms the guestion of ofganiza-
fion.

L The American system is like a self-reguiating machine, not inhibited by Ui
legality — indeed capitalist profit teeds on the lavention of {Hegatities not yet
codifled as such — but once an itllegality is identified (Watergate, Logkheed, etc.),
the system rapidly corrects itself. italy lacks this seti-vorrecting flexibllity, in
order to expunge illegailty, the State must itself adopt liega! measures.

The State Inttiative reguired more than public congent: a new reatity had to be
created to accomodate these tnatitutional litegalities. ‘The so-production wih the

medla of 2 new reality went also beyond the scope of a classical “ideological”

manipulation. Any other reallty had simply disappeared.

As one of its celebrated falsifications of the ltatian press, if Male, a satiric
magazine close 10 tne Movement, reported with photographic evidenca the arrest
of the wetl-known actor Ugo Tognazzi as chief of the Red Brigades. The IT Male
siaff then experienced the veriiginous “loss of reality’” which has come to con-
stitute ltalian lfe, when the public {00k this simulation for the litera! truth, It must
hava julfiited the pubiic's secret destre 10 see, at long last, a uconspiracy’” unvell-
ed and a Suprema Leader denounced. But the stmulation also meant that they
ware ready to believe in anytningt #f Male had Incidentiy put its finger on the
nerve-center of repression. Reality had become welghtless, a glgantic simuiacrum.

M Tha fact that the State itsetf assumes subversive forms to maintain gosnirol
over subversive forces is, whether we fike It or not, the consequence of an entire
cycle of struggles. Today, the delay an the pant of those who want to revolt (a
theoretical rather than a practical-political delay), forces a compiete dislocation of
the terrain of social subversion, 1f 1t Is frue, like Bifo claims, that Autonomy has
shown itself to be, at times, of a reversibie nature, that is easliy inverted by the
State {the military aspect, for exampie, is exactly what the State has chosen io
fight, with alarmingly positive results), this does not alter the fact that to
dislocate the terrain of the rebellion implies finding new forms of viotence, The
viclence of the Red Brigades is to be radically criticized not because It is
wyloient”, but because it tsn't vioient enough! And it 1an't violent enough for the
simple reason that it corresponds to the State's violence, The Red Brigades, In
their actions, produce State-Fower. But what we want today is liberation from the
State. 1t appsars that the limitation of the malerials here presented {ultimately an
objective fimit) concerns precisely this blocking of the search for newer forms of
destruction of all that is State. Perhaps Autonomy ran ahead of Itself: it 1s not by
accident that at the very moment of greatest desire to explore different ways of
soclal subversion, the State steps in massively.

L The %ucldi{y of the State goes way beyond rationality. The “mutating” posl
tion adopted by the italian State to face the challenge of the Autonomists is one
of the mast astonishing aspects of the current repression. The “Defense

Memorandum” of the prisoners clearly shows how tar the “legal procedure” defin-

ed by the prosecution has departed from democratic legallty. It is impossibie 1o
contront “specutations” presenied as specific accusations, i not as p_f_ooi, if we

don't understand the rationale of the highly asrobatic maneuvets by which the
prosecution is bullding a case against Autonomy. The evasivenass of the initial
accusations, the heterogeneity of matetials isclated from thelr contexts and
subseguently pleced together through camosis, suggest the imposition of an
unusual logic, Gilies Deleuze detined such loglc as a violation of the principle of
identlty (A is always A, never Bj, and of the principle of the excluded middle
(Either A is A or nom-A), In other words, the State has deliberately jumped out of
ihe magle circte of Aristotelian fogle.

is It not exactly in these terms thal Anti-Oedipus defined the positive “gyntheses"
of the “schizo” flux — non-contradictory, non-exciusive, untimited and multifocal?
The iogic of the prosecution recognizes ldentity not on the basis of Identical sub-
jects, as is usually the case, but on the basls of identical predicates. The number
of subiects (Red Brigades, Autonomy! Is limited, but the number of predicates
catled upon to justify the identity of the two subjects (Red Brigades = Autonomy}
is unlimited. This hypertrophy of the sense of identity 15 enough to provoke what
pathoiogists cali an “orgy of igentifications.” Has there ever been, in the course
of history, an openly schizophranic State?

The Italian State has moved onto its adversary’s tarritoty; it has simulated the
#Huidity characteristic of Autonomy. A “pilot” declsion rendered September 21,
1979, in the trial of Lutgi Rosati, ex-husband of the Brigadist Adriana Ferranda
and ideologue of Aufonomia Operals, described Autonomy as “an indefinable mix-
ture of groups and varied tendencles, a veritable mosaic made of diffarent
tragments, a gatlery of overiapping images, of alrcles and coilectives without any
central organization.” This definition echoes in every respect the logic deployed
by the prosecution against Autonomy ...

That this may be another dizzying example of the reversal of signs and of the im-
plosion of power is too hasty a conctusion. To be sure, the italtan State has taken
a leap &t the heart of capital's flux - but only in order to master it. Here ceases
the abstract reversibility of signs on which the “end of politics” s founded. The
orgy of the accusation’s identifications constitutes oniy the firsf phase of a
stratagy which has little to do with schizophrenia, It conslsts of using Arisiotelian
thought to support conciusions reached through non-Aristotelian coghitive opera-
tions. The identification of “spincidences” established between the Red Brigades
and the Autonomists on the hasis of Identical predicates (“any Lafl ravpiutionary
IHarature Inevitably has some points of similarity,” the Memorandum remarks)
and the boundlsss number of charges become tha ground upon which the pro-
secution bulids up "paranoid” systems of regularity centered upon a unigue point




of interpretation. The simulation of the State thus becomes the hallucination of &
truth which is artificlally resuscitated as reality. 1t suffices that the State
substitute its simutacrum for the autonomous {non-unified) reality of the Move-
ment in order to justify its campaign of repression.

The distincilon is of some importance. 1t leads us to supplemant the Inevitable
shori-comings of a defensive position, 1§ must be recognized that the looseness of
Autonomy consiitutes a considerable innovation In the history of the revolu-
tionary movement. It confers a flexibility heretofore never attained In the struggle
to destabilize power, It is no wonder that the State, confronted with this elusive
network whose fluldity permits a virtually total transfer of responsibility, has also
proved its inventiveness and forged a moda of accusation fust as polymorphously
perverse, it Is inadmissible, however, that these loose charges were cast /o ad-
vance from a perspective contradicting absolutely everything Autonomy stands
for. The logicat delirlum of the State projects the mosaic of Autonamy upon the
rigid screen of the Red Brigades. And so the game goes,

+he President of the Court who judged Luigi Rosali went so far as to recognize
what separates the Red Brigades from Autonomy; uThe Autonomy groups refute
in principle every rigid, vertlcatizing, hierarchical structure”; he distinguished the
attack “'at the heart of the State” advocated by the Red Brigades from the
“oapiliary penstration” of Autonomia Grganizzata; ne readily admitted that these
micropolitical actions are the fruit “notofa coordination among diverse, ’
associated organs but of a sponianeity which has very Hittle tn common with the
character of professional crimes™; yet he condemned no less severely the intellec-
tuals who, fike Luigi Rosatl, without personally participating in any criminat ac-
{ivities, “accepted, exalted and agvocated them,”

The “pliot” sentencing of Rosatl to four years' imprisonment confirms the witl of
power to integrate the wave of criticlams directed against it without departing in
the least from its accysations. It is now clear i everyone that the prosecution of
Autonomy is a truly political teiai tess interested In condemning its ideas than in
annihliating “an entire section of the political movement in italy.” (Memorandum)
The real danger to the State comes not from the Red Brigades, who speak the
same language and who develop strugtures which umirror” and thus reinforce its
own. The profound menace 10 the State comes from the tact that Autonomy
speaks a language and deveiops forms of organization and of subjectivity against
which there exists no “classic” response. 1t is in this innovation — this positivity
— with which the present Issue is concerned, and not with the defense, in *'reac-

" tive” or reductive terms, of innocents unjustiy accused.

As Franco Piperno here recognizes, the mew spontaneity requires the practice of
itlegality as a necessary condition for Its existence. But then so does the Stale.
The whole probiem is in knowlng whether this tegality is active, inventive,
creative of fife and values, or, like the somber, embracing couple formed by the
Red Brigades and the State apparatus, a bringer of terror and death,

Translated by Peter Caraveltta and John Johnston

iM% fearus Empire State Buliding, New York, 1930

Lewls W. Hine (1874-1940) Courtasy: The Brooklyn Museum

1lf2 MNXP1690 38 SPEAKING WITH THE SQUATTERS SANTIAGO, CHILE: President Salvadeor
Aliende {left) speaks o squatters who have unlawéully taken over a housing estate in a poor
saction of Santlago. They are part of a movement which Is protasting the bad nousing condt-
tions by selzing other people’s homes and refusing to move. Aliende is expected to decres the
astablishment of a Natlonal Council of Peasants, Dec. 21st, According {0 the Agriculiuze
Ministry, the councli wilt speed the peasant’s participation In the government's land reform
program, {UP1} 124121076 .
113 19885 FLINT, MICH~THERE'S PRIVACY, TOO, FOR THE MORE FASTIDIOUS USITTER".
THESE HAVE ESTABLISHED INOIVIDUAL ROOMS IN INCOMPLETED AUTO BODIES. THEY
HAVE EVEN INSCRIBED THEIR NAMES AND NUMBERS, ALSO BITS OF HUMOR ON THE
DOORS OF THEIR QUARTERS. 2-10-37 .

14" Funeral for the victims of the Everet! Massacte, 1916, A scene from the American
documentary The Wobhlies, directed by Slewart Bird and Daborah Shaffer, 1979,

s DAPOTOSOT-7ISTA-ROUSTON, TEX: A jam of over 30,000 new imported automabiles with no
place to go because of & dacline In torelgn sales has turned the port of Houston into an over-
crowded parking lot,with 10,000 more expacted this month, importers are scrambling to grab
what littie parking acreage there is left. (UPR}

6 XPO12705-1/27/76-Fenton, MO.: Changing of shifts of employees as Chrysier Gorp. raopen-
ad truck and aytomoblie assembly lines in Fenton 1727 after a three-week layoif.About 5600
parsons on two truck-assembiy shilts and one autc-assembly shift went back lo work.A se-
cond auto-assembly shiit was not calied back, leaving about 2100 workers taid off. {UPI)




million days In fail, 110 mifiion days in jaih
Millicns and trillions and fantastiitions of
days in dark Jalls . .. 111 days in Jall, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 18 days in jall, 120 days in
jall. For a week now I've been jarking off
three times a day, t want to see If | lose my
passion. 121 days in jail. Uh. 122 days In fail.
th, 123 days In, 123 days in. th. Jali. 124
days, 5. 6 tn jall days. Oh. Uh, 127 days in
Jail. 128 days in jail. 129 days I jaii. 130 days
in jatt. And 130 days tess to liva. Goddarmmit,
131 days in jail. And a barrel of rum and a
barrel of rum, 132 days in jait, 133 days In
jall. And then, 134 days In jail and 135 days
in jail and my betly aches § feel sick as a dog
and it must be this shilty water of this lathal
wine — the filihy pigs. Uh. 136 days tn jail, 6,
7, 8, 8, 140 gays in jall. Prigon thymes with
cotittion, Even dancing makes me sick. |
can't think of anything that makes me sickar.
Than dancing. But let's nct taik nonsanse.
Jail s worse, Worse ., . Uh. 141 days in jali.
142 days in jaif. 143 days in jail. 144 gays in
jail. 145 days ia jail. 146 days in Jall. 147 days
in tail. 148 days In jail. 149 days in jail. 150
days — H only | could sieep like Rip Van
Winkie and wake up beneath a tree in fwo
and a halt years — 150 days in jalt, t was
saying. 151, 2, 3,4,5,6,7, days In Jail {this
week reaily flew). 158 days in jall, 159 days in
jail, 180 cays for doing something wrong for
doing semething wrong in jalt. 161 days In
jalt. 162 days in jail. 163 days in jall. 164 days
in JAJGHIAIL. Ah, 185 days in jall. 18. .. 1.,
Uh, Uh, Uh, 160 DAYS IN JAFURIAIL. 181
days, 2, 3, 4 in, days, in, sall. This is jail, un-
doubtedty. 185 days in jait. Paople get stabb-
ed In jail. 166 days in {ail and 167 days in jail.
168 days in jail. 169 days in ail. So, let's say
that twanty months equal 800 days. 600 days
pius 120 from four more months egual 720,
Let's round It off to 750, and there itis . ..
750 minus the 170 days i've already dong In
jals aquals . . . 580

days stlll left to do In this filthy jait, Unless
they pardon me for good behavior, An. i've
gotten a hard-on again, Gool oul, oGk,
there's ne pulnt in getting axcited .., 171
days in jall. 172 days in sail. Wait a minute, |
made a mistake the other day. Thirty

months — lwo and & haif years In jail. Not
twanty-four months! 1§, . . Thirty months;
900 days minus the 172 days in il i've
already done equal . . . 728 days in jail. uh.
stili to do. 173 days in jall, 174 days in jail.
175 days in jali, 176 days in 1ail. 177 days In
jaii. 178 days in jail. 179 days In jall. 180 days
in jail. 181 days in jail. Jail plus jail only
equals |ali. 182, 3, 4 days in jall, Yesterday,
today, yesterday, today, yestarday yesterday.
Today, 185 days in jail. 186, 7 days in jail. Wa
play scceet In the courtyard, | kick the balt
as victentiy as | can. As if the ball were that
plg, the shitty judge who gave me two ant &
halt years, two and a half years of JAIL. 188,
9, 90 days in jall, 191 days in Jalt, 192 days In
jail, 193 days in jail. 194 days In jail. 195 days
in jait. 'm itchy all aver, | can't sleep. My
eyes are red, Even though 1 don't read.

The Impossible Class




Fiat Has
Branded Me

Giampaolo Pansa

Giampaoia Pansa, well-knaown for his Intec
views with ftalian workers, talks nere t0 a
Fiat worker from the Miraflorl plant in Torino
who was armong the group of 61 workess
tjred on Tuesday Cctober 9, 1979. This inter
view appeared In La Repubblica 3 days ‘ater.

forehead.

never wind up out an your ass.
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you have heard a {oreman from Miraflori vent himseif. Now listen to me. | too
come from Mirafiori and | am among the sixty-ohe workers fired by Flat. Untit )
Tuesday | worked in the painting department. | was a general worker at the third
{evel. According to Fiat, f was also a violent worker, a guasi-terrorist, one who
assists the Red Brigades: this Is the mark that Agnelli is trylng 10 prand on my

| must start at the beginning s¢ you can undsrstand the situation. ! shail ba 28 I
November, t am from the province of Catanzaro, from a small viliage that offers

no opporfunities, We emigrate from there in droves. Before
sagondary school and then ook a technical course. But sc
subsequently decided to go and look for work in the north, at Turin.

leaving, | attendad
hoo! was not for me, t

t jaft my viilage in Januaty of 69, having just turned 18. | had never been oulside
it. Turtn frightened me — its huge size, its ughiness, the clouds and {he snow. !
asked mysell: whera have you come? | found a job in a real hote, a small factory,
put | lasted only 10 days thete, | couttdn’t take It much longer. Then 1 found
another job. Things were going better there, yet | thought only of Fiat._l sald fo
myself: Fiat is a big comgany, you'll be secure there; If you gel into Fiat, you'll
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{ entered Fiat on 28 May 1969 as an apprentice in the painting gepartment, The
apprenticeship was supposed 0 last 6 months, but it ended much sooner. The
trouble in July of ‘6% had already srupted; Fiat needed people who could start
working at once, in order to fili the gaps left by those who were on strike or who
sympathized with them. And sO 1 went right on the assembly lina Immediately
after the vacations,

At the beginning the painting department was hoerible. | worked as If [n the mid-
dte of a cloud, amid sirangs odors and terribie smells of every kind. It was an in-
fernal scenario. Yet after a littie while, even with these noxious fumes, 1 started to
like the ob. Painting cars In not a monotonous task. What | was learning could
help later on. And then | always tried to work with my head too: § tried to do my
job well, But also preserve my health. In short, | was rather satlisfied.

t was autemn and stili hot outside. 1 didn’t pay attention to it. 1 didn't know
anything about what was happening around me and then there was my mother's
advice: think about work and keep to yourseld. Only in 1870 did | start 1o get a it
1le involved. No, it wasn't political activity at all, and it didn't even have anything
te do with the union, | concerned myself with the probiem of the werking condi-
tions In the painting department, The situation was disastrous and 1 even felt the
affects of it. | jost eight teeth. And then there was ihe nausea, the duodenal ulcer,
the Impaired hearing.

in a word, | was provoked when | saw that | was paying for my job al Fiat with my
skin. But it was not an individuat rahellion, nor was ! interested in raising hell for
its own sake. It was a collective rebeltion by nearly the entire shop. We asked Fiat
to alter the situation and Fiat answerad no.

Anyhow, in that year | joined the union and then | had an important encounter —
with Lofta Continua, 1 had been fined since | had not compieted the assigned
work precisely because of the working conditions. | went out through the gates
and showed these conditions to somae of the peopie who were always there with
newspapers and flyers. They tolg me: Come with us and we'll talk about It

Now Lofta Continua No longer exists as a group. And 1 am nostalgle for it, even it
1 do not feel that 1 am a former member. For me il was a great experience,
politicat and human, | learned about things, | met exceptional people whom |
would have never met otherwise. Lotta Continua had one great merit: it made you
intellectually open to other people, it jet them speak, it let them discuss . ..

| am not a popular leader. I'm a quiet man. You know what they call me in the

_painting department? “The priest,” “the good guy.” But from the first moment of

my involvement with that politicat group, Fiat must have classitied me as “a fol-
tacontinua' and that was it. in my opinion, they have put me out because of thal
label, because of my political activity when the group existed. But thisis a
chapter to which we shall return fatar,

Now i want to say that In those firat eight 1o nine months | was & Flat worker like
the others, and | was occasionally better than the others. My absences were few.
in short, | have always done my share, as an alectrical techniclan untit 1977 and

“then In preventive overhaul, where the car Is prepared for painting. | considered

myself gocd on the job and my toremen have always consldered me s0.

N
in the meantime, the working conditions had improved and my duties became iass

. oppressive and repetitive. Nonethetess, | had also grown bored. Lotta Continua

was no tenger there and Turin haunted me. The huge city never pleased me, but
now | was realiy aching and | wanted to leave it. My dream was to go and work
for Flat abroad. And for two months thay did send me away, to a branch office in
Germany. When { returned, 1 renewed my request. in fact, | had recently done so

“ with Varetto, the manager shot by the Red Brigades. And when the foreman

brought me to the front office on Tuesday, i belleved thai they had heard my re-
qu‘est. instead they dealt me the letter of dismissal.
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That letter brands me as violent. But § deny ity Of course, w0y strikes for a change
in working conditions made them do il. And | have glven some yroubie to Fiat, but
50 have many others. Between 74 and ‘75, was a union delegate and | did what

was within my power. And even if L am not at all an orator, | have never jaid back

when there was s0me working method 10 be discussed with the foremen.

Take note of this: | sald working method, not work. i do not refuse work. i ama
born worker, and § must work, but not as 2 giave. And 1 am alsc convinced that it
ia necessary 10 work weli; If you don'l do youd iob well, you make more work for
the people whao come after you on the chaln, 1 have never swarved from this post
1lon with those of my co-workers who act badly. § say: if you do only a little work,
at teast do i well. And do a littie work so IH att get gone, This ls one of the Fiat
workers' slogans.

What does a little work mean? Today we work for seven and a half hours a day.
it's too much. i must be seven hours a day, flve days & week, or thirty-five howrs.
Mo more. 1f the working hours are not changed, the unemployed will stay that
way. § have alway malntained this polat of view. 1 have always tried to put it into
practice. § have even discussed it with my foremen, but without ever peing
reprimanded of quarreilng o7 resorting to violence.

