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 Is it p ossib le  th a t th e  Left has b ee n  w ro n g  a b o u t cap ita list d ev e lo p m e n t an d  
r e vo lu tio n ary  change? I s  it p ossib le  th a t 2 0 th -ce n tu ry  cap ita lism  is n o t “ m ori- 
bu n d ; ” th a t th e  R ussian  R evo lu tion  d id  n o t u sh e r  in an  “ e ra  o f  w ars an d  

r evo lu tions, ” as p red ic ted  by  L enin; th a t cap ita lism  does n o t u n fo ld  ac co rd ­
ing to an  “ im m a n e n t” d ia lectic  in w h ich  lie th e  “ seeds” of its ow n d es tru c tio n ?  
Could it b e  th a t w e a re  in  a  ceaseless “ asce n d in g  p h a se ” o f  cap ita lism ?
 W e grasp  a t straw s — H u n g a ry  in 1956, Paris in  1968, C zechoslovak ia  in 
1969, P o land  in  th e  early  1980s — fo r ev idence  o f  a  rev o lu tio n ary  p ro le ta ria t 
w ithout seeing  th e  tragic m arg ina lity  o f  these  events. W e tu rn  to  C h ina, C uba , 
Southeast Asia, Portugal, an d  N ica rag u a  fo r  ev idence o f  a “ rev o lu tio n ary  e ra” 
o r to  the  K orean  a n d  V ietnam ese conflicts fo r ev idence o f  a  “ w ar-r id d e n  e ra ” 
w ithout seeing their nationalist lim itations. W e try to acknow ledge how  am big­
uous they  a re  in  re la tio n  to th e  la rg e r fact o f  a  greatly  e x p a n d e d  cap ita lism , the 
ex tent to  w hich  the  m ark e tp lace  has d e e p e n e d  its reach  in to  th e  m o st in tim ate  
aspects o f  social life, th e  strik ing  stab ility  o f  th e  system  as a w hole, its ch illing  
techno log ica l so p h is tica tio n  th a t has m a d e  m ean ing less all im ages o f  in su r­
rec tio n ary  rev o lu tio n s in  the  m a jo r  cen te rs  o f  cap ita lism .
 N or can  w e c o n tin u e  to  u se  “ b e traya ls” to  exp la in  th e  fa ilu res o f  th e  p as t 
lour genera tions . Such a co n sis ten t p a tte rn  o f  treach e ry  suggests an  in te rn a l 
w eakness in th e  trad itio n a l socialist “ persp ec tiv e” o f  cap ita lism  an d  rev o lu ­
tio n  tha t raises m o re  q u es tio n s  th a n  it answ ers. T h e  socialist p ro jec t is fragile 
indeed if b e tray a l can  o cc u r so easily an d  if  “ success” y ields b u rea u c ra tic  traits
so constrictive a n d  reac tio n a ry  th a t h is to ry  is th e  b e tte r  fo r its failures. T h e  
R ussian  R evo lu tion  was a ca ta s tro p h e  w hose  shadow  has cast th e  en tire  cen- 
tury in to  darkness, a n d  lives in  o u r  d re a m s m o re  as a  n ig h tm a re  th a n  a  v ision  
of hope.
 T h e  answ ers a re  n o t to  b e  fo u n d  in  q u ie tism  a n d  defeat. It is n o t defeatis t 
to acknow ledge th a t o u r  expectations w ere  u n w arra te d  an d  th e  analyses th a t 
n o u rish e d  th e m  w ere equally  faulty. N o r  is a c c o m m o d a tio n  p o ssib le  if cap it­
alism rem a in s  irra tio n a l to  th e  core; th a t it has always b ee n  so (M arx’s a rg u ­
m ents a b o u t its “ p rogressive  ro le ” to th e  co n tra ry  no tw ith s tand ing ); a n d  th a t 
it has always s to o d  at o d d s  w ith  a n  ab id in g  p o ten tia l fo r f re e d o m  an d  eco log i­
cal balance. B u t b e fo re  th a t p o te n tia l can  b e  seen  a n d  a  re lev an t p rac tice 
developed fro m  efforts to  rea lize  it, w e m u s t c lear away th e  ideo log ical fog  th a t 
obscures o u r  th ink ing . T h is fog  arises fro m  a  c o n ju n c tu re  o f  forces th a t has 
been seriously  m is ju d g ed  by rad icals  fo r m o re  th a n  a  ce n tu ry  a n d  fro m  a  m is­
r ead ing  o f  p h e n o m e n a  th a t span  th e  last fo u r cen tu ries .
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The Failures of the Classical Analysis
W h e th e r  o n e  chooses to  call cap ita lism  “ p ro g ressiv e” a n d  “ p e rm a n e n tl y  