Yes, there is much talk about viclence against the foremen. 1 would iike for the
aewspapers also to speak of the viglence of the assembly iine, which moves
much too guickly. And isn't 1t violence when certain foreman put their hands on
the asaes of the newly hired boys? Where, at any rate, are these acts of violence
against the toremen? Of courss, there have pesan moments of tenslon during con-
tract negotiations. And mhany workers see the foreman as {helr immediate Oppo-
nent. Sometimes the men are short-tampared: to be in a factory is hard on
gveryone.

siill, § have never done any violence. | have always been in the same work group.
My foreman thinks highly of me. He gave me a pen as a gift. He has even invited
me to his home. Do you invite to your home & violant man who yhreatens you?
Tuesday, he was 1he first one to be struck with amazement. Ever since Lotia con-
finua dissolved, 1 have become complately peaceful. Noreover, someone who tries
1o raisa heli for its OWn sake of who acts as the tatrorist's assistant doesn't ask
to go abroad: he stays here 1o threaten and ‘o play {he violent man.

Why then have they fired me? This is my answer. Fiat knOWs everything aboul its
workars ~— their lves, deaths, miracles. | am 2 politicized worker. | have always
tried to involve my co-workers in iabor problems, with working conditions and
rhythms. | used to go 0 contract nagotiations, to talk, discuss. ina word, | used
10 make trouble. 50 they've putled out their otd lisis: there | was on the list for
Lotta Contlnua and s0 they've thrown me out.

| am evidgence that Fiat Is a terrorist organization. BY etiminating peopie jike me,
Flat wants {0 eliminate those who can speak on wehalt of the others, those who
do not bow thelr heads. And then there must be a grander design: once the
vhalibreakers” are aliminated, it will be easier to return to the past, 10 increase
production mare and more, to make people understand that only Fiat controls
Miratiort and that the workers must give up the {dea of getting thely rights.

But since the bosses at Fiat cannot sa&y this, they make us pass for para-
terrorists. it's a lie. | do not agree with the Red Brigades, They are not the king of
paople who can protect our interasts, | have never considered delegating my
representation to those who uge weapons. And | do naot believe that in italy thing
can be changed by shooting people.

Yet § am also convinced that there is much too little discussion of terrosism
among the workers. There is great indifference at Flat. When they kiited

Ghigileno, there was hardty any reaction in the shops. The other incldents have
been recelved in the same way. The workers consider them material for the
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newspapers at this point. On the co i
. ntrary, it is necessary to dis
cneself why the Red Brigades shoot certain paople and?-‘;ot oilh::;ss and ask

Of course, the Red Bri '
N gadas don't shoot only foremen. Y
LYo
\g;r(l}(g:‘;ikz ;;yself, What do | think of him? Weli, | don't kr:’otmm({i\in;ztulff ?ossa, :
e ﬁ';ea o at ?;1; of my co-workers was a brigalista? That’s.:;.diéﬂcult ques-
G P am. Mo, | wouldn't say anything. | don’t want to play spy on

anyone's account. . . .in any ¢ase th
O B ot ane of ghe,m, ?‘F?@G Brigades are Inside Fiat, but | don’t

You it

" ;:ysct)h%:“;né‘an?wers show it's a little hard for me te talk about terrorisma, it

nt meé o Fi;rc:;z;::s;gff;rs{i}t.\l(have always been distrustiul, Now thaz' I've
s . Your questions about

denunciations, and so forth, seem to me a little provocattér;e{mrism, about

However, I

proble:\r’ :Of;’ :;:ﬁ{;he émly one who taiks about terrorism in this way. It's a thorny
the streéis of Turig' veryone has become distrustful. Take a short walk through
whther you get o ask people the questions you've asked me, and you'li see
disvandad, | ga 1on srent answers. And then, you see, ever since Lotta Confinua
ass. | hapéd to go agt;a:’ov;;s:;%ga;e part In anything. I only concerned about fmy
1his thing happened to me. ... cice whether 1 would marry or not, and instead

I'm

'sayc:;st;gzrtjze;i and 1 feel persecuted. And then there's one jast thing t wani t

Sy emiéransi- a::s% | am nostalgic for Lotta Continua, 50 am | nostalgic for Fia't3

A m; fr?;tmw;?; ?znrl\grr:ehfor ten years, It seems unjust to me that !he:y
. | have only on .

those who call themsetves democratic, cion",! gl?ehizp& that the unlons, that all

jd 1 pe 8 |y ave my . QB0 a oliticat reason for i, if the
on’t ho this only to save mi }Ot} There is al p
.
ynlons Weakeﬂ, the Hed B lgadﬂs and Front Line {P!'c'ma ”ﬂea) wiil be abie 1o say:

Do you see? NO one plOteCt rkin ny morg. 1 n P
Y ! s the wol Y
) 1AG clasy al ore. The o iy ones left are

Tranglated by Lawrence Venuti

i1 Photo: Seth Titet




ang destroying the very basis of capital’s power. Those, howaver, who have the

The Strate gy contrary perspective, of aking over the runaing of ihe “general interests of sosie

ty”, are commitling the error of reducing the factory to capital by means of reduc-
f R f ing the working class, that is, a part of society, to society as a whole. Now we

o e u S a know that the productive power of iabour makes a leap torward when it Is put to
use by the individual caphtatist. By the same token, it makes a political teap for-
ward when it is organised by social capital. 1t is possible that this political leap

- = : forward does not express isalf In terms of organisation, whereupon an outsider
M arl O T ront‘ may conctude that it has not happened. Yet it stili exists as a material reality, and
the facl of its spontaneous existence is sufficient for the workers 1o refuse to
fight for old ideals — though it may not yet be sufficient for them to take upon
“themselves the task of initiating a new plan of struggle, pasad on new objectives.

S0, can we say that we are still living through the fong historical period in which
Marx saw the workers as @ “class against capital”, bul not yet as a “class for
itsetf”? Or shouldn't we perhaps say the opposiie, even i |t means confounding a
it the terms of Hegel's diatectic? Namely, that the workers become, from the
first, “a class for themsetves” — that is, from the first moments of direct confron-
tation with the individual empioyer — and that they are recognised as such by the
first capitalists. And only afterwards, after a long, terrible, historical travall which
is, perhaps, not yet, completed, do the workers arrive at the point of being active-
ly, subjectively, “a class against capiial™, A prerequisiie of this process of transi-
tion is political crganisation, the party, with its demand for total power. In the ine
tervening period there is the refusai — collective, mass, expressed in passive
forms - of the workers to expose themselves as “a ciass against capital”
without that organisation of thelr own, without that total demand ior power. The
working class does what it is. But it is, at one and the same time, the articu/ation
ot capitai, and its dissofution. Capitalist power seeks to use the workers’ an-

Tnis article, written in 19685, is part of the “in- tagonistic witl-to-struggle as a motor of its own development. The workers’ party
Wtial Theses”™ in Tront's Operdl & Capitala must take this same reai mediation by the workers of capital’s interests and
(workers and Gapital”), Tronti's first con- organise it In an antagonistic form, a8 the tactical terrain of struggle and as a

triputions were the resuit of a collective
potitical reformutation of revolutionary
strategy devetoped by Quaderni Rossi and

strategic potential for destruction, Here thers is only one reference point — only
one orientation — for the opposed world views of the two classes — namely the

Classe Operaia, ogether with Tonl Negtt, class of workt_ars. Wheih‘er_one‘s alm .is to siabilise the dgveiopmem of the sysiem
Sergio Bomgna" oto. Tronti never loft the 1CP, or to destroy it forever, it is the warking class that is decisive. Thus the society of
but his work is widely recognized as saminal capital and the workers® party find themselves existing as two opposite forms

to the autonomous movement in ltaly. with cne and the same content, And in the struggle for that sontant, the one form

axcludes the other. They ¢an only exist together for ihe brief period of the revolu-
tionary crisis. The working ciass cannot constitute itself as a party within
capialist scciety without preventing capitalist soclety from functioning, As long
as capitalist society does continye to function the working class party cannot be

Adam Smith says — and Marx comments o the accuracy of his ohservation — said to exist.

that the effective development of the productive power of labmljr pegins when
jabour is transtormed into wage taboul, that is, when the conditions of fabour

contront it in the form of capital. One could go further and say that the effective Remermbar: “the existence of a class of capit‘alists is based on the product!ve

development of the political power of labour really bagins from the moment‘tnai - power of labour”. Productive %abc?ur. then, exists not only jn relation tolcapltkal,

tabourers are iransformed into workers, that is, when the whole of tt_1e conditions put aiso in relation to the capitalists as a_class. It is in this latter relatlonghip that

of society confront them as capltal. We can see, then, that the political 130\!‘{9{0*. it exists as the working class. The &rans:itzon is probabiy a historical one: it i.s pro-
workers s intimately connected to the productive power of wage labour. This is 0 ducﬁvg |labour which produces capital; #t is !Tlus fact of industrlal workers being
contrast to the powet of capital, which is primariiy a social power. The power of grganised into a class that provokes the capitalists in general to constitute
workers resides in their potentiat command aver production, that is, over a par- . themselves as a clags. Thus we 5 that — at an average teve! of davelopmgnt -
ticular aspect of society. Capitalist powsr, on the other hand, rests on 2 real workers are airsady a social class of prodgcefs: industrial producgrs of capz.tai. Al
domination over society In general. But the nature of capital is suc‘h that ‘it re- : this sama ievel of deveiopment the capitatists, themselves, constitute a social
quires & society based o0 produgtion. Consequently production, this particutar ﬁ class not of entreprensurs so much as organisers: the arganlsers of wgrkers
aspect of society, becomes the aim of soclaty in general. Whoever controts and through the medium of Endustfy. A hlsto_ry of indust{y cannot be conceived as
dominates it controls and dorminates everything. : anything other than a nistory of the capitalist organisation of productive iabour,

- | hence as a working class history of capital. The “industrial revolution” necessari-

Even If factory and society were to become partectly integrated at the econmf\ic ly springs to mind: this must be the starting point of our feseafch. i we are to
levet, they would nevertheless forever continue to be I contradiction at a potitical trace the deveiopment of the centemporary Eqrm of capital's dcm;napon over
tovel. One of the highest and most deveioped points of the class s'ﬁrugg%e_will pe workers, as it ingreasing!y comes to be exercised through the objective
precisely the frontai clash between ine facliory, as working class ar)d society, @s . machanisms of mdlustry, Bi.‘ld also the development of capital's capacity 1o pre-
capital. When the development of capitai's interests in the factory 18 blocksdl, k| vent these mechanisms i.)emg used by workers, This would lead us to see that the
then the tunetioning of society seizes up: the way is then open for overthrowing ; vaelopment of the relationship between living labour and the constant part of

8
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capital is not a nautral process. Rather, it is determined and often viclently so, by
ihe emerging ciass retationship between the cotlective worker and the whols of
capliai, qua social relations of proguction. We would then see that it is the
specific moments of the class struggle which have determined every
technolegicat change in the mechanisms of industry. Thus we woukd achieve two
things: one, we wouid break free of the apparent nautrality of the man-machine
relationship; and two, we would locate this relationship iny the Interaction, through
histary, of working class struggles and capitalist initative.

It Is wrong to define present day sociely as windystrial civilisation”. The in-
dustry” of that definition is, in fact, mergly a means. The truth of modern socisty
is that it Is the civilisation of labour. Furthermore, a capitalist socigty can never
be anything but this. And, in the course of its historical development, it can even
take on the form of agocialism’’. 8. . . . not industrial socfety {that is, the society
of capital), but the society of industrial tfabour, and thus the society of workers'
tabour. it is capitalist society seen fzom this point of view that we must find the
courage to fight, What are workers doing when they siruggle against their
employers? Arent they, above all else, saying “No" tc the transformation of
fabour power into jabour? Are they nol, more than anything, refusing to receive
work from the capitalist?

Couldn't we say, in fact, that stopping work does not signify a refusat 1o give
capital the use of one's labour power, since it has already been given to capital
once the contract for this particular commodity has been signed. Nor is ita
refusal to allow capital the product of labour, since this is legally already
capital's property, and, in any case, the worker does not know what to do with it
Rather, stopping work -— the sirike, as the classic form of workers' struggle -
impties a refusat of the command of capital as thae organiser of production: it is a
way of saying “No” at a particular point in the process and a refusal of the con-
crele tabour which is being offered: it is & momentary blockage of the work-
process and it appears as & recurring threat which derives 1is contents from the
process of value creation, The anarcho-syndicalist “general strike”, which was
supposed 1o provoke the collapse of capitatist society, is a romantic naivete from
the word go, it atready contalns within it a demand which It appears to oppose —
that is, the lLassallian demand for a “fair share of the feuits of tabour” - in other
words, fatrer “participation” in the profit of capital. In fact, these two perspec-
1ives combine in that incotrect “correction” which was imposed on Marx, and
which has subsequently enjoyed such success within the practice of the ofticial
working class movement — the idea that it is “working people” who are the true
ngivers of labout’, and that it Is the concern of workpeopie to defend the dignity
of this thing which they provide, against all those who would seek to debase it
Untrue. .. .. The truth of the matter is that the persocn who provides labour is the
capitalist. The worker i the provider of capital. In reality, he Is the possessor of
thal unigue, particuiar commaodity which is the condition of alt the other condi-
tions of production. Because, as we hava seen, ail these other condlions of pro-
duction are, from the start, capital in themselves — @ dead capltal which, in order
to come to life and inte play in the social relations of production, needs 1o sub-
sume under itself labour power, a8 the subject and activity of capital. But, as we
have alsc seen, this transition into sockal ralations of production cannol ocour
unless the class relation is introduced into it as its content. And the class reta-
tionship Is tmposed from the very first moment and by the very fact ihat the pro-
latariat is constituted as a class in the face of the capitalist.

Thus, the worker provides capital, not only insofar as he salls iabour power, but
also insofar as he embodies the class relation. This, like the inherent social
nature of labour power, Is another of those things acquired by the capitalist

without payment, of rather, it is paid for, but at the cost (which is never subject 10 ;
negoliation) of the workers' struggles which periodically shake the process of pro- 3

duction, s no accident that this terrain is the terrain that is chosen iactically by
the workers as the ground on which to attack the employers, and is therefore the
tartain on which the employer is forced 1o respond with continual technological
srgvelutions” in the organisation of work. tn this whole process, ihe only thing

whict? does not come from the workers is, precisely, labour, From the ouiset, the
eonditions of labour are in the hands of the capitalist. And again, from the o,uiset
ti']a only thing in the hands of the worker Is the conditlons of cap,iraf This is the !
hlsto_ri_cai paradox which marks the birth of capltalist society, and th'e abqiding
condition which will always be attendant upon the “eternat rebirth”’ of capitalist
deveiopment. The worker cannot be fabour other than in retation to the capitalist
The capialist cannot be capltal other than in retation to the worker. The questéoﬁ
I3 often asked: “What is a soclal class?” The answer is: "There are these two
c%assesf”. The fact that one is dominant does not imply that the other shoutd be
subqrdmate. Rather, it implies struggle, conducted on equal terms, to smash that
domination, and 1o take that dominatien and turn it, in new forms Iagaiz’;st the
one that has dominated up tili now. As a matter of urgency we mljst get hold of
and siart circulating, a photograph of the worker-proletariat that shows him as r'ae
really Is — “proud and menacing”, It's time 1o set in motion the contestation w-
the b'attia, to be fought out in a new period of history — directly between the
working class and capltal, the confrontation between what Marx referred to in an
analogy as “the huge children's shoes of the protelariat and the dwarfish size of
the worn-out political shoes of the bourgeoisie”.

%_f the conditions of capital are in the hands of the workers, if thera is no active
I:fe In capital without the fiving activity of Jabour power, i capital Is already, at its
birth, a consequence of productive iabour, If there is no capitalist society w;thout
the workers® articulation, in other words if thare is no social relationship without a
ciass relationship, and there is no class relatienship without the working
class....then one can conclude that the capitalist class, from its birth, is in fact
subordinate to the working class. Hence the necessity of exploitatior;, Working
class struggles against the fron laws of capltalist exploftation cannot be reduced
to the eternal revolt of the oppressed against their oppressors. Similarly, the con-
cegi of elzxpioitation cannot be reduced to the desire of the individuai err;plsyer to
enrich himself by extracting the maximum possible amount of surplus tabour from
the bodies of his workers. As always, the economistic explanation has no other
weapon against capitalism than moral gondemnation of the system, But we are
not here to invent some alternative way of sesing this problem. The problem is
a.'readyl the other way found, and has been right from the starl. Exploitation is
bf)m, historicalty, from the necessity for capital to escape from its e facto subor-
dmalt!ion to ihe ciass or worker-producers. It is in this very specific sense that
Fapltalistic axploitation, In turn, provokes workers' insubordination, The increas-
ing organisation of exploitation, its continual reorganisation at the very highest
levels of industry and society are then, again, responses by capital to workers’
refusal 1o submit ta this process. It Is the directly political thrust of the working
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clags that nacessitates gconomic development on the part of capital, which, star
ting from the point of production, reaches out to the whole of social relations. But
this poiitical vitaiity on the part of its adversary, on the one hand indispensable to

the mediation of a formal Ipolitical tevel, Pracisely because capilalis a social
?_ower whif;h, as suc%lw, claims tor iiseif domination over everything, it neads to ar-
iculate this domination In political “forms™ which can bring to life its dead

capital, at the same time Is the most tpartui threat to capital's power, We have @85ENG . !
already seen ine political nistory of capital as & $8QUBNGE of attempts by capital mediaz: ?esnigﬁgfixsr?ggf:?;;,i:nnc: prclJvig:a it with subjective force, tn bm-
1o withdraw from the class relationship; at & wigher level we can now see it as the at the beginning of its history, it was notﬁr'i y that of an economic ‘mleresi, and,
history of the successive attempls of the capitalist class 10 emancipate itseif the individual capitalist: in oréer o defend] ltg nl‘ora that tho egotiaticat fnterast of
from the working class, through the medium of the various forms of capital's working class, it is forced to turn itself int iy f.f‘r?m fhe threat posed by 10
political domination over the working class, This is the reason why capitalist ex- Under fiseli the whole of society. It bec mO atﬁo itical force, gad to subsume
ploitation, a continuous form of the extraction of surpius value within the process amounts o the same thing — it.turns “05 ﬁs‘ te class of capitalists, of — which
of production, has heen accompanied, throughout the history of capital, by the is true that the conoept of class is a ol‘? ‘(" o a repressive Stat.e alpparatus‘ I it
development of ever more organic forms of political dictatorship al the leve!l of ! ists without a capltalist State, And ihz S'olféaa“;adaig";:heq ﬂg caplta‘%lst"class ex-
the State, i conguest of politizal power by the “bourgeoisie” — agr?g;srxtsret;orlg:ﬁi?w ;;he
- ‘ . 3 o ‘ . than the jong historlcal transition through which capital constitutes it : it ‘.
In capitaiist society the basis of political power 15, in truth, COnoIMic necessity: class of capitatists in reiation to the workers. Once again, the d ety
the necessity 0f using force to make the working ciags abandon its proper social working class dispiays fotally the opposite féaiurey &hea the evellopment of the
role as the dominant class. Looked at from this point of view, the present forms begins to exisi formally at an organised political le\.;e| it mn_etworkmg olass
of economic planning are nothing more than an attempt fo institute this organic tionary process directly, and poses nothing but the da-::mand ;i es the g_evoiu.
form of political dictatorship within democracy as the modem political form of existed as a class from the start, from a long time beifore anc#r power: but it has
class dictatorship. The inteilectual consensus as {o the fulure State-of-weli-being threatens bourgeois order. Precisely because b il N precissly as such,
— of which G. Myrdal speaks — that soctety which J.5. Mill, K. Marx and T Jef- particular commodity which counterposes #s |f6t c?hecn;'e i tha% totally
terson alike wouid probably approve, might even be raalizabie. We wouid find . sosiety, including the social Conditions of It ‘31 o the whole of the conditions of
ourseives with a synthesis of Nberalism, socialism and democracy. Liberatism and incorporated within itself, that direct poiitl S; abf:-m' o tt manifests, as alraady
democracy would finatly be reconclled, finding an ideal madiator in the shape of consiliutes ciass antago;'.iSm. Erom tge Veca\ hsu I]ectmty, that part!aiit‘y which
the social State — & system commonly known as, quote, ugocialism”, Yet hare more than an immediate political interest l;ytheg gnlpg the proletariat is nothing
too we would find the inexorable necessity of working class mediation, even at existing order. As far as its internal develo eta olition of every aspect of (e
the level of political theory. As for ihe workers, they woutd find in this “goclalism” Minstitutions™ in order (o bring to life whatp'tn-ilen I‘S concernad, it has no need of
the uitimate form of automatic — 18 cbjective — control; potitical control in than the life-force of that immediate destru‘ct:! 5;{? wha‘i s s nc_thmg other
sconomic guise; control of their movement of insubordination. The surpassing of t doss need organisafion, Why? In i 1o 0:;. oesn't need institutions, but
Stale capitalism by a capitalist State Is not something that betongs to the future tagonism objective in the'faca of capltal; in m:, ertthe go!lt!ca! if}s?gnce of the an-
it has aiready happened. We no longer have 2 pourgeois State over 8 capitalist within the present reality of the class rel'atio?\rsheir Otafl-mulate s s ey
soclety, but, rather, the State of capitatist society. to shape It Into a rich and aggressive force n m?;- Sah;?yt.egrt:%ert‘hr?oourg:n:r‘;;ﬁwc:dBr
of tactics. Thi o ’ apon
At what point does the potitical State come to manage at east sOme part of the pefore f:e 12';& ?th;rzzz’ ;iii??aar: ;‘:{S;hne :E‘ZUTG_Of power, is also necessary
economic mechanism? When this economic mechanism can begin to use the working class long before there were forms tarx discovered the existence of the
political State itseif as an instrument of production — the state as we have come Marx, there Is a class even in the absence ofo express 1t poiitically: thus, for
to understand i, that ls, as @ mosent of the political reproduction of the working Leninist party, by virtue of having taken e a party. gn the gthe_r hand, the
class. The "end of |aigsez-faire” means, tundamentaily, that working class ar was already under way a Specific process ofpe. g;ve the reat illusicn that thers
ticutation of capitalist development can no forger function on the basis ot spon- in fact, when the class constitutes itself A class revoiution: for Lenin,
tanecus objective mechanisms: it must pe subjectively impesed by potitical in- tion. Here, then, are two complemant ahs a party, it becomes revolution in ac-
itiatives taken by the capitailsts {hemselves, a6 a class. Leaving aside all the i plementary theses, just as the figures of Marx and
post- and neo-Keynesian ideologies, only Keynes has provided the capitalist point
of view with a tgrmicable subjective leap forward, perhaps comparable in
nistorical importance with the leap which Lenin made possible from the working

class point of view. However, this is not to concede thal this was a srgyolution”
in capital’s mods of thinking. if we 100k closely, we can 588 that this was already
embodied in the preceding deveiopment. The capltalists have not yel invented —
and in fact witl shviously never be able 10 invent — & non-institutionatised
political power. That type of political power is specifically working class power.
The difterence between the two classes at the ievel of political power is precisely
this. The capitalist class does not exist indepandentty of the forma! politicai in-
stitutions, through which, st different times put in permanent ways, they exercise
their poiitical domination: for this very reason, smashing ihe bourgeois State doe
mean destroying the power of the capitalists, and by the same token, One could
only hope to deatroy that powe? by smashing ihe State machine. On the other
hand, quite the opposite is true of the working class: it exists independently of
the institutionailsed |evels of its organisation. This is why destroying the workers'
political party goes not mean — and has not meant — digsolving, dismembering,
or destroying the clags arganism of the workers.

The very possibiiity of workers atoiishing the State In society is located within
the specitic nature ol this problem. in ordet to exist, the class of capitaiisis needs
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L enin are complementary. Basically, whal are these two people if not admirable ’
anticipations of the future of the class itself? Transiated by Red Notes

Wit CRO 1700981 ROME: Farmars with thelr tractors, and piacard-cagrying demonstratars

if we accept that the class is not identical with the party neverthetess one can
i i ! x A gather at Colosseum here April Tth as they stage demon i i

oniy talk of class on a political leve!l, While it is true that there is class struggle from the government. ltaly heid its first geyner:lgstrlk?ofigﬁ‘?!\r;rci?l;;rr:glrzo\:ag::t!et{rgggeg:tsto
even without party, nevertheless we also have to point out that every ciass sirug- be aimost a hollday atmosphere. Some 11 million workers are reported taking part in the
gle is a politisal struggle. 1§, through the party, the class puts into action what it ;:SKEB%EK?SQS‘%Q a!ﬁ!egad inadequacies In a new housing bill. UP: CABLEPHOTC &77i71
is, if it does so by dissolving in practice everything that it must destroy in theory, motarcycl ECTS HIS POLIGE ROME, ITALY: Standing ot &0 o bfare shalr shiny

o | A M | | i . roycles, row upon row of Rome poilcemen were inspected by Benito Mussoliai Oct, 18 as
by feaping from sirategy to 1actics, and if only In this way does il selze power he rode down the lines with hand raised in the Fascist salute. it was the tenth anniversary of
from the hands of those whe hold it, and organise that power in its own hands, in the founding of the force. {AP) 10/30/35

new forms...f all this i5 true, then one must conclude that the relationship Class-
Party-Revolution is far tighter, far more determinate and much more historicatly
specific than the way it is currently being presented, even by Marxists. One can-
not split the congept of revoiution from the class relatlonship. But & class refa-
tionship is posed for the tirst time by the working class. Thus, the concept of
revoiution and the reality of the working class are one and the sams. Just as
there can be no classes before the workers begin to exist as a class, so there can
be no revolution before the destructive wilt that the worling class bears within
itself, by the very nature of its existence, takes solid sorm...The classic model of
the bourgecis srgyalution” — invented by historical materialism — concaives of a

: sudden seizing of political power only after the compietion of a long, slow,

! gradual taking-over of economic power. Thus the class, having already dorminated

i socisty as & whole, then lays claim to the running of the $tate. Now, if these in-
tantile schemes had only been used to ilustrate a history pook ot two, weli and

. good: after ail, one might expect that of a “history bock”. But in the Marxist

il camp, etrors of theory aré paid for in very practical terms: this Is a law whose

i consequences the workers have had to suffer all too often. When the attempt was

i made to apply the mode! of the bourgeois revolution 1o the course of working

: class revolution, it was at that point (and we have got to understand this), it was

" at that point that we saw the strategic coflapse of the movemani. The workers

it were supposed to copy this modei: they were supposed to demonsirate, in prac-

tice, that they were capabie of managing the economy of the society {tar more

m capabie, of course, than the capitalists), and on this basis they were to demand
the running of the State. Hence, workers' management of capitat as the prime

w way, the vglagsic” road to socialism. Eor historical materialism, social denocracy
il is theoretically the most orthodox workers' movement. Basically, al the com-

raunist movement has done has peen to break and overturm, in some aspects of
its practice, the social demogratic fogic of what has been its own theory.

And yet, at the beginning the dividing line batween soclat demogracy and the
communist movement was clearly fixed. And if an internal history of the working
class is to be reconstructed — alongside that of capital — it wiil certainly inglude
poih of these organisational expertences — atthough not under the same
heading, and.not with the same significance accorged to each, There is in fact 2
ditference of quality between different moments of the working class struggle
itself. August 9, 1842, when 10,000 workers marched on Manchester, with the
Chariist Richard Pitling at their head, to negotiate with the manuiacturers at the
Manchester Exchange, and also to see how the market was going, is not the
game as Sunday May 28,1871 in Paris, when Gallitet calied out of the ranks of
prisonets those with grey hair and ordered them to e shot immediately, because
as well as being present at March 1871, they had alse tived the dxperience of
June 1848, And we should not summarise the firsi case as an oifensive action by
the workers and the second as an act of repression by the capitalists, because
perhaps it is guite the opposite. ;

1t is true that here we ses the working elass articuiation of capitalist deveiop-
ment: at first as an initiative that is positive for the functioning of the system, an
initiative that only needs to be organised via institutions; In the segond instance,
as a “No", a rafusal to manage the mechanism of the society as it stands, merely
to tmprove it — a "No” which is repressed by pure vlolence. This is the difference
of content which can exlst — even within one and the same set of working ¢lass
demands — between trade union demands and political refusal-
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The Tribe of
Moles -

Sergio Bologna

This articie was written immediately after the
gxplosion of the sMovement of ‘77" in Rome
and Bologna. 1t is ona of the most jucid at-
tempts to analyze the class composition of
the “new social subjesl”

sergio Bologna's note on terminclogy: "“The
categories of class analysis used by the
sociology (petly bourgeoisie, middie olass,
{umpen- o sub-proletariat, fumpen-
vourgecisie, elc) are used here oaly In thair
conventional historical usage. We consiger
the scientitic value of these gtagsifications
10 be doubtful to say the teast. Yhe concepis
of capital and class composition are far bel-
ter suited to deflne the dynanic of class rela
tions today as relations of power. .. These
conliradictions of tanguage are an exprasslon
of the contemporary crisis of the tradliional
Marxist conceplual apparalus. They under-
line the need for & creative and political re-
evaluation of analytical categories, a “re-
discovery” of Marxism in the light of the con-
temporary class struggle.”

This article is a provisional attempt to trace the internal development of the
autonomous class movement in italy, which led to the explosive gonfroniation
arcund the Bnlversity' ocoupations in Spring 1877, sueh analysls is only mean-
ingfut If it aitows us 16 uncover the new composition of the class underlying these
struggies, and to indicate the first elemants of a programme o advance and fur-
ther generalise the movement.

Hare we analyse the movement primatlly In its reiation to the italian potitical
system and the changes it has undergone through the period of crisis since 1968.
With the Historic Comprofise strategy of the ltalian Communist Party (PGCI) since
1974, the form of fne State has taken a new leap forwards — towards the
organization of & “party system” which no jonger aims te mediate or rep.ras_ent
conflicis in civil society, butis increasingly compact and counterposed against
movements in civil society, and against the political programme of the new com-
position of the class. - ) - .

The wartime antl-Fascist resistance in ltaty faid the basts for a form of the State
based on the “party system'. The new ragime inherited trom Fascism fairly
powertul instruments fo anindependent poiitical "interforence’ In the process of
raproduction of classgs (normatly jeft 10 the development of productive retations

THE FORM OF THE
STATE — OPEN OR
LATENT

and the real subsumption of labour to capital). These instruments were: credit; the
State-goa%rolied industries; and public expeniture. :

The party system thus came 10 control the basic sectors of the economy and the
important service sectors. Through this control, and within it that of the Christian
Democrats {the hegemonic party from the crisis of the Parrl Government In
November 1945 to the Centre-Left coalitions of the ‘sixties) it was able 1o
negotiate with US impertalism and the muitinationais, both domaestic and foreign,
regarding the International division of labour, the rate of increase of the working
class, the type of working class to be promoted, in other words, {0 arganise the
dynamic of class relations in a way that corresponded 10 the plans for potitical
stability, In certaln regions of the northern “industrial triangie” the reproduction
of social classes was left to the classic mechanisms of concentration-
massification of jabour power in iarge-scale industry, In this sector it was left 0
productive capital, private and public, to pring about that “rational demographic
composition”, the lack of which {for Htaly, In contrast 1o the USA) Gramsci had s0
famented in his Prison Notebooks (see Amaricanism and Fordism). Here, in other
words, a soclety was to be deveiopad made up entirely of producars, consisting
solely of wage labour and capital.

tt should be added that this mechantsm of advanced capitatist development pro-
duced not only factory workers, but also a large proportion of tertiary workers, so
that regions like Liguria, Lombardy or Veneto have a higher percentage of
employees working in tertiary activities than some regions in the South. In thase
tatter regions, however, the intervention of the “party system” in the mechanism
of reshaping and reproducing the ciasses seemed to take place with greater
autonomy from the movements of capltal.

The puolitical agreements established with large-scale European industry mean-
while permitied a large number of agricultural proletarians to be transterred
abroad; the production of a factory working class was piioted with greaf care, ac-
cording {0 the principle that the command of fixed capitai should always be ovar-
powering. At the same time, support was glven 10 al forms of agricultural produc-
tien that maintalned irrational demographic relations; there was a fiow of sub-
sidising finrance aimed 1o rgongeal” non-productive refations and social strata,
and a tlow of revenus — “maney as money” - acquired through employment in
the public administration, All these had the effect of reproducing a dispropor-
tionatsly large semali-to-middie bourgsoisie, based gn income as revenue, which
represented the social base necessary for the stabitity of the Christian Democrat
regime.

in the long term, the effects of this poticy for tha reproduction of the classes
blunied the revolutionary effects of the real subjection of labour to capital, otf-
satting the growth of the working class with a disproportionate growth of a small-
ta-middie bourgeoisie, in receipi of revenue; not hostlle to the working ciass, but
passive, not anti-Unicn but “gutonomous”, not productive but saving, and hence

" allowing a soclal recycling of the income received by it. But this class dynamic

was shattered and thrown off course, first by the working class offensive at the
end of the 1980s, and then, a few years later, by the violent effects of the crisis
which we shalt examine later.

The form of the State under the post-war “party system” is a fafent form: what

normally appears on the surface is a method of mediating and representing con-

tlicts. On the one side are the governing parties that dominate the bureaucratic-
repressive apparatus of the State, and on the other the opposition parties , which
are the teceptacles for mediaiing the drives and sontradictions of civil society.The

form of the State comes out into the open in certain historical moments, when

the crisis of the preceding regime and the development of a new class composi-
tion risk escaping from the controt of the diatectic between Government and op-

. position. This happened In 1945-46, after the armed struggle against Fascism, The

parties chose 1o replace 1helr refations with the classes, with the masses, by
mutual relations among themselves; and the Cemmunist Party chose to pricritise




.

its retations with the other parties that backed ihe constltution of the Republic, cess of reproduction of classes via various sorts of Statle provision, one of the
rather than its relations with the class and the armed movement, 1n & similar way, most important of these has clearly been the {iberalisation of acce;ss to Univer-
in this latest period, and playing on a similar “state of emergency” in order t0 sities since 1060, Some Interpret this move as a means of ercding the working
overcome the prgsea! cr_isis {as with the post-War «Reconsirection’), ever since it class hegemony that matured in the wave of struggies in the late "sixtles
chose the path of the Historic Compromise {and motre vigorously since the EBlec- isotating it by promating upward social mobility. tf a project of this sort v:vas aver
tjons of June 1978), the Communist Party has priviteged the strengihening of its formulated explicitly, we are not aware of it. Let ua examine the meshanism. The
links with the other parties — and in particular with the Christian Damocrals. This lineralisation of access to Universities, at ieast on paper, favours social proz-no-
was in order to "resoive the crisis of the State”, to redsfine the “party system” in tion. A working class youth can escape the path of the previcus generation, can
terms of congord rather than conflict. By now, the unity of the parties at a avald the necessity of factory or mantal work. This operation Is financed b;'
political and programmatic level Is being concluded like steei dome erected over distribytion in the form of presalari (grants) — the University of Padua alone ac-
the needs of the working class. The *party system” no longer aims to represent counts for over $2,000,000 z year: and by an Increase of teaching stafl and sup-
sonflicts, nor to mediate or organise them: it delegates them o “economic in- plementary part-time stafi.
teresis” and poses itself as the specific form of the State, separate from and
hostile to movements in society. The poiitical system becomes mare rigid, more . At this point the high priests of our ecanomy beg‘in to compialn that the criteria
trontally counterposed to clvil soclety. The party system na longer “receives’ the for finanaing this social mobility detormine in advance the class that will emerge
thrusts from the base; it controis and represses tham, from the jiberatised university system: a lower-middie bourgeoisie which is sub-
| sidised and “living off weltare” rather than productive or disposed to waork. They
THE This race among the parties {above a!l the PCI} to arrive at ever-tighter links, this complain, in other words, that the prospect of jobs that differ from factory work Is
CONCRETISATION naw edition of the constitytional pact signed during the Rasistance and then a0t a sufficient incentive to productive labour, but rather acts as a signpost
OF THE NEW FORM violated by the Christias Democrats, is happening today under the banner of the towards recelpt of income in the sphere of circulation, towards the world of
OF THE STATE ideology of the crisis and the imposition of guslerity. The connective chain which revenue (money as money, removed from the circuit of productive capital). At this
simuttaneously binds the parties within the new constitutional pact, and counter- polnt the whole “party system” jeins in the great debate on tha reproduction of
poses them as a machine hostile to civil society, to the soclety which expresses classes in Haly, its distortions, imbalances etc., the general conclusion being that
new needs, to the composition of the class, |s represented by the ideciogy of the it is not sufficlent to raproduce a lower-to-middie bourgeolsle in an antl-working
crigis, The form of the State is now becoming open and explicit through the con- ) ctass role, if this then becomas an unproductive class in receipt of revenue!
solidation of the pact within ihe “party system”. It does not, in other words, de- .
pend on the strengthening of the military-repressive apparatus: the latter is sUbor- And 50 the scapsgoal mythology of “Hunt the Parasite” — the lynchpin of the
dinaie fo the jevel of homogeneity of the "party system”. _ crisis ideology — comes to the fore. Backed by the “scientific” reveiations of
Sylo§ L.abini, Gorreri, elc, this game now starts in earnest, A sort of vague
This process is a complex one, and has met with a thousand obstacles: but by egaitarianism emerges, which scrutinises the income of the clerical worker, the
now it is clearly the only way if the present power equilibria are o be maintained, stident and the tertiary worker, and says nothing, for exampie, about the transfor
Since the student uprisings in 1877, the movement towards an aii-party goalition ,ma“‘:‘" of capital-which-is-productive o capital-which-is-productive-of-interest: in
to confront the crisis has accelerated. its most shameful form, this sgalitarianism assumes tones of workerist
. chauvinism. 1t appears that it is no longer capitat that expioits the worker, but the
But if the form of the State, which is becoming explicit, cannot be reduced simply postman, the milkman and ihe student. These are the first shots in that “class
to the strengthening of the repressive apparatus, how then is It concretised? So analysis” which will become the official ideclogy and the preferred argument of
tar, at teast, it has been concretised through a system of values, of political - the super-paid Fdi?OﬁGI'W?”WS of the Regime's press. It is a crude and effective
norms, unwiitten rules govarning ali parties in the demosratle arena, which de fac- ideclogy. The liberalisation of University access is made to coincide with the
to decide what is legitimate, what is legal or ilegal, what is productive or un- crisis, with youth unemptoyment, with the reduction of the productive base, with
productive, etc. Singe the framework far this consensus ls provided by a precise ' the enlargement of the area of State subsidy, But most of all, to it is traced the
Ideotogy of crisis, a certain type of intellectuat has assymed major social tmpor- radical new phase of the pofitical behaviour of the masses. The circle closes;

tance as propagator or exponent of the “collective consciousness” in this period.

; TREASON OF THE The front-line responsibility for providing the basic arguments behind the ideclogy

5‘ INTELLECTUALS, of crisis clearly Hes with the protessicn of economists. This applies not only to
; LIBERALISATION OF  the high priests of the regime. it includes young economists who have taken
ACCESS TO up university posts, backed by Cambridgs of Harvard promotion, and very often
EDUCATION, AND " open to iinks with ihe trade unions, Faced with the alternatives of working class
THE WORLD OF commitment or pourgepis-academic economic science, they have invariably, more
REVENUE or less explicitly, opted for the {atter. in certain cases, precisely through a differ

ing interpretation of the dominant ideology of the crisis, they have contribuled 10
it, and have helped to "close the circle”. Such can be said, 10 give just one exam-
ple, of the "New Lelt” sconomists of the Modena faculty: this sould have hecome
a cantre for rigorous and well-documented counter-information to dismantle the
{aise arguments behind the ideciogy of the erisis. Instead they preferred to keep
quiet, or provided more lessans to the working class on prudence, . .how t0 be
reasonable. . .how 1o surrender, This is oniy one example of the more general
sjrgasen of the inteilectuals” of the 1968 generation, which has been one of the
main factors allowing the task of Restoration to take place in the Universities in
cecant years, and has contributed to creating the radicat cultural gap between tha |
movement of ‘68 and that of ‘77, - |

If the Halian political system has pesn abie to. interfere aytonomously In the pro-
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what was previously defined as a lower-to-middle bourgeolisie in receipt of
revenue (ie a priviieged class), is now stamped as a frustrated “lumpen-
bourgeoisie”, as syouth desperation”, as smarginality” — in other words, as 2
perverse effect, croated by the crisis, of & machanism which had been originaily
created and conceived as a means of stabilising the system and acting (though
this is now gquistly forgotten) in an anti-worker function!

It is not easy lo untangle the mass of lies and half-iruths which are contained in
shis disteried version of tha ciass dynamic, The best answer is 1o retun 1o the
roots of where it all began — the cycle of working class struggles of 1968-89. The
problem for the snarty system” at that stage was not oniy that of blocking and
marginalising a working class sociat hegemony which had shown itseif in italy for
the first time since the second World War. it was the problem, rather, 0f
uprooting the politicat forms in which this hegermony had manifested itself — the
political form of autonomy.