rev o lu tio n ary ,” to  u se  M arx ’s w ords, o r  a  “ h isto rically  necessary  evil,” to u se 
B ak u n in ’s in  reg a rd  to  th e  state, th e  fact rem a in s  th a t W W I o p e n e d  an  e n t i r e ly  
new  e ra  in  rad ica l social theory . T h e  te rr ib le  b lo o d -le ttin g  o f  th e  w ar p o s e d  
serious cha llenges to  th e  e x u b e ra n t b e lie f  in  p rog ress  th a t th e  p rev ious c e n -  
tu ry  associa ted  w ith  th e  new  social o rd er. A t th e  sam e tim e th e  rev o lu tio n ar y  
upheavals  o f  th e  1917-23 p e r io d  aw akened  new  h o p es a b o u t th e  im m in e n t  
lik e lih o o d  o f  a ra tio n a l society — o f  socialism  a n d  h u m a n  em an c ip a tio n . The 
un iversa lism  a n d  h u m a n ism  o f th e  socialist p ro jec t as it was fo rm u la te d  at that 
tim e has no  eq u a l in  o u r  ow n. C learly , it was ag reed , cap ita lism  had  ceased t o  
b e  “ p rog ressive” o r  “ h isto rically  necessary” irrespective  o f  w h e th e r  it was  
“ evil” o r  no t. I f  it h ad  an  “ ascen d in g  p h a se ” ch a rac te rized  by d ram a tic  a d v a n -  
ces in tech n o lo g y  a n d  th e  d em ystification  o f  all trad itio n a l h u m a n  b onds, and 
be tw een  h u m a n ity  a n d  n a tu re , it had  d e fin ite ly  n o t e n te re d  in  a “ descending 
p h ase” th a t g u a ra n te e d  its se lf-ex tinction .

T h e  socialist p ro jec t was very specific a b o u t the  shift in  the  cycle o f  capitalist 
dev e lo p m en t. In  its “ asce n d in g  p h a se ,” cap ita lism  h ad  p re su m a b ly  estab­
lished  th e  techn ical p re c o n d itio n s  fo r socialism . It seem ed  to  foster inter- 
n a tio n a lism  by  secu la riz in g  all h u m a n  b o n d s  a n d  experiences, m ak in g  giant 
strides in  c u ltu ra l an d  po litica l d ev e lo p m en t, e x p a n d in g  h u m a n  p ro d u c tiv i t y  
a n d  needs, ra tio n a liz in g  ex p e rien ce  as well as p ro d u c tio n  — and , above all, 
c rea tin g  a specia l class, th e  p ro le ta ria t, w hose in te rests  a n d  afflictions ine x -  
o rab ly  d ro v e  it tow ard  th e  ab o litio n  o f  the  w age system , cap ita lism , a n d  cla s s  
society as such. Even if it was reaso n ab le  to  su p p o se  th a t w ith o u t class con- 
sc iousness th e  p ro le ta ria t co u ld  no  m o re  b ec o m e a “ h eg e m o n ic  class” th a n  
the  m o st qu ie tistic  peasan try , socialist theo rists  em p h a s iz e d  th a t “ objective 
even ts” — a n d  in  L en in ’s view, a  party  o f  conscious rev o lu tio n aries  — w ou ld  
p ro v id e  the  self-reflexivity th a t co u ld  have m a d e  a  successful p ro le ta rian  
rev o lu tio n  possib le.

T h e  o u tb re a k  o f  W W II p ro v id ed  conclusive  ev idence o f  th e  fa ilu re  o f  th i s  
e n tre n c h e d  analysis. F or nearly  ten  years p r io r  to  th e  w ar, w orld  cap ita lism  
h ad  rea ch ed  an  u n p r e c e d e n t e d  p e r io d  o f  s tag n atio n  an d  decline. T h e  econ- 
o m y  w as fro z en  in  crises th a t a p p e a re d  to  b e  ch ro n ic  an d  in tractab le . Living  
s tan d ard s, e m p lo y m e n t, h o p es  fo r recovery, an d  a b e lie f  in th e  legitim acy 
the  social o rd e r  h a d  e b b e d  to  a n  a ll-tim e low  by  co m p ariso n  w ith  th e  p r e -  
W W I era. F ollow ing the  1929 financial co llapse, th e  p ro le ta r ia t em erged  
a lm b st explosively  as a  social force. A lth o u g h  largely  defensive, w orkers '  
in su rrec tio n s  led  by socialists flared  u p  in  A ustria  a n d  S pain  (1934); g en e r a l  
strikes sw ept F rance, m a rk e d  by  th e  raising  o f  red  flags over factories (1935); 
p la n t o cc u p a tio n s  a n d  co m b ativ e  struggles w ith  po lice  in  th e  U.S. c rea ted  an 
illu sion  o f  a  n e a r-in su rrec tio n a ry  crisis, b u ttre ssed  by  ag ra rian  u n re s t i n  
w hich  a rm e d  fa rm ers  c losed  do w n  au c tio n s a n d  o b s tru c ted  th e  m o v e m en t o f  
p ro d u c e  d u r in g  fa rm ers’ strikes w ith ro ad  b arricad es. D esp ite  revealing  fail- 
u res, th is m o v e m e n t co u ld  claim  defin ite  if  illu so ry  successes: th e  e lec tion  o f
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the P opu lar F ro n t in  F rance an d  Spain; the  reco g n itio n  o f  in d u stria l u n io n s  in 
the U.S.; and , finally, the  sho rtlived  ach ievem en ts  o f  the  S pan ish  R evo lu tion  