One answer lay in the technotoglcal-type provisions that wers introduced in order
1o break up the centrat nucteus of the ciass (the change in organic composition,
ete). But jess obvious was the process by which the “party system’” began the
conquest of the tgrrain of working class autonomy, presenting itself tor the first
time in tha form of expiieit State power.

+this occured in the factory itself, with the gradual ramoval of effective power
trom the delegates {shop stewards) in the factory Councils, and above ali with the
manipulation of the workers' Assembhies, thelr graduat destruction as organs of
ingependent working ctass initiative and choice. The tactories, which had been
free from traditional party potitics for more than a decade, and in which the
organisation of class autonomy form “politics” In the established sense was won
in the cycle of mass struggles trom the iate 'sixties, now once again became a
political terrain of maniputation by the “party system”. All the forms and in-
stances of ciass autonomy, through which a real space tor independent class
poiitics had been conquered, (even those related to trade union mediation, such
as shop steward organisation}, were taken over and aliowed o atrophy — and
meanwhile restructuration rooted out and scattered the most homogeneous and
militant groups in the plants. The “party systerm’ took control of the organisa
tional forms that remained, such as the Works Councits, tuening them into
parliamentary talking-shops.

At the same time, ihe extra-pariiamenlary groups began their suicidal retreat from
ihe factory, and in general ceased to give much attention to problems of the com-
position of the clags, This-has led to a sityation where, today, she factory and the
working class are almost unknown entities.

The larger the political space congquered by the extra-institutionai movements,
and the wider the cultural tersitory and the system of vaiues and behaviour that
these impose on decisive sections of the ciass, the more the form of the State as
“party system” become tncreasingly open and aggressive.

But the form of the State cannot live only as a power that s hostile to extra-
institutionai movements: needs a basic legitimation —~ namely the legitimation
of iis coincidence with the laws of capitaiist accumulation. By making itsaif the

interpreter of the ideclogy of the crisis, by organising the new constraint-lo-work
ang the pclic'y of austerity and sacrifice, ihe State-form of the 'party system’ ar

rives at the highest point of integration within the system of capital, by a process

of gradual abandonment of its autonomy. But what then are we 1o make of the
claim by certain heirs of Togliatti that there exists an “autonomy of the
political”? Whers is thiz autonomy? Even where this autonomy nad the greatest
substance — in the process of reproduction of classes — the vioience of the
crisis has brought everything undar the iron rule of the laws of capiial.

Despite all the taik about the effects of public intervention via the growth of
public expenditure, ait the most recent surveys {for exampte, the Bank of Haiy's

{EVELS AND
HISTRIBUTION OF
INCOME AND
CLASS
COMPOSITION,

Bulletin for Ocl-Dec 1876) show that in ltaly there has been no change in the
disiribution of ingome, nor any substantial alteration in its composition.

Levals of income have not diminished, despite the crisis. Even the levsl of con-
sumer durables has not failen (in fact HP forms of payment have fallen). To
discover how the proietariat, and in particular the working class, have not allowed
themselves fo be pushed to the brink of poverty by the crisls but have succeeded
in increasing their needs and the means of satisfying them, would already telt us
a greal deal about the new composition of the class.

If consumption has not fallen, neither has the level of savings: and this point is
significant for analysis of the *'petty bourgecisie” and (as we are led to believe)
the hypertrophy of the “tertiary secior’. Hallan famiiies nave one of the highest
rates of savings in the world: this would seem to confirm the hypothesis that the
propensity to saving in the form of banking liquidity is & symptom of the
“tertiary” disproportion of ltatlan soclety and its insufficient praductive base.

And yet not only does the Bulletin show that savings of lower 10 middle income
groups have increased (1973 — ie in a period of savage inflation and devaluations
of the lira) in the form of bank deposits, current accounts and post office savings;
but also that this is a {actor of equilibrium, recyciing income through credit in-
stitutions, invested In the form of money capital in anterprises, public and privats,
and in Treasury Bonds financing public expenditure, services, etc. The myth of the
fnypertrophy of the tertiary sector — the common theme of the ideology of the
crisis, from the Right to the “New” Leit — has no foundation. The QECD figures
show that employment in the tertiary sector in Haly Is among ths lowest among
advanced induastrial countries: Italy 45%; USA 64%; Canada 62%; UK 54% — onty
Federal (Germany has a iower percentage. Moreover, fhe ISTAT statistics show ter-
ttary employment to be concentrated mainly in the Industrial North,

According to the schema presenied by the prevalent propaganda of the crisis, we
would expect a fHlow of credit to promole an unproductive, revenue-based layer of
society — the lower-to-middte bourgecisie, as the prop of polittcal stability — and
a disproportionate fiow oi-resources to the tertiary sector. Not g0l The special
eredit institutions (promoted by the State), according to the Bulletin, direct mare
financing towards industey (a three times higher proporticn), or to transport and
communications (one and a half times higher) than fo commerce, services and
public administation. Housing alone — a remarkable fact - takes up double the
investrment of the whote tertiary sector put together!




THE MONETARY
CRISIS, THE
PROPERTY MARKET,
AND ITS EFFECT
ON CLASS
STRATIFICATIONS

There is a specific relation between the property market and the monetary crisis.
Property is the first refuge for the security of the savings of the “petty
hourgeoisie” — but alse for the investment of petro-dollars, the hasis of the em-
pire of real-gstate investment trusts, insurance companies, pension funds, eic., in-
cluding the most adventurous kinds of speculative activity. According to the US
Federal Reserve, at the end ot 1875, about a quarter of the credits of US banks
were in housing. While between 1971-74 “jand and land development loans”
(above all for suburban development) tripled, commercial bank credits to real
estate trusts and mortgage companies more that doubled?,

In this way the prices of suburban areas have increased, making it more produc-
tive for capital to develop suburban housing, ang distancing sociai strala with
higher incomes away trom city centres, while at the same time depriving those ¢i-
ty centres of rates, taxes, atc.; and seiting in motion the mechanism of “fiscal
crisis” of public spending, which is now a well-noted facl. However, we are only
at the start of this process, because the acquisition of suburban areas has not
veen followed by an equally targe movement of construction; while the race was
on to capiure land, the actual construction of housing saw a dramatic decline: f
we add single-family and multi-famity housing, we see a big increase in the period
1971-72, and then a sudden drop in January 1973 to December 1974. When con-
struction began to lift off again, it was in the single-family sector, and was very
weak indeed in the mulli-family sector?,

Hence vasl tracts of suburban landscape are waiiing to be built on, in order 1o
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make productive the capital that has been “fixed” there. In the metropolitan cen-
tres, which have begome the privileged zones for the petrification of capital, the
mechanism differs: in order to get this capital moving, to give it once again the
form of cammodity and exchange value, a specific financial structure has bean
created — a series of special speculative institutions, invented through the crisis,
which have increased the rhythm of transters of property deeds and have given a
considerable impulse to the velocity of circulation of money, without it passing
through a process of production. In the United States 100 — and probably more
so than in italy — the “construction interest” has used the crisis in order to sub-
tract rescurces from productive capital. Thus, there has not been a “shortage of
capital' as some people have maintalned; companies’ risk capltal has been fur-
nished in large measure by private pension tunds, which, according to Peter
Drucker, today hoid one third of all share capital in the USA%. Thus it would ap-
pear that productive capital has been financed by the contributions of waorkers,
while the institutional investors — and particularly the banks which cantrol them
— have preferred to take the path of speculation In property or in exchange rates.

The huge drain of financial resources on the part of real estate and property
capital brings us back to the guestion of the “party systemy’. The powers confer-
red.on local administrations are as yel uncertain, but there is no doubt that in
ltaly the “party system” represents the maost important conditioning factor in the
property market. Large controliers of territory (the DC and the PCH) can, through
planning controls, force a bargaining process onto the “construction interest™,
can force it to make payciis (which, however, are insignificant compared with the
powers that the “construction interest’™ confers onto the “party system”, as
regards the directing and control of ciass dynamics). As some mare intetligent
analyses have shown, the construction cycle in ltaly has functioned as & pump 10
drain away tncome from workers and redistribute it to the middle class on ihe ons
hand, and to the “construction inlerest” on the others.

The attack on incomes via the cost of housing has a direci effect on class
stratifications, and is a factor of viclent proletarianisation; the enforced shift
towards badly served peripheral urban areas is a powerful factor of marginalisa-
tion. The classes, redrawn through this process, sake on the typical mixed
characteristics of a period of crisis. The waged worker who, through the
guarantees of trade unionism, manages to maintain his income level, but who, for
reasons of housing problems, lives in a marginalised area, produces economic,
social and politicat patlerns of behaviour that stand halfway between the

1HE TOTAL
SUBORDINATION OF
THE PARTY SYSTEM
10 THE POLITICS

oF THE CRISIS

“gugrantged" working class and the sub-proletarial even if the actual status of
fis job might otherwise place him in the lower-to-middie bourgeoisie.

A considerable part of the political behaviour of the young proletariat during the
recent struggles should be understood starting from city planning as a space of
intervention in class dynamics. The mythical "'reconquest of the city centres” is a
reaction ta the marginalising thrust which the unholy alliance of the “construc-
tion lobby™ and the “party syslem™ is bringing about. within this “reconquest of
the city centres™ there is the desire to count as a politica! subject, to break the in-
stitutional balances, to interfere once again in the internal relations of the “party
system”, a refusal to be classified as an “area of culture” and that's all,

Ta conclude: inftation and ihe mechanisms of the crisis have considerably sroded
the power of the "'party system™ to intervene autonomously in the process of
reproduction of classes in ttaly. The relative autonomy of the potitical distribution
of income has been greatly narrowed. The possibitity of creating status dif-
ferences via income differentials, dispensing cash through transfers of income,
supplementing Incomes in the public services, etc,, has been diminished. The
question of “raticnal demographic composition” to which Gramscl referred in the
thirties) is now coming to depend primarily on capitatist development alone, on
the organic composition of aggregate capital. Even the process of tertiary growth
or creation of unproductive sectors now depends more on the development of fix-
ed capital than on any aulonomous intervention on the part of the potitical elites.

Nobody would deny that the “party system” had the power In past years to in-
terfere with some independence in this process — via economic controls over
eredit and distribution of cash as revenue, of through export of the proletariat.
But at the same time, the "distorting effect” of these choices is deliberately exag-
gerated by the PCI and the official labour movement, Their result overall does not
seem especlally different (for example in the case of the growth of tertiary aclivi-
ty) from the developments in other industrial countries. Nor have they resuited, at
least until recently, in any significant change in the distribution of income.

if anything, they have created a social and industrial structure aculely sensitive to
the problem of savings — permitting a centralisation of unpraductive incomes
and their recycling in the form of money capital and public expenditure. The
powers that the “party system” does stil} deploy, no longer over the reproduction
of classes, but over the new class aggregation that has been formed through the
crisis, are located at a different level, {ie in externaiised forms of controt at the
social-territorial level 1o disaggregate and disintegrate the unity of the class, and




e
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in perverse relations with specific seclors of speculative capital such as the pro- ;iECOMPOSiTION crisis and the unfolding of the State form through rigidification of th
“ "o “
parly market) gEATSI-lSEm\??:élNG .?ys:em tr:Ne must now turn to the other side — the recomposition o? thpea::tfz;ss
. o take the factor t i i int i ; .
It 15 from within these sarrow Hmits that the new form of the Slate is derived. This PERIOD SINCE both are enclavesyogrre:;igzg:r:rig ?escjvztrar:;?g po;m s Q.Ot 8 pmb’f’"}g'“ that
is not Lo be seen as the aoncluding phase of the mucn-vaunted “autonomy of the THE LATE "SIXTIES. y of an alternative class politics ~

either starting point wo j
political” vis-a-vis “economic” development, but rather as an entirely cpposite 9 paint would sas us Just o2 well

process: that of the total subordination of the “party sysiem” to the politics of

the crisis. If we take the subjective deveiopment of the movement through the period siﬁce

the cycle of class offensive in the late *sixties, we can distinguish two main
phases of struggle. In the first, from 1969 o the oil ¢risis of 1973-74, the atiack on
the central militant core of the working class by means of restructuration, produc-
tive reorganisation, etc,, was combined with the “strategy of tenslen” (ter'roristic
use of secret services, clandestine proto-Fascist aclivity backed by the State, with
considerable use of Fasclat personnel). The most recent generation of milita:;ts
formag around the movement of 1968-69 was consumed in the response o this alv
tack: foliowing the “parenthesis” of the-workers' offensive, they returnad to the
classic schemas of the Parly — the strict relation between programme and
organisation, and a perspective on the struggie for power articulated according 10
ihe tactics of a militant anti-Fascist movement, combined with the conquest of
the tormal, electoral level of poiitics, During the first phase the "party system”
was not yet “congealed”’ into the form of the State: it was dividad in a sharp op-
position between an executive, which mobitised the ctandestine levels of the

State (from the secret services io the magistracy), and an opposition which reviv-
?‘d the democratic values and traditions of the anti-Fascist Resistance. This was
in other words, a phase of partiai re-absorption of the preceding forms of class |
aurqnomy by the “parly sysiem”, a recovery of the ideologicat and organisational
traditions of the official working class movement: a ceriain “introjection” of the
“party system” within the revolutionary movement itself.

The reproduction of clagses has become a problem of potitical jegitimation rather
than material intervention: a question of zoclal and cultural Identity, of accep-
tance or refusal to accept the norms of sacial behaviour required and laid down
by the form of the State. Classes have tended to ose their “objective”
characteristics and become definec in terms of politicat subjectivity. But in this
process the major jorce of redefinition has come fromh betow: In the eontinuous
reproduction and invention of systems of counter-culture and struggte in the
sphere of averyday fiving, which has becoma aver more “itisgal”, The liberation of
this area of autopomy outside and against ofticial social institutions, is stronger
than the system of values the “party system” seeks to impose.

#Hence the new form of the State, or rathat its unmasking, already finds itgelf In a
sritically weak condition, To furn to the pureaucratic-reprassive apparatus, to a
“power-State” pare and simple, would mean the end of the “party system’ itself,
as established for more than thirty years.

What we have witnessed tn the crisis is the subjection of the potitical system on
the part of capital, the destruction of its vautonomy'. This cannot be properly
understood unless we see it 1a retation to the centralisation of capitatist com-
mand which defines the politics of the criats for aff parties {ie the area of

“politics” itseif). This centralisation s formally represented in menetary institu- As regards the relation between subjectivity and models of organisation on the

tions, from central banks 10 the IMF. r(’:VOiutionary tefi, this first pericd, from the Siate-fascist bombing provocation of
Piazza Fontana (Milan, Dacember 1969) to the eventual defeat of the “strategy of

Eor the past three years, we in Primo Maggio have been pointing out a fact which tansion® (even i its ramifications continued up to the June 1978 Election), was

s now generally acoepted: 8conCmic policy choices — and hence also the criterla marked by a general rejection of the creative hypothases of the movament of

upon which class relations in nation states are being conditioned - are no longey 1968-69. This was accompanied by the rebirth in the movement of ultra-Boishevik

the resuit of negotiation Of bargaining between parties, unions ang so on, (in madetls of organisation, or — In the case of groups fike the MLS (Workers'

other words mediated relations of force betwaen classes and interests), but are Sociallst Movernent, based on the Milan student movement), Manifesto, Avanguar

laid down by externat constraints determinad by (In the tast instance) the Interna- dia Operaja and PDUP — of traditional historical Togliaﬂiar{ models e;nbeilisg;led

sional Monetary Fund. at most, with Maoism. There was, in other words, & certain revival oF the historic ,

organisational epech of the itallan Gommunist Party and movement, from
it Is this new Institutional reality of power on an international scale that provides Gramscl to the Resistance. !

the basic guidelines fof the logic of the current ideology of the crisls and scarcity,
and hence also the propaganda for austerity measures. The Garier Adminisiration
has developed this particuiar aspect of money as capitaiist commarnd as the
basis of US global policy. This relaunching of US hegemony depends in addition
on results already acquired, which attow the USA control over scarcity, especiatly
in the kay sectors of energy and food internationaily. (“The Us have emerged as
the key source of global nutritional stability” - Secratery Brzezinskl, In Foreign
Poticy No. 23). Every “natlonal” choice in the area of basic anergy ang food must
come up agalnst an international division of labour thai the USA intends to have
respected, The technology of tood processing wilt be as jealously defended as
patroleum or uranium. Today it is command over wage commodities above all thal,
regulates the refations between the USA and the rest of the world. Since the PCI
victory in the 1976 elactions and its acceptance of italy’s membaership of NATO,
toliowed by the recent DC elastoral revival, the Carter Administration, while
cautious, has come round to the realistic recognlition that the only solution for
peliticai management of the crisis in italy 18 the reinforcement of the pact binding
tegetner the “party system™ and a “government of majority parties”, inciuding the
PCL as the sole condition, in othar words, for the implementation of austerity by
consent.

5o far we have concentrated on the recompostion of capitalist com?nand in the




This revivai drasticatly marginatised the classie “workerist'” area of autonomy in-
herited from the worker-student movement of 196869, a3 weli as the anarchist,
siuationist, and more intransigent Marxist-Leninist groups.

The central nucieus of the “workers’s autonomy’ tendensy, representad by Potere
Operaic {Workers’ power) and Collettivo Politico Metrogpoiitano, having come up
agalnst the institutional-political limits of a strategy based on the political poten-
tial of factory wage strugglas,'made a dramatic cholce in favour of fighting for
the militarisation of the movement, This similarly involved siogans like “overcom-
ing the spontaneity of the autonomous mass movement” and “building the armed
party™. It tnvoived staking everything on levels of organised militancy, profes
siohal cadres, ete. This was {0 be a losing battle. But the main probiem now 18 to
grasp how and why the margins of the Movement were 80 drastically curtailed,
deprived of political space, white only hypotheses of party organisation survivad
in this period.

g THE POLITICAL In general we can say {hat historical madeis were taken up uncriticalty and

PROBLEMS OF assumed as a prior normative valigity and importance. tollowing the wave of new
THE MOVEMENT, potitical hypotheses that went well peyond the communist historical tradition, in
AND THE 146889, we then saw a wholasale recovery and revival of Third tnternationalist
DEVELOPING models and perspectives, The centyal probiem was State terrorism; the problem of
PARTYIST power, seen as {he smashing of the Stale machine, further accentuated the
CONCEPTIONS. classic Leninist features of organisation. This is true espectally of the struggle to

overthrow the Right-wing Andreotti-Maiagodi Government up to 1972, which jed to
{he maximurn degtee of convergence hetween the organisational strategy of the
revolutionary Left group$ and the institutional forces of anli-Fascism, The groups
were in the process absorbad into the “party systam”’, to the axtent of “crossing
the parliamentary'e!ecmral threshold”; ieading to the creation of organisalions
like PD (Proletarian bemocracy), or tactics of electorai support for the PCI, ilkke
Lotia Continua, Bul this atready takes us inle the second, post-1973 phase, which
we shall be examining iater.

A sort of imperfect Toghiattian syslem was in operation in this first period: on the
one hand a strong presance
and demonstrations promoted by the groups; on
wut above all through institutions and the Press,
the terrorist blackmail of the DC Government and its ailies, Even the initlatives of
the Red Brigades {BR) in this perlod maintain an chjective ambivalence between
extreme forms of militant antl-Fascism (viewed with considerable toierance by
certain sectors of ex-parlisans, veterans of the armed Resistance of the 1940°s)
and the building of an armed party, derived from within the “post-workerist” and
insurrestionist perspectives of the “workers' autonony” current we have already
referred 10,

We can therefore gistinguish the characteristics of the average type of militant
formad in this phase of the struggle: a party cadre, with considerable organisa-
tional ability, activism and presence at all necessary tevels, who developed cer-
tainty from his or her own situalien of struggle, but who received an overail
political framework from the “party school” and the myths of ihe organisation. it
would be unfaly to say simply that this implies the tarmation of alienaied
militants, exprp;’riated of their own subjectivity. The positive characieristics of
this period, the unceasing rhythm of campaigns and mobitisations, sometimes
bling, but no less etfective in the long Tun; the new, caicuiated, organised use of
“diract action” in the street damonstrations and confrontations; the prompt
response to provocations of the Right — all these activities gstabiished and im-
posed a terrain of mass political practice, which pacame a social structure, 8
class composition, even if its signs of fragility became apparent in the second
period.

The transition to this second period of the struggle must be first understood in

was not only due to the increased emphasis on tertitorial-community activism
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in the streets, mititant anti-Fascism, mass campaigns
the other, parliamentary pressure,
py the PCi and psl, to overthrow

terms of the changed relation between the revolutionary Left and the {actory. This ;

{see Take Over the City and similar slogans and projects of this phase). 1t was
r?lher that the restoration of Third internationatist models meant that the scien.
tific Marxist concepts of the factory and the working class were lost sight of The
relation between revolutionary politics and the reality of the working class wéxs
mediated by ona over-fiding theme - that of restructuration. in other words, a
?'efe'nsive terrain, which not oniy accepted as given the fragmentation of ’mé
‘mass worker” — the driving force of the class in the pravious workers' cffensive
_ but made this fragmentation the key point of departure for organisation. This
was a confusing period. The Leit groups had no factory strategy; their militants
we(e purged from the plants, alther sacked (often for absenteeism), by leaving of
thelr own accord, or taking shefter within the Unions. In some of the large working
class concentrations of the North, only a clandestine fraction was left to maintain
a slender organisational network.

Not that the pericd 1969-73 was one of standstiil as far as workers’ demands were
concernad — far from it. it was marked by intensive collective bargatning activity
— probably the most intense since the War, Few werg aware of the reconguest by
the "'parly system” in the factories precisely because this process was covered
up by the pressure of Union bargairing. In some sectors labour costs rose by
250{0.3 ygar, not to mention the Unton pressure for the inquadramentc unico
{unification of grading systems for workers and white coliar staff) and on working
conditions and envirenment. But this continuous pargaining activity tended to
have a fragmenting effect politically: it tended to dissolve the political identity of
the class, reducing it to Its lowesf common dencminafor as mere labour-power. R
wqald pe guite wrong to say that the presence of workers’ political problems
“diminished” in this period at all levels. The reality of the situation was rather
that all the properties of the class which unify and define it as a potitical subject
were now transiferred to the organigations. Tne class remalned as a subaltern ele-
ment, a5 “material” for the party, in other words as labour power. The spectie of
the old separation between “aconomic” and “potitical” struggle returned o the
scene. This meant a severe setback for the autonamy of the working class: a
defeat of working class science, of revolutionary theory.

(A;YNCEL\I; g(:LlTICAL is'Ut i;the idantity of the mass worker as potitical subject was now dead — long
e SLES: THE e the mass worker! A political cycle of struggles as deaply rooted and powerful

as that which led from the mass confrontation of Plazza Statuto {Turin, 1863} to
the generalised offensive of ihe Hot Autumn (1988) — throughout which the mass
worker of large-scale industry had acted as the central driving force — could

GENERALISATION OF
THE POLITICAL
BEHAVIOUR OF THE
MASS WORKER

hardiy be gxpected to disappeat without a trace. It was bound o set in moetlon a
whola _ser%es of secondary effects and Irreversible mechanisms, imposing its
specific hegemony on the composition of the entire class.
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THE NEWLY DEFINED
ROLE OF THE
UNIVERSITY, AND
THE EMERGENCE OF
THE WOMEN'S
MOVEMENT
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In fact there were pienty of signs of this. Besldes the network of smaller tactorles - place at other levels — al the level of income and needs: no longer by the vate of
which began to explode one after another, the rest of the labour torce at all leveis academic functionaries, but by the structural Enadequac;r of ser\?ic yThe impact
1ook the cue and began to organise and struggie atong the same lines as the of the crisls and he rise in the cost of living played the dacisive eEs. ?
workers of the big factories. Apart from the aftirmation of a similar modet of rote nere.
poiitical-trade union activity, we find paraliet forms of collactive behaviour and This account takes us to the end of 1973, and the Ol Crisis, which we take as the
practices of struggle. The hegemony of the workers over salaried employees can conventional date for the opening of the second phase. Bui’before we a:; on, we
be seen in the mass picketing by pank employees, including violent confronta- must turn to the decisive event which bagan to fransform the c0ndinongs of t!h
tions with pollce and scabs (the police were by now being used ragularly against movement from 1970-71, stifl in the eariier phase: the birth ot the feminist ove
picksts); of in the “internal marches” {characteristic form of mobilisation at FIAT) ment, This immediately posed & question of hegemony over the whole so r‘noive-
by Government employees al the Ministries. Net to mention gertain more specific fabric, hence was analogous in its dimensions and its claims to the he e?-;i f
effects, such as the warkers' use of labour tribunals. This began to provide cer- the mass worker. The specific, autonomous interests of women organiged bny °
1ain levels of the magistracy with a platform to break away form the impasse of & women, not only directly challenge family relations of producfiolr they also, j"b
purely juridical-formai battle for respect of tabour codes and guarantess against taking an autonomous political form as an independent feminist .:novemenr, in)-!
the illegai practices of the judiclary — hence the emergence of a new working voived a radical separation from the mediations of the “party system”, and P
class practice In jurisprudence. Trade Union representation, but aiso above all from the revolutionary iieft groups

) themsalves. With wemen's seli-rediscovery and claim to control thelr bodies, their
Further, the struggle over nealth and safety at work provided a platform for doc- own needs and desires, their subjectivity, we see the beginnings of a new cr'irj u
tors to break away from the corporate interests of the madical protession: hence - of alienated miiifancy — ons of the key themes of the movement in the secong ‘
the begirning of mass criticlsm of medicine and the medical-pharmaceutical phase — but also, and more fundarnentally, the starting point for the general
power bloc, which has heen one of the major conquests of working class thematic of needs within the movement,
hegemony at the institutional ievel. Class resistance to restructuration and
{echnological innovation in the plants led engineers and technicians also to a All this remained a laient tendency, however, until the beginning of the acute
critique of the arganisation of machinery and plants from a working class view- phase of the crisis in 1974-75. At the institutionat level this coincided with the
point, Finally, there was the unification of grading systems for staff and workers defeal of the “strategy of tension”. Just at the peint when the violence of the
{staff status) together with the conguesl of the "150 Hours” (workers' paid study crisis against the composition of the class reached its apex, the ltalian Left — in-
jeave) conceded In the angineering contract of 1972 and subsequently genera. cluding a iarge part of the extra-pariiamentary groups — we’re celebrating thelr
lised, Aulonomous and distinct from poth professional work-retraining schemes victory at the institutional ievel, considering their mission practically accomp-
and trade union training courses, this fatter victory reimposed a working class, lishad! P
factory presence in the State schools and Universities.

THE ERROR OF Hers we see in striking form the precipitation of alf the contradictions, above all

The arrival of the *150 Hours” workers on study-leave in Universities meant a MISTAKING THE the gap belween “politics” and the reatity of the class, which marked the “im-
ragical change. The effects of freeing antry 1o the Universities became APPEARANCE FOR  perfect Togliattian” situation we described above. The attention of the Left was
macroscopic. Twa new elsmants threw the old elite and academic forms into THE SUBSTANCE focused on the form of the State: buf not at the State form as measured or loveil
erisis: students of proletarian background/students who nad been projetaria- OF STATE POWER.  ed against the autonomy of the working class. Rather, the Stale form was seen in
nised, and the worker-siudents. There was aiso the generational tactor — the itself, in its own autonomy, at the formal-politicat ieve,i only. The crisis of the
youth enrolling in Universities have behind them a High School rnovement, both Right-wing strategy of tension was mistakenly seen by the Left as the crisis of
compact and tested in mass activism in the strests. Those arriving from technicai the State form, The forced abandonment by the DG Government of its underhand
and gommaercial or accountancy schools come from a background of struggles use of Fascist personnel and provocation was mistaken tor the crisis of the
around the retation betwesn education and emptoyment, The mass mesting regime. The temporary virulence of internal batties within the DG and the
{assemblea) remains the basis of political formation, but the political structure of “separate bodies” of the State (secret services, sacurity, elc.) was mistaken for
the mititants comes from the servizio d'ordine (the organisation of stewards, the the crisis of State command. This was to mistake the appearance for the

‘shock troops’ at demonstrations), and from poiitical organising in the community.

This new generation of entrants to the University found nothing new or superior in
terms of culture and means of political sxpression, than what had already been
conquered in the High Schools, or through activity in political groups. In com-
parison, the University appeared as & jifeless, squalid, pureaucratic strugiure, "
which offerad little. The oid academic elite, despite the student revolt of 1968, has
succeeded in coopting a new generation of young opportunist teachers. The pic-
turesque arrogance of the older academics was being replaced by a new genera-
tion of mercurial and spent individuals. The “New Left" intetiectuals of the 1968
vintage, and those formed in the so-called minority groups of the 'sixtias, if not
openly “scld out”’, were aither at the service of the Trade Union Left, or practiSiﬂgf
a dual role of organisational militancy combined with ugeientific” academicism.
Any possibility of a new culture, a re-evaiuation and relaunching of revolutionary
theory and creation of new theoretical weapons hat the University could offer,
were openly discouraged both by the groups and by Left journalism and
publishing. Hence the University was taken for what it was: a bureaucratic filter of
social mobility and nothing more. The contents of academic cuiture were not
challenged: instead there was & whotesate desertion of lectures and seminars.
The struggle against selection of intake, as In 1968, no longer made sense, singe
the State itself had imposed massification and free entry. Selection now took
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substance of State power. Meanwhile, tha real raconstruction of the "party
system” proceeded from batow: the form of the State had already penstraied the
terrain of the factory, and by RowW only needed the ideclogy of the crisis o come
out into the open, as a machine directly polarised against the interests of the
working class.

Hence there was a lamporary crisis at government level, but combined with
gradual wsiabilisation” in the factories, The application of tough measures in high
places; ravelation of scandals, and intlmidating Mafia-style behaviour al the
highest level, exhibited in public; the corruption of the elite and bureaucracty
crudely exposed for the first time — but all in such a way as to demonstrate pro-
vocatively the privilege of impunity of ihe “party system”, Ministers, atlorney
generals, bankers, police chiefs, whose itiegal and underhand practices were amp-
ly proved and discussed, never suffered any penalty in terms of loss of personal
freedom or inceme, Thus the scandals of the regime only served in tact as an ele-
ment of intimidation and hence reintoreement of the State form based on the par-
ty system.

Meanwhile “tough measures’’ were being adopted in the factoryt From 1974 the
tempo of factory closures, sackings and layoffs gathered pace, eased by
systemalic recourse to the cassa integrazione (the State-employer fund to com-
pansate for periods lald off from work, in crisis-hit industries and seciors). The
system of labour-contract legat guaraniees, estahlished thanks to the workers’ of-
fensive of 1968, was not broken and remainsd intact. in other words, it was aliow-
ed to survive as a jurfd!ca.'-conrractuai framework. But the reality of :
“guaranteeism”, which does not depend on written statutes or labour contracts,
but on the homogeneity and compaciness of ¢lass organisation and the political
network of ¢lass autonomy buiit in the factories in the preceding years — this
was attacked by all means available.

As regards the subjectivity of the class, which iz cur main ¢ocus in this article, a
period of sllence now sets in (apart from the weil-known worsening of the condi-
tions of work) — a silence in which we still find ourselves today. This ocourred, in
the absence of alternative political structures, with the decline of democratic
{rade union institytions, 1n the factory mass meelings, which become mora and
mare intrequent, the workers no longer speak. They suffer in silence the con-
tinuous hammaering-home of the official trade union fine {"Things could get
worse'; “We have 0 accept the reaiity of the situation”; “We must tighten our
beits, accepl certain sacrifices” etc). They close themselves off into an attitude
of non-expression of their own needs, and stand by while vanguard mititants are
intimidated, purged or expelled from the factory with the open comptlicity — in-
deed active connivance — of union and party officials. While the purging of
mititants had previously been & creeping, stlent process, the transition to the se-
cond phase becomes cpen and demonstrative: the political confrontation with the
workers becomes a frontal atiack, a determined effort by the “party system” to
normalise the hehaviour of the workers and their forms of struggle. Seen from this
context, the advances made in the sphere of “civit rights” in this new phase must
be seen as a diversion — atthough we should not underestimate their effects, in
legitimating the wemen's fmovement (and hence aliowing it to advance on &
broader political front) and in precipitating the crisis of the military institutions.
Despite these positive aspects, however, thare Is no doubt that the macroscopic
slement of the period 1974-76 remains the inability of the workers' struggle 10
break the equilibrium of the “party system” and destabllise its internal relations.
in this temporary blunting of the polttical impact of working ctass struggle, 8 con-
siderabte role has been piayed by the decentralised po%iticai—adminis&rat%ve struc-
ture of regicnal governments andg tocal authorities. tncreasingly they have in-
tervenad as mediators and arbitrators in factory confrontations. :

The smaller firms and planis have a special importance, for the class subjectivity
and type of struggle that they engender. At this level, of plecemaal biow against
counterbiow, closures and cccupations, i is precisely this war of position that
gives rise to the recompositional processes of the working class. ttls stil difficult
10 esiabiish, but probably the amall factory has provided the pest tarrain, the “en-

FACTORY AND
THE DISSEMINATED
WORKER

try hote™ through which the mole has started 1o dig once again. Of course, small
factories are not homogeneous among themselves, and in fact exhibit sha'rp dif-
ferances and contrasts, For example: differences between low technological
Ieyels, antiquated levels of organisation, and big innovalive tendencles; between
situations of total markel paralysls and situations offering possibilities of fresh
market penetration; tocatly-oriented factories, and factories serving only an inter-
national market; firms that are iotally dependent on the strangle-hoid of cradit
and firms like the cooperatives which are free from bankers' usury; from unionis-
ad firms to others ¢ar greater in number) with no trade union organisation; from
firms with a labour force which is marginat and underpaid, to those where it is
highly paid and skilled; and {inally, varying sized factories where all these
elements are combined under one roof. Precisely this leval of dis-homogeneity
means that the smali-to-medium factory worker does not express a majoritarian
social reference point for the class, whose demands and forms of struggle can be
taken up at the generat fevel of political objectives: furthermore, we cannot expect
to see the kind of relationship (as with the large-scate faciory) of mass vanguards
capabte of putling behind them the whole of the movement.

in other words, in this case there is a lack of those political mechanisms that had
marked the cycle of struggles of the mass worker, But this does not mean that a
general political potential doas not exist: here we fing instead a set of recompasi-
tional mechanisms that start, precisely, from a base of dishomogeneity.

Let’s begin with age: precisely because the smali factory tends {0 use marginal
Jabour-power, the presence of minors and very young people, if not typical, is
nevertheless very frequent, and it is from the smail factories ihat perhaps the
most solid wing of the movement of proletarian youth has been recruited. At the
same time, since the small tactories employ a considerable number of wormen
workers, they have also provided a recruiting ground for a sizeable wing of the
wornen's movement, with a particular awareness of the problems of material
naeds. In additlon there is the guestion of the workforce involved in precarious
work {lavoro precario), work in the home, ittegal work {favoro nero), etc: the crisis
has swept away the dividing partitions between the various “industrial forma-
tions” and has created the phenomenon of the sdisseminated worker” (which can
also be found in other specific epochs in the history of tha ltalian proletariat). in
other words, the conscious dispersion of the labour force within a territorial
dimension, in an intermediate condition between format and real subjection to
capital. This is a precise pian, put into operation against the political aggregation
of ihe ctass. But, leaving aside these structural aspects, the big changes are 1o
he seen in the subjectivity of the workers in the small factory, inasmuch as it is
nard for them to apply organisational models and forma of struggle which really
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only apply in large-scale industey. Here we see a crisis in th

e lracde unionist style

of operating that characterised the struggle of workers in the large factories. The
transition whereby labour power becomes warking class (a process wnich is
guaranteed in the large factory by the very tact of massification} is & transition
that the small-factory worker must win via political processes that are by no

means ‘“given’’. The practice of violence must make up for i
and the low level of massification. If the roots of direct acti
groups are to be found, nistorically, in the old “Stalingrads’

he lack of numbers
on armed workers’
' of the working class,

in political terms they are based on the standard of the small factory.

To sum up: the small factery has ptayed a crucial role. It has provided a material

terrain of recomposition for proletarian youth, for the womnen’s movement, for the

struggle against overtime and iliegal labour — and it has p

rovided a channe! of

madiation between the behaviour of the disseminated worker and the behaviour of

the workers based in the large industrial concentrations.

However, these positions regarding the small factory rmust
stitutional” sense. In cther words, the new class compositi

not be taken in an “in-
on that emerges from

the second phase has neither an institution to symbolise it, nov is it represented
by a majority social figure. This becomes all the more evident if we axamine the

other large sector of recruitment — the service industries.
patterns repeating Ihemselves. In all capitalist societies in

! services. However, what is not uniform is the level of wage

Here we see famitiar
the past 30 years,

amployment has unitormiy stagnated in manufacturing and has increased in the

s within the respective

| services sectors, and the huge differences in levels of organisation and sfficiency.
Here, however, the problem is one of a particular potitical conjuncture. Namely:
the unclear demarcation between the area of receivers of revenue and the area of
! services; the launching of the trade upijons' reform programme after the Hot

] Autumn with the intention of diverting workers' pressure on the factory wage onto

the indirect wage; the decentralisation of the functions of
5 these contribute tc making the service sector a focal point

fih becomes widespread, alongside the emerging political real

¥ THE CHANGING
POSITION OF

W LOCAL AUTHORITY
"l AND PARA-STATE

¥ and structural pressures, a!l of which require a micrGscopi
E, WORKERS.

State administration: all
for a particular set of

?Il political tensions. This becomes explosive when the idea of a right to an income

ity of the "'new needs”.

The dominant fact in this situalion is the increasing political pressure on the ser-
vice seclor, on the firms and agencies within that sector, and on the political and
administrative ingtitutions. This has built up through a whole range of subjective

c analysis. The fact of

this pressure is the only element of homogenelty in the situation, because when

an area of farge-scale technological innovation, involving huge expenditure, back-

ﬁ,' we look at the levels of grganisation, or the lavels of organic composition ot
kK capital, we find radical differences. On the cne hand there are the examples of
* firms tike SIP and ENEL {petrochemicals and slectricity). Here we find ourselves in

of all Italian firms), accompanied ny phenomena of violent

ed by the banks and finance institutions (SIP is far and away the most indebted

restructuration, We

i also find ourselves in one of the heartlands of the warking class (Sit-Siemens,

an area where sub-contracting has created a large pool of
and forms of organisation in these areas have followed th

sions regarding the so-calied “model of gevelopment” {eg

dealing here with workers who are often regarded as a pri
workforce bacause of their relatively high wages, has not

with overall class composition has also been facilitated b

Face Standard, Ansaldo Meccanico, Breda, ex-Pellizzari), and at the same time in

casual labour (forza-

javoro precario) (for example, SIP's iravelling work-force). The workers' struggies

e cycles of the wider

class siruggte, but the fact that these firms are at the centre of fundamental deci-

the question of energy

) paolicy) means that the workers’ demands tend.to slip out of the traditional chan-
nels of collective pargaining and into political debate fout court.

The stuation is similar as regards the credit institutions. The tact that we are

vileged sector of the
prevented their struggle

from spreading to the point where it has found precise peints of contact with the
paolitical form of the autonomy of the mass worker. |n ihese areas the interlock

y the large number of

workars from the credit institutions and {rom the service sector in general who

TRANSPORTATION
WORKERS. THE
SMALL FIRM AND
ASPECTS QF
DECENTRALISA-
TION.

have enrolled in the Universities, The fact that they are employed by interest-
produc}ng capital has allowed bank workers to grasp the way in which capital is
managing the crisis, and the function of money within the crisis, However, here
we still lind ourselves within a framework of trade union control of the workforce.

The situation alters radically when we lock at hospital workers, tocal authority
workars and social service workers. Here control of the work-force is exercised
directly by the “party system”. Here the “party system” is not able to delegate
ﬂ'_le basically political choices to “‘economic interesis”. It has to take initiatives
directly at the level of the crganisation of hierarchies and the organisation of
wprk, at the level of cutting jobs and cutling tabour costs, but above all in dealing
with the growing demand for inceme and demand for services — ie dealing with
the new composition of the class and the emerging system of “needs”. This is
fthe first test that the Communist Party has had to face in its new role as the rul-
ing party within focal autharities. Certain institutions — the hospitals in particular
- are exploding for the first time, uncovering conditions of work and wages that
gisappeared from industry years ago, as wel! as hierarchical structures that are
inconceivable in this “age of egalitarianism’’. For the hospital workers in par-
ticutar CGIL leader Lama has reserved words even harsher than those he used on
the students. The “party syslem” brought in the army to break their struggle. The
I(?g‘tcm sequence of clientelism — tertiary — subversicn has been evoked 1o pro-
vide a basis whereby the institutional bloc can oppose the new types of struggles
by the workers in the social services.