in  1936-37 w hich  set an  u n p re c e d e n te d  ex am p le  o f  w orkers’ an d  p easan ts’ 
self-m an ag em en t. R arely h ad  an  in su rg en t m ass m o v e m en t ach ieved  such 
ongoing persis tence an d  m ilitancy . In d ee d , fascism  seem ed  n o t on ly  like an 
expression  o f  a general crisis in the  cap ita list social o rd e r  th a t ca lled  fo r a 
vigorous im position  o f to talitarian contro ls b u t also like a  defensive reaction by 
a trad itional b o u rg eo isie  to  ag ro w in g  a n d  increasing ly  m e n ac in g  la b o r m ove­
m ent w hose m ilitancy  a p p e a re d  to  verge o n  o u tr ig h t social revo lu tion .
 C ap ita lism  in the  1930s also ap p e a re d  to b e  a  “ h isto rical m ateria lis t” text­
book ex am p le  o f  a social o rd e r  th a t had  ou tlived  its legitim acy. N o t on ly  was 
the d ecad e  s tag n an t econom ica lly  a n d  ravaged by  class conflict; it was tech- 

n ologically stagnan t as well. J u d g in g  from  th e  lite ra tu re  o f  th e  tim es, a co n ­
vincing case co u ld  be m a d e  for M arx’s n o tio n  th a t “ th e  m ateria l forces o f 
p roduction” h ad  “ co m e in to  conflict w ith th e  ex isting  re la tions o f  p ro d u c- 
tion.” T ech n o lo g y  was b o u n d  by sh a rp  co rp o ra te  an d  m o n o p o lis tic  con- 
straints th a t fo reclosed  innova tion . C ap ita lism , it seem ed , cou ld  no  longer 
perform  its “ histo rically  ass ig n ed ” fu n c tio n  o f  advancing  th e  “ m a teria l pre- 
co nd itions” fo r freedom ; in d eed , ii seem ed  to  b lock  th e ir  d ev e lo p m en t. A 
socialist rev o lu tio n  was n eed ed , p resu m ab ly , to  b rin g  society back  in to  his- 
tory, tha t is, to resto re  th e  m o m e n tu m  o f  technological advances w hich the 
bourgeois social o rd e r  co u ld  no  lo n g e r sustain.

Finally th e  o u tb rea k  o f  W W II was seen as the  cu lm in a tio n  o f  th e  “ ch ro n ic  
c r isis o f  cap ita lism ” — its clim ax  an d  literally  th e  b a ttle g ro u n d  f o r  a  reso lu tio n  
of the so-called  “ social q u e s tio n .” T h e  m ass defection  o f  leftist liberals to the 
Allied m ilita ry  cause  d id  n o t in d u c e  d esp a ir  a m o n g  the  a lready  co n trac tin g  
radical m o v em en ts  o f  the  1940s. W W II, it was a rg u e d  by trad itio n a l M arxists, 
was m ere ly  a  co n tin u a tio n  o f  W W I — an  im peria list a d v e n tu re  that w ou ld  re- 
open all th e  w o u n d s  th a t caused  its p red ecesso r to en d  in social revolu tion . 
Indeed, th is second  w ar was now  v isua lized  as a  m o re  short-lived  conflict. T he 
pro le tarian  m asses o f  th e  1940s, p resu m a b ly  m o re  ed u ca ted  by th e ir  ex p e r­
iences d u rin g  the interw ar period o f capitalist decay, social conflict, revolutions, 
the usual diet o f  “betrayals” an d  “ treachery” served u p  by social dem ocracy and 
Stalinism, a n d  a n  ex p a n d e d  sense o f  class so lidarity  a n d  in te rn a tio n a lism , 
would act to  ch an g e  society w ith g rea te r d e te rm in a tio n  than  th e  p rev ious 
generation . G iven a  rea so n ab le  a m o u n t o f  tim e, th e  c o n ten d in g  im peria lis t 
blocs in  th e  w orld  conflict w o u ld  reveal th e ir  “ b an k ru p tc y ” a n d  a su b te rra ­
nean la b o r m o v em en t, even in  fascist G erm an y  (to som e, especially in fascist 
Germ any) w o u ld  pick u p  th e  d an g lin g  th read s o f  1917-18 an d  soon  te rm in a te  
the w ar in social revo lu tion .