The siluation is simitar in the case cf the transport workers, the third big sector
feeding into this new class compaosition. Once again the “party system" and the
tralzde unions function as command over the labour force. The struggles of the
rallway workers were treated in the same harsh manner as those of the hospital
workers, but the fact that the Union in guestion has had a long (and seme would
say glorious) historical tradition made it all the more striking — the way this
Union was relected when it tried to take control of the workforce and impose the
policies of austerity. Whether for good or ill, in the haspitais the autonomous
struggle has also sparked a process of unionisation. On the railways, on the other
hand, there has been a mass, conscious rejection of CGIL union membership. But
here we are dealing with things that are weli-known

Less wall-known, but infinitely more explesive, is the situation in road transport,
Here we are faced with a mass of waged workers and independent operalors
equal 1o twenty Mirafioris rolled into cne. The “ohjective” weight of this workforce
is frightening, and it is perhaps the only section of the class today whose move-
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mant could paralyse the whole capitaiist cycle. The strike of tanker drivers in the
North-West gave a tagte of this: the Communist Party, through the structure of
the cooperatives, controls a fair silce of this sector. The tanker drivers' sirike gave
an indication of the possible levels of viotenca: 7-8,000 tires slashed, according 1o
{rade unicn sources, within a very few days,

tare the “'party system” {(which, by the way, furried to conclude the coniract
negotiations, despite the cbvious desire of FIAT and the oil companies 10 provoke
deadicck) made widespread use of the spectre of Chile, and once again repeated
their operation of political marginatisation of the drivers’ demands, ete, in the
same way as they had done for the raliway workers, the hospitat workers, and the
social service and ‘ocal authority workers.

our aceount so far has teft out the large numbars of workers in gach of the above
sectors who are employed by contractors and sub-contraciors. Their numbers
considerably increase the size of the workforce that is commanded, elther directly
or indirectly, by the "'party system” {or, more precigely, by the Christian
Democrats or the Communist Party). This network-of contract labour brings us
right o the heartlands of favoro nerc — in other words, that very wide area of
waged labour where the system of trade union guarantees is gither fragile or non-
exigient. But is this network onjy characteristic of the State, local authority and
service sectors? Far from it. It Is the structure of the firm ltself (improsa) that is
being dissolved, as a means of producing commodities; the firm remains meraly
as chief clerk, as mere administration of decentralised labour; in fact, the firem
dissolves Itself as a subject or protagonist of conflict, as an institution of the
class struggle. The firm Is the fulcrum of the processes of tertiarisation. How ¢an
we speak of rigidity of the labour market outside of this institutional break-up?
The chain of infinite decentratisation of production breaks the rigldities of age
and sex, of geographical tocation, of social background, etc, and alithisis a
welghty factor in fusing the new compositicn of the class.

This chaln of Infintte decentralisation is one of the tmore “progressive” eiements
of capifalism today; it is & far more powerful weapon of masgsification than the
assembly line. The fagtory, as an institution that is increasingly “guarantead” and
“protected”, was pegoming socially and politicaily jsolated. It did not allow entry
to young pecple, o women, to students; it imposed Hs hierarchies and Its com-
partmentalisations 0n the whoie of society; it played a normative role as & cotn-
plete, perfect gocial form. it has become necessary to encircle and envelop the
factory, and this chain of infinite deceniralisation has created large numbers of
openings into which the women, the young people, the students, the taid-off
workers and the redundant workers have inserled themselves, taking on the
aspect of waged workers. And in the meantime thousands of waged workers have
been flowing out of the factories and into the Universities, taking on the status of
students. These are poth.movements in the arsa of political demography, because
the status of the waged worker and the status of the student have a preclse
legitimation within the institutional conflict-system in ouy country. The whole
mechanism of the reproduction of tlasses had the institution of the factory as its
bedrock (with the deveiopment of a system of trade union guarantees, a arking
class aristocracy” wasg supposed o be reproduced in the factory) and the Univer-
sity as an institution of social promotion {where an anti-worker middle class was
supposed to be created) — but this muechanism has exploded.

So far we have shown that the systern of decentratisation has aflowed a “mixed”
labour force to be absorbed within the wage ratation, and that the processes of
tertiarisation of the firm have, in turn, driven thousands of waged workers )
become students, Having shown that thase drives have conferred & new political
legitimation on all those Involved, we need not ilst the thousand-and-one posi-
tions that the siudents have taken up or can take ub within the opporiunities of
waged labour that the system of decentratisation offers. These thousands of
student-workers have brought a new political dimension tc the condition of waged
jabour in which they find themselves, and it has proved possible to create &
mutual strengthening of isoiated struggies, even in situations where trade

THE CRISIS OF
POLITICAL FORMS.

rL:‘r;‘lsogism is weak and where there are few traditions of struggle. The University
" een usad as a focal poiqt. Even this “squalid bureaucratic antechamber”
as proved capable of becoming something different — a meeting point, an ag-
g;@gﬁgggvgﬁizt ;?tl: ;g:rtemiof s.ltt:uggias that is itseif also infinltely dec'entral?s‘
. g s of walting, the old mole of the s
also started digging again, on Issues like canteens, hOUSI";uc:?:;;;r;;gg;ﬁ;?;a”
on course contents, exams, and voting rights. The pw!e%aria’n {and proietariahl& Y

ad) student sectors were able to fuse them i
! selves with th
that the crisis was setting in motion. ® Whole arc of struggles

B.ut our a}s\a!ysis of these structural factors will be ineffective unless we can co
Elne it wnh‘ar'\‘ anallysls of the huge transformation 1aking place in the sphere o;n'
b;:::si;ual h:)e .Th;s’ehv%ous!y starts from the breakdown of sexuat relations
o Ig on by feminism. It then widens to Involve ali the problams of controlling
els own body and the siructures of perceptions, emotions and desires This s
not just a problem of “youth culture”. it has working class antecedents i.n the ¢
g%el of struggles of 196'8~69. The defanse of one’'s cwn physical integrity againsty.
eﬁvri]?oi:':zg?teied by line-speeds aqd maghinery, agalnst being poisonad by the
P Va,hjaec.,fon tl:le one hand is one way of resisting the depreciation of the
exehangs v timoltﬂiﬂa s labour-power and the deterioration of its use value, but
e e e e e 1e s Romageneit, nat a separatlon, botwoen
the behaviour of the young people, the WOm;nnogsget‘t?; Sgika:rs:parallon, between

‘ghez??ugsilon c‘>f drugs now ari_ses. Control of drug usage Is being reappropriated

? & mstituno_ns of the political cycle. No sooner have young people had a taste
tohesr:f;dzggls, giving them a first-hand taste of how much this sogiety has robbed
he impos: ;:?;ccgzgus'a ;\Jt)st::égatc.)ft?;iz:he;hem:n mudtinationals decide to step in

. icat ¢coOn
value {self-managed, within certain iimits) and exg::;i:r\:a?ﬁzlsf ?3?:: b:t\;ﬁ:gr:hqse
%nfvo%ves organisation and instances of armed seif-defence. Nor is thgn‘zechani:s?n
?n;:eemp::td?'ction of new qeec%s the exclusive prerogative of the “liberation
movemer sm. ..... it has |‘ts roots In the “We Want Everything” of the Mirafiori
s in the Summer of '69. The "itallan Utopia™ has a solid working class

stamp, which no theorists of an Americ
) W an-styls “movement’” —
self-sufficient ~ wili be able {0 erase. Y " ghettolsed and

As we have seen, the reconquest of "
gen, personal Hie” has also dealt a death blow to
tbhre c:‘rganisations of the reyo%utéonary Left. But the roots of their organisational
sakdown do not lig only in questions of sexuasl relations, of alienating hierar-
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chies, the denial of subjectivity, etc.. they lie in precise, documentable ertors of
poiitical choice, mistaken theories of organisation. For exampte, the current con-
cept of power, has been based on ihe oid political cycle (stmggielpartyhransi-
tiondoivil war/State power). in other words, a projsction into the future, rather than
a lived experience within 1he tiberated spaces of the orgsent, This error turns intc
parody when the groups all troop gown into the siectoral arena. The rotien institu-
tional forms of politics, eaten away from the inside and apandaned by the more
aware elements, become a form ot oppression.

However, it would be wrong to theorise on the one nand an Wrationa! gsociely
made up of pure nehaviours, opposing, on ihe other, a soctely structured by
logical schemas. What we have are hidden circults Involving particuiar groups,
which then evolve inte particutar sets of results; there is in fact a conscious prac-
tice of the Irratlonal, as a destruction of the bridging elements of language, com-
munication and mediation. In short, any separation between the “post-pelitical”
(the area of instingt, of the irrational, the personal and the private) and the
potitical cycle s unacceptable. It is not possible to confine ihe new subjestivity
within the terms of youth sounterculture, or to conhsider it an exclusive prerogative
of the women. Current attempts to create an oppesition between the liberation
movement and the potlitical cycle are false ~- 85 false as the theory that delines
the new class composition as being made up of the unempioyed and the
marginalised sectors. The reality is that politics as 2 form has undergone & criti-
que, on the basis of a battle between political lines, and this i turn has allowed
the emergence of new organisations, which have been politicalty legitimated by
their prasence within those ciass nuclel outlined above.

The explosion of 1977, with the sccupation of University faculties, was a violent
controntation between the state-form and the new political composition of the
slass. For a while this new class composition met and based itsel{ in the Universi-
ty, taking it as a material base whete ditforent needs, different class segments,
social groups, political groups and disseminaiad groups sould come together. The
University as an institution became & struggle-base, capabie of representing ail
the various partial programmes of the new class composition.

The tiew emergence of the women's movement and the youth movement deepens
the spilt with the organisations making up Democrazia Proletaria tProletarian
Democracy), but the reat origing of this spiit are to be tound in the potitical
disagreements voiced by the emerging {orces of the organised afea of Autonomy
(I*Autonomia Organizzatay, in particular the groups representing Rome, the Po
vaitey and the Milan-Sesio-Bergamo axis. Now, if anything legitimated them as a
s“taading minority” In the first phase of the oceupation of the faculties, it was
their refationship with the new class composition, with the service-sector pro-
jatariat in a big tertiary city itke Rome, with the network of factory vanguards in
the industrial zone between Milan and Bergamo, and with the needs of proletarian
students and gecgraphicaily disseminated workers in the Po valley, The fact that
they understood and had subjectively anticipated mass behaviours thal were not
jocatable in the schemas of the wave of contestation in 1988, nor in those of the
Hot Autumin — that fact allowed ihe people of the Qrganized Autonomy -- albeit
for a brief period — to camy forward a programme that matched the developing
class composition. The relatlon between these autonomist factions and the wider
Movement was on a par with the relation between the anarchist groups and the
masses i the Sorbonne in May '68. The abitity to match class composition with
tha political programme means the ability to practice the art of patitics (or, more
often, ptain good sense), in order to pull together the vanguard and the average,
ihe organisation and the Movement.

But instead, with incredible speed, the hoary old questions started coming out:
should the organisation, with its programme and its plans, march over the corpise
of the Movement; should the programme be external to and counterposed to the
composttion of the elass? The echoes of the clashes in Bologna had hardly died
away when everyone whipped out their Lenin masks from behind thetr backs — in
particular the Workers' Autonomy {Autonomia Operaia} tendency in the North.

PRACTICAL
EXPERIMENTS
IN A NEW
STATE-FORM

Meanwhite, in the actual struggle, im i

! ) , imporiant things were happening. Th

::terpretahons of them {both those of the DP tendency and ﬂsose gf thee ourrent
utc'momy %endency! are either wrong, or only half right. Particularly as regards

the internat mechanics of the events of Bologna. )

The main problem bringing about this split between class composition and the
g:)(:ng:\fr:arzﬁc:s the; ?rl‘.ueﬁion cif the “combat party” (partito combattente). When
ions of the Organised Autonomy dacide to foree the thi
v T ace on th
i:v;;r; ionsidﬁf:b!fe internal differences between those who base thgmselves oéstrflz)m
or self-defence, and those who argue for & guaiitative i
. advance in organisa-
:an), got only does the DP front rebuild itself (Milan provides one examplegof o
is), but also we find widespread and Increasing resistance on the part of those

“libertarian” .
tices rian® elements who do not accept a re-introduction of veluntarist prac-

It. was no accident that it fell to factions of the Organised Autonomy to lead th
HEL:H pha?,e of fche struggles. Their initial hegemony over the Movem:nt def?ved ©
from their haverjg understood and anticipated the forms of potitical behaviour that
ware characteristic of the new ciass composition; from the ability {o read parts af
the programme within the masses themselves; in other words, knowin hoﬁﬂ to °
present themseives not as a "private” thing, but as a “sodai”' express%cm a
ten_éerscy of a growing movement, rather than a choice wholly confined within the
ltogw f’f the self-reproduction of a political group. The developing critique of the
radlfuc;qa_l forms of politics {In particular of the “party form”} has sharpened the
2;:?;2:;2g3 Zzggmrides:nto an al@ost neurotic ability to Intuit when particular
ions function "'for all” and when they are on i
Sﬁna;i. Forcing thfz pace onh the guestion of the "com)laatep:rs}'pr::l:fe??: niirt-ion
?ne;tetie;rr:zgc;an!sm:, and has opened up more coentradictions within the Move-
e as in the State apparatus! But then this is precisely the point; with
is cycle of struggles, the State-form has undergene an evolution. itis perfect]
clear %h”at it has been proceeding full-tilt aiong the road of unifyiﬂé the "part Y
system”, a.n_d that law and order has been the main track along which !hfs ryo-
cess Gf_ unification has passed. However, within the “party system” there hpave
bgen different approaches (or perhaps a division of roles?) on how to proceed
with a strengthening of the Statedorm, proees

Th_e_Chr;s%ian Democrats have taken the crude line of polishing up existing
ﬁg\gllia_?:s of the torces of law and order (poiice laws of arrest etc), as well as in-
oparaﬁog 2?\:; rtules and regutaticns. The effect of this is to confer the whole
oporsie e erl"fance onto the repressive apparatus with the intention that, hav-
g dealt with the “autonomisis”, they will then be able to move against the ;vldar
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movement of opposition. Certainly the DC has still done this after due consulta-
ticn with the other parties (e, respecting the rules of their ioint project, and ac-
cepting the inevitable delays and discussions arising), but nevertheless, the DC
still bases itself on the State as an apparalus: a separate maching, a “special
body”, to be used as a means of repression in given emergency circumstances,
and in the meantims it leaves ihe “dally repression” to the caplitalist form of com-
mand over the factory and over disseminated labour.

The Communist Party in Bologna, on the other hand, has develcped and ex-
perimented practically with a more mature State-form, a form which is more in
line with mass soclal-democracy in a perlod of transition. A State-form in which It
is the masses themselves who act as judge and jury, judging who is deviant and
who Is not, who is proeductive and whe ls not, who ls socially dangerous and who
is nol. Now il is to be the factory mass maesting that expeis the exiremisi: the
mass tenants’ meeting that ¢ecides {0 expet the young hootigan; and the coilege
assembly to expe! the wundesirable’ student with his plstol and iron bar, Of
course, the instances | am thinking of have baen extreme cases — but the fact
that this State-form is being tried out on the “autonomists” as guinea plgs does
not jessen the marginalising potential of such a State-form within a framework of
developing austerily, of the “politics of sacrifice” and of meney being glven hand
over fist to capitalist enterprises. OGnoe you have the coltective acting as judge
and jury, ihen the institutional forces of the law (wigs and robes, etc) have only a
ratifying function: they take dellvery of the hostage, the tumor that has been
driven put of the otherwise healthy body. The State-form appears as a kind of im-
munising process of civil seclety. This Is a huge step forward - it is a moment of
wgoclatisation of the State,” which would be innovative were it not happening
within a framework of a freezing of the class power balance, with a restoration of
capitalist control at alt tevels, and a general amnesty for ali the criminals, past
and present, belonging to the apparatus of ciientism, corruption and repression.
At the level of powerinstitutions it is undoubtedly a further element contributing
to the stickiness of the situation, but at the same time we must understand its
Uprogressive” character. 1t transcends two aspects of the preseni State-form: its
aspect as a "'party system”, and its aspectas a pureaucratic-repressive ap-
paratus, both of which are separate from and hostile to civil socigty. It is an in-
finitely mora advanced form, a form which, among other things, has no need to
break up the present institutional apparatus or purge It by substituling mote
democratic personnel. . . . This State-form does more than that. it overturns the
retationship between civil society and the apparatus. It appropriaies the
qualitatlve function of the judiciary, and leaves the apparatus with the gquan-
litative translation, in terms of the penalties to be imposed. Henceforth it is civii
society, the collectivity, which fixes the norm and formulates the sentence, whlie
the apparatus is teft with the technical task of punishment.

All this presents enormous problems for the fegitimation of political actions, in-
asmuch as organisation Is obliged to measure itself day by day against the new
compuosition of the class; and must find its political programme only in the
pehaviour of the class and not in some set of statutes; and thus must practice,
not political clandestinity, but its opposite. Those who praclice fechnical
clandestinity generally do-not even see this State-form. They continue 10 relate 10
the State apparatuses, and by focussing all their attention on them, they fhen find
sthemselves separated from the rnass movement. On the other hand, those who
choose pofitical ciandestinity - ie refusal to seek or create a hase for criticism
and legitimation of actions — not only underge that same segregation from the
mass movement, but are also smashed by the apparatus, because they do not
have the defences and the weapons possessed by those in technical clandesting-

ty.

Now while it is true that the PCl has proposed {and in some instances put into ef-
fect) this new, more advanced form of the State, as an experiment, in actual fact
It has oscillated between this type of “political prevention” of subversive
behavicur and a compete delegation of repression to the State apparatus, In my
awn opinion, the first option has carried far more weighi, and In this sense | find

TOWARDS A
MOBILISATION OF
THE ENTIRE MASS
OF DISSEMINATED
LABOUR

tiresome and also incorrect the references that are presently being made 10 “a
new Prague” or “a new Chile”. But what we must clarify Is the extent to which
this proposition of a “soclal” $tate-form has met and will meet resistance and
refusal at the various levels of the present class composition.

teaving aside the resistance that it has met aven among particular sectors of the
judiciary itself (ie in a fraction of the apparatus itself), it has been aliowed 10 pass
a1 the average level of ¢lass composition (I underline averags). Not only because
it mims to transfer to civii society onfy some (incidentally, the most odious)
prerogatives of the State and not other more attractive ones (like control of
resources, for example). But also because it deludes Itself into imagining that it
can inject people with an abstract sense of the State, whereas in fact the State
that people understand is this State - ie a State of given power relations and
value systems that the working class started to unhinge in 1969, and which the
“party system”, with the crisis, has not only succeeded in setling back on its feet,
but has also taken over as its own. The State-form is not a juridical principle, nor
an abstract norm, but a formatien that is historically determinate.

The theory that the University has functioned as a point of aggregation for the
Movement runs alongside a theory regarding the flgure of the unemployed in-
tehectual {or rather the intellectual unemployed), who has been taken, uncritically,
as the most representative figure of the movement. The theory Is that the exclusion
of the intellectuat unemployed from the labour market puts them on a par with
other marginalised sectors, for whom the imtellectual unemployed then actas a
voige. | have already stated my complete disagreement with this kind of inter-
pretation. The University was taken by the current class composgition as a point of
aggregation, more for reasons of the pofiticat forms of tha struggle (le for certain
javals of violance and power) than for the fact that it is a factory producing
employed Intellectuals; it was taken up because it put an end to this process of
the marg%naiisation of demands, subjective behaviours and organisation. But once
again we must go beyond the Univarsity, both as a base for the Movement and as
a point of aggregation, in order to identify the channels that can bring about a
mobilisation of the entire mass of disseminated fabour — ie in ordler 10 provide a
way into the factory that produces relative surplus value. For this reason | have
taken pains to emphasise the guestion of precarious labor, together withthe
system of decentratisation of productlon, and that social area where the pro-
tected system of trade union “guarantees’ and conditiens has entered Into crisls,
In order 1o make this transition it is viai that we tirst refect the “rhetoric of pover-
1y” — morai protests on behalf of the poor. Instead, we should once again ask
ourselves whether 1t is possible to think in terms of “mass objectives™ of the type
which characierized the anti-authoritarianism of 1968 (the FIAT workers’ demand
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for “Grade 2 for all”, which led into the egalitarianism of the demands put for-
ward in the Hot Autumn of 1969).

guch a propesal cannot be simply written off as a step backwards in collective
pargaining, thal would prepare the ground for a new social contract between the
Government and the unions. It would be absurd to reject it out of hand, for the
gimple reason that such new objectives would cary within them the represen-
tative weight of the infinite political creativity ihat has emerged in these past few
years. Rather, the bigger problem is how we are going 1o find the point where
such a project can be applied — in short, to choose the “new Mirafioris'™ out of
all the various “driving sectors” of the so-cailed tertiary sector. More spacificaily,
out of those sectors which function as a connecting link between the production
of absolute surplus value and the production of ratative surpius vaiue — like, for
example, the cycte of transportation. Moreover, aven the simple extension of the
rigidity of labour (even in its form as a system of trade union guarantism) to
{avoro nerc, subcontracted work, elc, wou'd have the effect of forging the factory
struggle 1o take a leap forward. in shart, we are 1ooking for the social channels
wheraby we could break the encirclement that is currenily under way, and prevent
the Movement dispersing itse!f into & thousand deceniralised moments of strug-
gle — & new, lang Purgatory of sndemic struggles. We have to find something
which can function in the same way as the strikes over pensions and the strikes
over wage-zones did, in relation 10 the workers’ cycle of struggles in 1968-69.

This approach will be pranded as “economic” and “collective pargainingism” by
all and sundry. It will be accused of tack of imagination, in putting forward .
mechanisms that are dead and buried. But let's move gently. The State-form
which presents itself today has its origins in the ideclogy of the crisis and in the
austerity programine that this has brought about. The ideclogy has provided the
grounds for astablishing the new, tighter relations between ihe parties. it is the
historical basis of the Historic Compromise. it is the justification of the parties’
powers of marginalisation. To succead in overthrowing ait this would be no smat!
maiter. 1t would mean, not a return 1o the oid confiiclual form of the mediations
of the party system, but restoring the conflict between the “grass roots” and the
new relationship between a sociaiised State-form and the production of capitai.
All the more so, since Jimmy Carter's imperialism — uniike the obtuse accoun-
tants of the IMF — has understood that in ltaly the system of value and
behaviours to which the combination of austerity measures and iaw and order has
o be applied, is stronger than it appears. And theretore it's a good invastment to
release huge amounts of money (this is Carter's current inglination), and inject
huge amounts of seommand-money” through the big, privale, international bank-
ing syslem. Let us start Lo turn this command into money-as-money — o
transform this measure of power~over~others‘-!abour into power-over-our-own-
needs, power Over OUr own spaces of organisation and culture, a driving-spring for
the new development of a new class composition. 1t is time that we take back
from the “party system” their residual power over the reproduction of the ciasses,
5o that we can start 10 determine this reproduction from the base, in such a way
as io guarantee the value-systems and the political nehaviours that ihe new class
composition has legitimated in the struggles of these past months.
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Domination and
Sabotage

~ Toni Negri

Toni Negr!, arrestec on April 7, 1978, wrote
Dominio e Sabotaggio shortiy after the
emergance of the “povernent of ‘777, This
pamphlet was writtan in switzerland where
Negri, already accused of balng the
ideciogist of the povement, had taken )
refuge, We present hete chapters 2 & 3 which
synthesize his mathadotoglcal approach ‘lo
the dynarnics of the naw class composition.
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As H.J. Krahl

with the passing of the years, becornes increasingly important), the tolality of
class consciousness Is {lzst and forermost an intensive condltion, a process of in-
tensification of class seif-identity as a productive being, which destroys the rela-
tionship with the totality of the capitalist system.

Working class seli-vaiorisation s tirst and toremost de-structuration of the enemy
totality, taken 10 a point of exclusivity in the self-recognition of the class's coliec-
tive independence. For my own part, | do not sea the history of class con-
sciousness in a Lukacsian sense, as s0ms tuture alt-embracing recomposition; on
the contrary, | see it as & moment of intensive rooting wihin my own
separateness. | am other — as also Is the movement of that collective praxls
within which | move. | belong to the other movement of the working class, Of
course, | am aware of all the criticlsms that could be lgvelied at this position from
a traditional Marxist viewpoint, For my own part, | have the sense of having piac-
ed myself at the extreme limits of meaning in a political ctass debate. But anyone
who comes with accusations, prassing me with ceiticism and telling me that | am
wrong, must, In turn, accept the responsibility of being & participant in the
monstrositites we have seen in the development of "socialism” — with its licit
dealings with the most disgusting results of the capitalist mode of production. It
is only by recognising mysetf as other, only by insisting on the fact of my
different-ness as a radlcal totality that | have the possiptiity and the hope of a
renewal.

Furthermore, in my Insistence on this radical methodological rupture ¢ am In good
company. The continuity of the history of the working class revolutionary move-
ment is the history of the discontinuity of that movement, the history of the
radical ruptures that have characterised iL. The revoiutionary working class move-
ment Is continuably being reborn from a virgin mother, The hacks of continuity are
stiil alive and we!l in the History Institutes of the tabour movement, But luckily
mititant historiography is undergoing a renalssance oo, spusred by the ex-
perience of the ruptures in our present movement — and in our history-writing we
are now contident enough to present the notion of the “other workers’
movement'. Thus the methodological precondition of an Initial radical rupture
{which we consider fundamental for any renewal of the social practice of the pro-
tetariat) Is emplricaily sorroborated by an extensive documentation {limited,
perhaps, in scale, but remarkabie I its intensity). When Karl-Heinz Roth {Die
Andere Arbelterbewegung - “The Other Workers’ Movemant”, shortly 10 be
published by CSE Books), or Gisela Bock (La Formazione dell’'Operaic Massa negli
USA - "“The Formation of the Mass Worker in the USA” — Faltrineli, Milano, 1976)
telf the formidable story of how the working class in struggle has continually
destroyed its own traditional organisations, they are certainiy not animated by &
spirit of iconoclasm: rather, they are highlighting the radical, irreducible different-
ness of the ravolutionary movement. This is a perspective which could als0 pro-
vide us with a feel for other historical revolutionary experienices of the proletariat
« axpefiences that have proved victorious and have {therafore} been betrayed and
destroyed.

So, | must assume this radical "otherness” as a methodological pracondition of
the subversive case we ara arguing — namely the prolect of proletarlan seii-
valorisation. But what about the retationship with the tolatity of history, the rela-
tionship with the totality of the system? Here { must now face up 1o the second
methodologlcal consequence of my assumption: my refationship with the totalily
of capitalist development, with the totality of historical development, is
guaranteed solely by the force of destructuration that the movement daterminas,
by the globat sahotage of the history of capital that the movement enacts. There
is only one way that ) can read the higtory of capital — as the history of a con-
tinuity of operations of self-re-establishment that capital and its State have to set
in motion in order to counter the continuous breakdown process, the permanent
provacatian-towards—separatlon that the real movement brings about. The present
state of things is buill upon a gontinuity of destruction, of abolition, of
transcendence that the real movement brings aboul. | detine myself by separating
mysslf from the tolality; ! define the totality as other than mé - as a net which is
cast over the continuity of the historical sabotage that the class operales.

RN
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And thus {here is the third methodolagical implication) — there is no homology, We are not suggesting that methodotogy in any sense resolves the problems that
no possible immediate transiatabitity of languages, of togics, of signs, between face us (although a correct framing of the solution is greatly facilitated). We know
the reality of the movement as | experience it and the overall framework of that the methodological hypothesls requires confirmation from class aa-ai sig. 1t
capitailst development, with its contents and its objectives. is only the theoretical-political determination of the composition of the wgrklr;g
class that can offer a sound basis for j [
Lst us now pause and conslder the question trom another angle. The fundamentat And in fact the following metho?jzlogicaaPae;t;?:xczlr:gf;:shyvsiczggist';rselig:;f\ o;;;s.
poin, however you look at the question, is obviously stili the pexus between the be exhaustive, confirm our initial methodological assum;;tion that, today lh?z
process of self-valorisation and its effects in destructuration. | have taken this establishment of working class independence takes ptace first anéi fmen%osi ini#s
nexus to extremes, and | have defined it as separation. Basing myself on the ex- separation. But separation in this instance means breaking the capital relation
perience of the movemant, § have stressed first and foremost the sublective ale- Separation also means that, having reached the highest point of sociatisation .t'he
ment. If § now approach the guestion from the objective point of view — the view- working class breaks the laws of the social mediation of capitai, Marx in Ca i':af
point of the Crisis-Giate (Stato-erish, the pesition is no different. When the State, volli, 1, calis for “another mode of ingulry” in the amalysis of tr;e metamor l‘f)xoses
faced with the crisis in the functioning of the law of vaiue, attempts to reimpoese of overall social capital. Is this ta be a logic of separation? ls it tobe a P '
ihat jaw by force, mediating its own relation to capital in retation to the commoadi- Darsteliung built on carrying to extremity this independen{ proletarian subjectivi
ty torm, It registers upon itsalf, in effect, the crisis of ail homologous functions. buiit on the movements of protetarian setf-valorisation as such? Y

Foroe doas not substitute fer value, but provides a suriogate for its form.
| think that these questions are impotiant for the further development of this

The law of vaiue may be forcibly reintroduced, in spite of the crisis of that law, pszay. However, before going further, they can be further articulated at a formal
and its operations may be impesed in modified form — but this does not remove and methodological leve, In order to constilute a framework for the ensuin

the void of significations that Power Is forcad 10 register, The Crisis-Stale isa debate. Let us look more closely. As | have said, the separaieness of the 23.
power which lives in a vacuum of signitications, a void, a ingle of forceflogic letarian subject is organised in the dlalectic bet;veen self-valorising produF;;t'wit
which is itseif destructured. This fogic, this critical form, is 2 “dark night in which and functions of destructuration. | know, however, that this dlatectic does not ym
ail cows are white'": in other words, the meaning of the whole is not In any way duce effects of homology and of totalisation becz’ause it is a dialectic of se arg- i
provided by the perfect connection of the parts. The Siate’s investment in the tion. But, equally necessarily, it is inherent ir; the complexity of ihe events t;;at
totality Is purely negative, in terms of meaning. The rule of total alienation is the are being determined, How? tn particular, how does this articulation of a separate
oniy possible content of this project, The totaiity is a vold, is struciured as subject relate to the constitution of capi{aiist domination? Secondly and co?»
destructuration, as a radical jack of value. Thus it becomas clear what we mean versely, how precisely does the constitutive process of mé collective subjectivit
ia this case by a lack of tiomology. Ali the staments of the whote are unified in a proceed, in all its radicality and intensity? y
technical sense; they only hang together in their mutuat untransiatability; only in

the form of a forced relationship. Bo, from an objective viewpoint 100, the system in short, what are the laws that govern (albeit in a situation of separateness, of
can be seen -— musl be seen — as destructured. lack of any homology) the paraliel and opposed processes of the State-form’and

of proletarian seif-valorisation?
Mowever, white our consideration of the objective aspsct of the situation confirms

our analysis of the subjective aspect, the objective aspect has neither the same But in defining the problems we can now add a couple of further notes — first in
jogical extension nor the capacity to substltute for the subjective. One cannot relation to the self-valorisation/destruciuration nexus. 1o the history of soclatist
move from the understanding of gestructuration as an effect, to the jdentification thought and practice, the sense of proletarian self-valorisation has often been ex-
of the process of seif-valorisation as the cause. This is particularly slear in the pressed with original intensity. (If Gramsci's teachings can be retained in any
anatytic principles of Michel Eoucault tand in particutar nis methodological treat- useful sense today, it is certainly in this regardy, But is never expressed in laims
ment in La Volonte de Savoir), which have caught my attention because of the of separateness—rather it is always expressed in a diatectical sense in relation to
way they strain after a notion ot productivity, a creativity of an unknawn quantity the totatity. Reciprocation takes the place of opposition. In the social-anarchist
jocated beyond the cognitive horizon. sradition this reciprocity, this correspondence, has been played out In terms of

This is also cteat — and, furthermors, scandalous — in the various surreptitious
attempts that are being made to reimpose a ense of conclusiveness on this
destruciured horizon. (These attempis, be they humanistic in inspiration, or con- g
ceived in terms of Wille zur Macht, do nonetheless start from a correct perception -
of the biind objectivity of the development of capital's system. Regarding Gac-
clari's Krisis - Feltrineli, Milan 1977 — see My review in Nos. 155-156 of
Aut-Aut). Bul this surreptitiousiv-retated homology this "ravoiution from above” in
the absence of radicat significance -- can be seen clearly, in the light of what we
have said, for what it is — a fraud.

-

The above considerations lead me now to confirm my original hypothesis cf the
prevalence of the subjective in the explanation of the present-day dialectic of
caplital. Taking the subjective viewpoint to extremes does not negate its
methodological validity. Rather, it confirms and extends It, 1t permits me, in the
articulation between self-valorisation and destructuration, to avoid both
premature reductivist foreclosures of the problem (because in fact it is the pro-
ductivity of the proletarian subject that structures the destructuration, te negativer
ly determines its own opposite); and, on the other hand, totalising diatectical ex-
tensions of the disclosure, becauss, in this case, there are no langer any
homologous functicns.
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the diatectic between centralisation and decentra%lsation.‘ Thus it Is not difficult,

of Mandeville's Fable of the Bees; this pleasure he leaves {o the “philistine

ina critique? thal starts with Marx and stretches thrpggh to Foucault's edition of apologists of the bourgeois school”, 1t is, rathet, a key to understanding, 1n point
the Panopticon, 10 demonstrate the perfect compatibility of Proudhon and Ben- of tact, the more we sabolage the State and the more we glve expression to the
tham, But this compatibllity aiso exlsts in the tradition of "sclentific socialism self.valorisationidestructuration nexus, the more the rules governing the devetop-
- this time not extensive (between centralisation and decentralisation), but inten. mant of capital's State-systemn hegome ferocious, monstrous and irrational. So

sive (between the generat working class interest and the general Interests of now lat us lock at how the State and the system of social domination respond to

society, batween socialism and demacracy). This compatibility, of the process of the social sabotage which resuits trom settvalorisation, and let us look at the
self.valorisation with the productive structuration of society, is & myth. fl is not loglc that they express — a logic which Is internally coherent, but which is
Proudhon and Bentham, but Rousseau and Statin who are the fathers of this nonetheless negative; a logic of destructuration which can never be sublimated,
much-loved synthesis. Personally, 1 have no time for the so-called "nouveaux but only precipitated further,

philosophes”, but must say | am rather disconcerted when i see represeniatives

of the historical parties of the working class, who have aiways been enamoured Capltal’s continual restructuration is Its response to working class sabotage,

| of the link between ratienalism and productive Staliniso, insulting these young

k K 4 s T ' Restructuration is the empty, bu! officacious, content of the State-form, Empty,
philosophers for having drawn altention to this “mystifying connection.”

because it lacks any ratlonality save that accredited by working class sabotage;
efficacious, because the form of the restruciuration is command. But bourgeois
: ng ’ ) economy’s critical consclousness is obliged to fiil the vacuum of its own process
real basis. Ctass self-valorisation has nothing to do with the structuration of by spreading a wafer-thin {recuperated and mystified) formal rationaitty, over the

capital. But it has a lot to do with its de-structuration. The whote capitalist timings set by working class and proletarian struggies. Let us look at how it pro-
i devetopment, sver since the working class reached its present high level of com- ceeds.

position, has been nothing other than the obverse, a reaction 1o, a following-in-
the-tooisteps-of protetarian seif-valorlsation — a repeated operation of self-

In short, they are addressing themselves o a problem which no longer has any

& protection, of recuperation, of adjustment In relation to the effects of setf- Within the critical consclousness of bourgsois political economy, the evoiution of
Lff valorisation, which are effects of sabotage of the capital machine. Tronti is cor- the logic of command has taken piace in &t least three distinat phases, foliowing
i rect in his jatest utierance that the modern State is the political form of the on the great Crisis of the 1930s. Each one of these phases Is matched by a par-
h autonomy of the working class. But correct in what sense? In the sense tor ticular qua‘xhty and mtensity of working ¢lass and proletarian struggles. E!sewhere
! him too, with his revamped wgocialism” — of compatibility and convergence? Not (lq the article pubﬂ.she_aé in Operal e Stato {"Workers and t'he State”, Feitrinelll,
'l\ at ali, comrade: here the methodology of the aritique of political economy has 10 Mitan 1972) t have indicated the fundame.n{a% characteristics of the Keynesfan
i be modifled, taking as Its starting point proletarian seif-valorisation, its epach. In that epoch, control of the working class struggle was to be achieved in
Hl separateness, and the effects of sabotage that It determines. In particular it is giobal ter_ms. Keynes replied ’Ea the f'orma_hon and the struggles of the mass
]i within this perspective that we must frame our analysis of the State-form, worker with an overall balancing — in progressive terms — of supply and de
i‘ﬂ mand. But Keynes based himself on a political proposition that was pure and
'%ﬂ It our analysis of the nexus between self-valorisation and State stricture teads us general — he had stressed the overail trend. But when the trend comes into Gon-
\i i along a path of causality that is negative and destructuring, the situation is dif- tradiction with the actual progress of the cycle (because working ciass confiic-
m; ferent when we coma to considsr our methodological approach to the pexus of suality does not respecli .Smahsed aqullil?ria}, the Keynesian State goes into crisis,
il self-valorisation with itself, In its separateness. Here we shall have 1o stress and Who commands the crisis? The Keynesian-bred potlticians try to invent
ig‘ adequately analyse the synchronous dimensions of the process. But here, too, ‘.‘pqhtica! trade cycle”, try to form “intermediate regimes” ete; in practice, control
‘ thete can be no recourse to models of “continuity”, to functional determinations: is litdle by fittle slipping out of their hands — the control-dimension no longer
What can be sald straight away — because it constitutes the heart and matches the dimensions of projetarian and working class conflictuality. A second
; substance af the mathodological proposition itseif — Is ihat the separateness of phase opens. Alongside the theoretical “progresses” that lead graffa and his ik
: proletarian self-valarisation itself appears as discontinuity, as a conjoining of to a dissolution of the aggregate categories of Caplital, more concretely we can
teaps and innovations, The method of soclal {ransformation that derivas-fram the obsetve that the working class struggle has a continuity that Is discontinuous,

seti-valorising separateness of the proletariat has nothing in common with the
nomologies of rationalist or historicist progressivism. Protetarian self-valerisation
is the power to withdraw from exchange value and the ahility to reappropriale the
world of use values, The homologies of progressivism relate to exchange value,
‘The rupture and regcagnition of the class's own independent productive force,
removes any possibility of a resolutive dialectic, The diajectical positivity of
method in the sepatateness of proletarian self.vatorisation is wholly and solety in-
novative.

THE FORM OF Having outlined our potemical methodological premises, we can now start on the

THE DOMINATION substance of the matter. Facing us stands the State, among us — and sometimes
within us - stands the form of the domination. To struggie means that we must
recognise the monstrous nature of the power that stands facing us, racognise it
with the same immediate ctarity and on the same levei as we have seen the rela-
tionship between seif-valorisation and destructuration. Now, this monstrous
nature of power Is the effect of our sabotage, it Is the negative resutt of our ac-
tions: “Crime,” says Marx, "through its gonsiantly new methods of aftack on pro-
perly, constantly calis intc being new methods of defence, and thus is as produc
tive as strikes are in refation to the inveniion of machinery”. {K. Marx, Theories 0
Surplus Value)

This Is no paradox ~ Marx does not like the paradox label, not even in the case
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and that ihe apparent continuity of the struggle 18 the outcome of an infinite tnsertion of ancther dimension of analysis, in order to relativise the contants of
series of Ingividual crisis-points. The economic and political sciences of restruc- that anayisis. But this is indeed 8 strange kind of relativity: it is above alt a
furation must take account of this. 1t is no longer possible to invent indeterminatg relativity of time, the raduction of time to an indifference of command. In prac-
macro-ecenomic eguilibria which are independent of short-run variations and in. tical political terms we have an anafytic mechanism which assumes circulation-
dependent of the micro-economic components which are variabie within the un- time as a terrain of both theory and control. The totality of circulation-time is
foreseeable timing dsetermined by the struggles of the colieciive worker, Based on drawn into the sconomic analysis; the totatity of circulation-tima is to be controll-
this necessity, we now see the formatjon of the State-as-Crisis, {he Crisis-State ed by economic policy: the hypothesis of the simultaneity of fuactions and opera-
(Stato-crisf}, on the fotlowing lines: to divide up the overall thrust of the working tions within the cycle is not assumed in advance and abstract (a la neg-classics),
ciass; to control it from within the mechanisms of its own accumulation; and to but operational and political {a la Milten Friedman and his monetarist bedfeliows).
forestall it, by attacking i in its ciass composition. Keynes' broad equilibria are The Kaleckian interruptions of the short oycle are stitl mediations beiween the
replaced by an internai aperation of decomposition, within the ctass, In an altack trend and the overall cycle: here science does not become separated in its ap-
that is precisely ortentated towards dealing with single and particular class crisig plication, does not waste its efforts in forecasting, but intensifies its analysis on
points — a microphysics of political econcmy. “The long-term trend is nothing gvery moment, every transition. It is a physics of alementary particles — and
other than a component — which alters slowly — of a chain of short-term situa- science stands watchful, ke a policeman, over everything.

tions" . .. .Mt is not an independent entity”. {Michae! Kalecki, in Trend and

Business Cycles Reconsidered, in Econontic Journal, July 1968, pp 263 seq.). Thus It is not the Marxists’ job lo observe that the temporal dimension is decisive in

it becomes impossibte 1o produce a modet of development unless it takes explicil the relation between circulation and reproduction, and in general within the rela-
account of the interruptions that cocur in the process of production and reproduc. tion as it impinges on the class struggie in the sphere of reproduction {atthough
tion, and thus a fresh toundation ig 1aid for a theory of deveiopment based on the Geotf Kay draws attention to the problem in his very usefu! Development and
theory of cycticat fluctualions, incorporating the dynamics that occur at & ] Underdevelcpment, Macmillan, London, 1975). # is not susprising that the problem
microeconomic level. is arising again. Rather, what is surprising is the fact that the proposition arcuses

s mueh passion. The philosophers are well aware of the problems associated

A long phase of bourgeois economic theory now develops around these premises, with the dimension of time: Infinitely sub-divisibie and infiniteily extendable. S0
michael Kalecki is the jeading tight in this movement (see Joan Robinson in New how should wa grasp the analytic proposition in operational terms; now are we o
york Review of Books, March 4, 1976 — and in particular George R. Felweei, The soncretise the political project? it is not our job to answer this: suffice it to draw
Intelfectual Capital of M. Kalecki, Knoxviite, Tennesses, 1975). But this theory also attention to ihe indeterminateness of the project. Rather, our task is to note how
falls short. Crisis-State theory is, after all, a reformist theory. it faces up to the the process of destructuration within the logic of political economy 18 taking a
emarging productivity of the mass worker, and iries to construct an “economy of further step forward. {See, apropos, the fine essay by A. Graziani, introducing R.
oiigopolies” ~— on twa fronts: on the one hand the capitalist entreprenaus oligopo- Convenevole's book La Dinamica del Salario Relativo (“The Dynamic of the

ly, and on the other hand the working class-trade union oligopoly in the tagtory Relative Wage'"), republished in Quaderni Placentini, No.B4, pp 113 seqd. In its
(M. Kalecki, “Class Struggle and the Distribution of Natlonal Income”, in Kyklos anxlety to keep up with the process of working class attack against the general
XXiV. 1971. pp 1 seq.) But in {he meantime, the siruggle has advanced; the aclion dimaensions of exploitation, hourgeois political economy strips even the ap-

of the mass worker has gradually lald siege to the whole of society. We now see pearance of coherence {rom its logle, and forces itse!f into the role of a technical
the worker developing as a wgocial” worker — even {and particulariy) if stitt re- instrument against the emergence of the destructuring power of the working
maining a “workplace worker”. The worker responds to the Crigis-State gven more class; it extends itself over the indefinite discontinuity of the movement of sett-
violently than previously to the State-as-Plannefl (Stato-pianc). f this latier went valorisation, State restructuration becomes increasingly an indiscriminate succes-
into crisis because of its inapility to control the guantities of waorking class de sion of actions of controf, a technical apparatus that is effective, but which has
mand, the Crisis-State is forced inta an internal seif-oriticism of what is now a jost all measure, ali internal reference-paints, ail internal coherent logic.

saciaily ingscapable {and immediately etficaclous) extension of working class ac- Good working class theo o t this. But, bei i

tion. The Crisis-Siate is not only a State-form that is reformist to its roots — itis must 9 h Ty el cgs at tais, BUt, elng respons._z le peopie, W?
atso, and above all, a State-form that is stll linked in to the dimensions of direct ] ust recognise the enormous weight of suffering, of iohumanity, of barbarities

production, to factory command over living labour. But when working class
sabotage extends to invest the whole of socisty, the entire mechanism of circula
tion, forcing aggregate social capital into a confrontation over the rules governingy
the reproduction of the system, at thal same maoment the consciousness of
hourgeois political economy — which ha¢ actuaily been consolidating itself up t
that point — goes into a further stage of crisis and disintegration.

i Is interesting to note the sormation of a third phase of theoreticat developmen
in the politicai ecenomy of the Kaynesian epoch. It is in the process of formatic
today, and draws on the elements of crisis in the pravious schemas. In particula
it tries to operate in a more genaratised way on the social movements of the

working class. its central arena of Interest is the guestion of cireulation. The st
ple transition from global controi of proguction (Keynes}, 1o dynamic centrol of
production (Kalecki) is insufficient. The probiem is that of the functicna! gonirol
of sirculation, of the dynamic nexus ilnking production and reproduction, And .
here the problem of time becomes fundamental. Keynes never cancerned himself

with the temporal determination of equilibria and secondary eguilibria. Kaleckl, 9]
the other hand, stressed the necessity of determining Keynesianism via the
redetinition of phenomena within individuat “time units”. And now, today, ine
temporal dimension is being extended to the whote of ihe process. In analytic
terms, the new approach is & sort of Einstelnian theory of relativity: it involves thel
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ihat all this brings with it. This revelation of the internal void of capitalist restruc-
turation, this successive solf-destruction of the morents of capitalist control, and
shis dissofution of theory Into a technigue of power, bring cioset the finai out-
come of the revoluticnary struggle. But at the same time it makes it hard to er
dure the harshness of the dally struggle and the crualty of capital’s continued ex-
istence. (Note that gertain theoretical positions that exist within the official labor
movement, and which have nothing to do with Marxism -— such as the famous
theory of the “autonomy of the political” — ape these bourgeois affirmations).
And yet it is still the action of the working class that brings about these effects

i — to the extent thal the destructuring tendency of these struggles has a direct

I effect on the very rationality of capitalist restructuring, and removes this rationali-
ty, even in its formal aspect, and leaves us with a whole that is destructurad,

il technical and repressive. The varled and combined modality of working class ac-
tion is respected in every mament of the restructuration of capltal: from the ac-
tions of the mass worker, and from those of the “social” worksr, arise effects that
are then matched, in lhe sense of a subsequent radical destruciuring of the
anemy power.

Thus it is no accident that today the big forces of capitalist reformism have
adopled — ata world-wide level — & terroristic strategy of savage deflation (of
sdis-inflation”, if you prefer), On the basis of {he experlence of the fiscal crisis of
the Arhercan cities thls political tine has been correctly described as a
“regressive distribution of income, ot wealth and of power” (sée the articles by
Robert Zevin, and Roger A. Alcaly and Elen Podian in The Fiscal Crigis of
American Cities, New York, 1977).

The destructured logic of the ecenomic gompatibilities must tn fact be extended
downwards, to reach single individual social groups, in such a way as to destroy
any consoildation of proletarian self-vaiorization. At every lavel. Generalized con-
trol must be deepened and intensified, to act on avery point ot inkage in the pro-
cess of reproduction; it must allow the destruction of evary rigidity; it must
fiuidify, In a new mannef, the cycle of capitalist reproduction. But — you say —
this has always happened! This is one of the jaws of capitall Certainly. But what
makes the present situation specific is the depth, the intensity, the extensiveness
of the control. Capital has been subjected to a class pressure at the social lavel,
which has definitively destructured its terms of reference. Right down 1o the level
of fagtory-command {comando-impresa), command is in crisis. Restructuration,
a this point, Is pure form of domination.’ it aims to be effective even at the level
of the individual unit o production, the slngle social group, ihe single individuat.
Trus i is no accident that, acting at such a depth and within such micro-
aconomic dimensions, State power is once agaln, for the first time in several
decades, resurrecting the \deology of Freedom!

At this stage, the capitalist determination (whose articutations attempt to follow
the social emergence of the processes ot proletarian self-valorization, and which.
has to face up to the destructuration affects that these engender, reaches a hig
point of its togical vacuity: kere the relmposition of the Jaw of value within
restructuration is violence, and Is fagically founded on criterla of indifference.
However, this in no sense diminishes the sfficacily of 1he project of restructura:
tion. The specification of the indifference starts from command. 1f the social
struggle of the working class has driven the capitalist brain into a position of fo
mal indifference, then capitalist command tries to specify itself materially on th
possibiity. it is impertant to emphasize this transition. 1t is important pecause
with it comes a fundamentat shift in the development of the contemporary form
the State. That very soclal-democratic project, which since the time of Keynes h
peen at the centre of gapltal's interesis within the restructuring process, is NoW
subsumed to the indifference of the possibtiities of capital. This Is perhaps a
splendid example of how working class and proletarlan self-valorization has
destroyed an Instance of the enemy. The sociai-democratic prelect is beginning
disintegrate, and from this point of view, the euphoria that is accompanying th
present development of the various EurcGommunisms is slightly macabre.
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So, concretely speaking, what is the center of the capitalist restructuration pro-
ject today? How is the form of domination being realized? The fact of command
over living labor taking the upper hand over the law of value Is not something
new: but what is specific to today’s restructuration is the conjunctura of com-
mand togethar with the indifference of the contents of command, of its articula-
tiens. This capitatist conclusion derives fror the powerfui socialization of the
revotutionary movement of the proletarian class; it Is the obverse of this. In this
gltuation, capital’s initiative becomes regressive — in other words, it has 1o base
itself on a jogic that is as empty as it is separate. Once again & presmise which, to
us, is fundamenta! -— fe the separateness of the cycles of capital and Hs State,-
for_m from the cycle of working ciass self-vatorization — is verified. But at this
point a whole series of problems re-emerge. In particutar, if we want {o identify
rnot so much the center, as the specific content of capltalist restructuration. This
terribie void and indifference, this terribly weak and the same time ferocious
freedom of capital — how ig it determined today?

For 1he? moment | know only one thing, that from the working class point of view
— having arrived at this level of awareness — the effects of the destrucluring ac-
tion that | have set in motion force me to confront — In a destructive manner —
capital's powers 0f stabilization. And this means, above ali, confronting that
power which provides ihe bresding ground for the muitiple indifferent possibilities
of domination, Destructuration of the enemy system Involves the immediate
necessiy of attacking and destabilizing its poiltical regime.

Translated by Red Noles

1if2-3 Photo: D, Gorlez
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Autoreduction
Movements
in Turin

Eddy Cherki/
Michel Wieviorka

To consider the new devalepments in social struggle within Western Europe Sincé

1968, one must turn to italy, The organization of the Worker's Movement, ofta.n ony
a mass scale, has assumed original forms. Urban struggles have led to o;gamzed_‘i
4 THE PRICE OF

union and poiitical neighborhood actions with stakes tied

From this point of view, the autoreduction rmovement, whi

to consumption.

sh began In Turin in the

tall of 1974, constitutes a deveiopment of the utmost importance. Autoreduction

|s the act by which consumers, in the area of consumptio
area of production, take it upon themseives to radu‘ce, at_
level, the price of public services, housing, electricity; or |
proguctivity.

n, and workers, in the
a collectively determined
n the factory, the rate of

Above and beyond the “classical” forms of economic crisis and the bankruptcy

{or rather absence) of the italian gcvernment‘s ecfmomlc
enlightened seciors of the technocracy and certain jeade
monopolies (such as Agnelil, FIAT), centered around Garl

bank, propose and, In June 1974, compet the govemment

ratorm, the Carli Plan. Founded on the fundamental hypotnesis of the tacit su?vﬁé
port of the 1L.C.F., oF at teast its neulrality, this plan proposes two gssential objedy

policy, the most

THE HISE
OF SOCIAL
STRUGGLE

THE
AUTOREDUCTION
MOVEMENT AND

TRANSPORTATION

rs of the large talian

i, president of the itatiat §

to accept a plan of

tives. On the one handg, restructuring tha production (diversification of some in-
gustrial sectors, notably the automobite industry, formutation of a nuclear energy
program} and, on the other hand, reducing, in the area of consumption, public ex-
penditures—in particular, curbing the production of cotlective iools and ar-
rangements (equipements collectits). On & more general level. the Carli Plan seeks
to place the burden of the Italian economic reform on the working classes by
reducing internal demand, {hus household consumption, Goncretely, the govarn-
ment's principle of “fair pficing” of public services entalls a massive price in-
crease In transportation, slectricity, telephone, health care and housing. In July,
besides a few amendmants proposéd by the 1.G.P., the Assembly approved this
program with increases axceeding 50 per cent.

The application of the Carli Plan presupposes a climate of social peace and the
absence of workers’ struggles. However, in the past few y&ars, social struggles
are on the rise, Ciassical forms of action have been significantly suppiementad by
iess conventional forms: sabotaging production, sequestaring leaders, towering
productivity, controlling the rate of production, and massive absentesism. This
movement expresses at one and the same time the rebellion of the italian working
class and its pugnacicusness.

The metaliurgical unicns {the F.L.M) and various groups of the extreme left Lot
ta Continua”, “Avanguardia Operaia”, and later <l Manifesto”) take an active role
in this movement. Between 1968 and 1975 forms of direct action reappear on the
batileground of urban struggles, they are essantialiy centered around the problem
of housing. The homeless take over empty houses. Pubtic housing tenanis
autoreduce rents or resist eviction. These struggles are iliegal, massive and often
viotant.

Massive struggles: in Haly between 1968 and 1975, twenty-thousand habitations
are “squatterized”. Rent autoreduction was the first form of action; the politicai
objective was to Hmit rents to 10% of one's salary.

These violent siruggles cannot be isotated from the ciimate of social and police
violence which reigns in ftaly. The most dramatic eplsode ocoured in the San
fasllio neighborhooed (in the suburbs of Romae). In September of 1974, a militant of
the extreme left was killed during a clash betwaen police and squatters.

1t is difficult to establish a direct connection between urban struggles and
workers' struggles. it is not easy to grasp that the capitalist system in general is
under attack in both the areas of production and consumption, The autorgduction
movement in Turin strives in to unite through a collective acticn the forces of pro-
ductlon and those of consumption.

Each day, In Turin, tens of ihousands of workers comiute {pendolari). This con-
stitutes a forced axtension of the work day and an important financial purden.

Some businesses allow their employees travel expenses; others provide for the
transportation for their work force: but often, as is the case of FIAT, transporia-
tion costs are directly born by the workers.

in the summer and fall of 1874, the dacision of two private transportation com-
panies to increase their fares by 20% 1o 50% caused an immediate reaction on
the part of the workers.

The first reactions are spontaneous, unorganized: buses are blocked at Pinerolio,
an important gathering potnt of Rivalta and Mirafios! workers, some delegations
head towards municipalities and the ragional government, some tracts are
distributed, All of this changes little to the increase, The Rivalla FLM decides t0
take in hand the organization of the atruggie on the basis of aytoreduction: the
weekly fransportation pass must be purchased at the oid price. This declsion
foltows a brief political debate. Refusing all payment is practically not censidered
and, for a very good reason: the transportation companies would simply stop run-
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ning their huses. In gach bus, delegates, are designated to gathet subscriptions Morgovar, they were rpady 1o warn the {enants so that a mobilization to prevent
at the oid price In exchange for a receipt prepared by the unions. The money cob electricily from being turned off e unieashed. The fmportant fact to note ia the
jected is then turned over to the gompanies.! role of a worker's union in inttiating struggles oulside of the factory The workers’
unions have come 10 somewhat replace parties or political organiza;ions.
The smallest gompanies refuse the money, then quickly reverse this decision,
ey threaten to curtal certain lines in retaiiation. \Worker's demonstrations and Union initiative can only be understood if one considers the relaticns of power
prossure ¢rom FIAT ieads the regional governmen'ﬁ to demand that the aoncerned petween the iocaliregicnal levei and the national level of the confederations, In-
companies accept suspension of thelr curtaiiments and operate buses at the oid deed, there is a specific context of unionlsm in Turin, The unions of Turin dGIL
price untit an agrsement with the unions is reached. GiSL, UL, and the union of FLM unions are relatively autonomous in relation to
their naticnal lsadership.
The fact that a direct action resufted in such rapid suCcess |s of utmost impor-
1ance, if only on the level of \he debate within the unlens and lestist organiza- The GGIL in Turin, directly tled to the 1.C.P. on the nationai tevel, Is situated to the
tions. aft of its national leadership; CISL is an “open’ union in which militants of the
axtreme left defend their political ideas and oblain pesitions of responsibility on

We are no longer in the tactory, in the production area itself, but rather at the the ragional level.

junction of the factory and the neighporhood of town. This toreshadows the

development of popular struggtes at the jeval of consumption, without yet presen- This wou‘td not be the case elsewhere, notably in Milan where the unions' regional
ting the most characteristic traits {plurl-classism, difficulty in relating io factory Ieadershlq, has curbed the autoreduciion movement on electricity initiated by ex-
struggtes). Last and above all, this form of struggle constitutes a break from tradi- treme leftist groups, or also at Naples where the autoreduction rmovement is more

tional pragtice. spontaneous and unconnected with any union Initiative.

Autoreduction was not practiced by isolated militants: it was arganized, and this Tl’%e active suppart of the union injtiative by the entire extreme 1gft in Turin ¢on-

is a fundamentai point, by unions which brought their sctive support and Stliute_s an important point; the moverment would never have been ahle to organize
simultaneously imposed a coherent fine of action. Such a position would have the naighborhoods in the ©.P. and the extreme left, with the different grass root

peen unthinkable & few years eartier it strongly suggests a preakihrough, of cer- neighborheod organizations, had not supported the union's initiative.

tain themes of the axtreme lefl. We should, howevel, assess ihe seope of this

preakthrough: the autoraduction of regional transportation has always been a The actuai struggte wiil untold in two stages. In the first stage, a campaign o cok-
jocatized phenomenon jnvotving merely the machinery of local metaliurgical tect signatures of commitment to the autoreduction position 55; initiated in the
anions, for a set objective. Al no time was il a question of generalizing the move: tactories, then very quickly, in the neighborhoods, Why this campalgn? Because it
ment on a national scale. The movement on electricity, instigated by ihe provin- is necessary to move fast and give a mass dimension to the struggie. The petition
clal ieadership of the FLM will give a new gimension 10 autoreduction, its truty aliows the unteashing of an immediate and cailective action: the signer has com-

mitted hirnlse!f t.o paying only hatt price and to sending to the adminisiration,
togethar with his payment, a tetter in which he explains that he is acting In accof
dance with the directions of the unions in Turin: CISL, CGIL and UIL.

mass character.

Taking advantage of the summer and in the context of the, Garli Plan, the govern-
ment, at the peginning of Juiy, decides o increase the slgctricity rates. This ik
crease anticipates an entire series of comparable measures and, as a result, con-
stituies a political test for the authoritles. They wiil be able to impose the foliow-
ing increases (telephone, pubiic transporiation, etc) alt ihe more quickiy and easi
Iy if the reaction to thelr first decision Is weak and indecisive. The unions must

The‘ gecond phase deals with the actuat settling of bitls, Al this stage, the elec-
tricity unlons intervens, as expected, by turnishing a complete accour;t of the
dates when t‘ha pilis were mailed, neighborhood by neighborhood. As a result of
yifthe o ton this accpunting, the grass root organizations set up pickets in front of certain
post offices and distribute to the workers a leaflet which explains the methods of

iy an economic crisis, the struggle in the factory cannot serve as a basis of
mobilization for meeting demands related 10 consumption. The ynions of the
c.1.5.L —electricily, using the example of the regionai iransportation movement,
ihen propose 0 initiate an autoraduction. Wwill the bills that the customers receive
be reduced by 50% Of, morg radically, will 2 refusat to pay the bills be organized?

i3

tn fact, th