It is difficult to convey how  tenaciously this scenario was held  by the interw ar 
generation  o f  radicals. N early  all o f  the  radical th e o riz in g  o f  a  ce n tu ry  fed into 
these v isions o f  social ch an g e  an d  th e  de ta iled  seq u en ce  o f  forecasts th a t the 
revolu tionary  socialist m o v e m en t p ro jec ted  fo r  th e  fu tu re  in  1940 a n d  well 
into th e  w ar itself. By th e  sam e token, any  d o u b ts  a b o u t th is analysis a n d  its
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o u tc o m e  y ie lded  reac tions th a t w ere eq u a lly  far-reach ing . T rotsky, m o re  th a n 
any  o f  th e  Bolsheviks, re ta in e d  th e  classical p e rsp ec tiv e  o f  th e  era, in d eed , o f 
the  tra d itio n a l la b o r  m o v e m e n t itself. S hortly  b e fo re  his d ea th  h e  c la im ed  that 
th e  w ar ad v a n ce d  very  co m p e llin g  cha llenges to  th e  rad ica l trad ition . A fter 
ex p ressin g  th e  u su a l ritua listic  co n fid en ce  in  th e  ab o v e  scenario  a n d  the cer- 
ta in ties o f  its o u tc o m e , h e  tu rn e d  to  th e  im p lica tio n s  o f  an  a lternative  o u t- 
com e. I f  capitalism  em erged  from  the  w ar intact, he w arned, the revolutionary 
m o v e m e n t w o u ld  have to  re -ex a m in e  its m o st fu n d a m e n ta l p rem ises. His 
m u rd e r  in  1940 fo rec lo sed  th e  possib ility  o f  such  a  re -ev a lu a tio n  by his 
follow ers. B ut h is w o rd s d o gged ly  h a u n t th e  e n tire  rev o lu tio n ary  p ro jec t as it 
d ev e lo p ed  fro m  th e  days o f  th e  e a r lie s t w orkers’ in su rrec tio n s . T ro tsky’s ch ill­
ing  c o n fro n ta tio n  w ith  th e  p ro jec t’s fa ilu re  e n a b le d  h im  to  see W W II as a test 
o f  a  trad itio n a l M arx is t a n d  L en in is t view  o f  th e  en tire  h is to ry  o f  cap ita list 
d ev e lo p m en t.

W W II d id  n o t e n d  early. I t lasted  fo r  nearly  six years. It d id  n o t te rm in a te  in 
revo lu tions. T h e  G erm a n  w orkers fo u g h t to th e  very  d o o rs  o f  H itle r’s b u n k e r  
in B erlin  w ith o u t even a  sign ifican t m u tiny . F ar fro m  e x h ib itin g  any  signifi­
can t ev idence  o f  class so lidarity  a n d  in te rn a tio n a lism , th e  w ar was fo ugh t o u t 
o n  largely n a tio n a lis t te rm s a n d  fo r ideals re d o le n t o f  18 th -cen tu ry  “ pa­
tr io tism ,” o ften  d esce n d in g  to  a  savage irre d en tism  a n d  even racism , w ithou t 
the  ra tionalis t an d  u to p ia n  can o n s o f  th e  E n lig h ten m en t.

W hat is even m o re  rem ark ab le : cap ita lism  em erg ed  from  W W II in a  stronger 
p o sition  th a n  in p ast g en e ra tio n s . A lth o u g h  the  w ar d ev o u re d  b etw een  40 an d  
60 m illio n  lives, th e  social o rd e r  th a t c la im ed  th is u n p re c e d e n te d  toll was 
never seriously  q u es tio n e d . W ith  the  ex cep tio n  of R u ss ia  a n d  Spain, coun tries 
w hose “ p ro le ta r ia t” largely  consis ted  of peasan ts  in overalls, socialism  an d  
an a rch ism  h ad  failed to  o r ie n t the  E u ro p e a n  p ro le ta ria t tow ard  social revo lu ­
tion. In  th e  50 years th a t fo llow ed th e  last o f  th e  w orkers’ upsu rg es, th e re  is no 
ev idence th a t th e  lo n g  ex p e rien c e  o f  p ro le ta r ian  socialism  has fostered  any 
advance  in  h u m a n  freedom . In d ee d , in  th e  n a m e  o f  socialism , to ta litarian  
states today  ru le  an  im m e n se  p o r tio n  o f  th e  w orld  w ith  a ru th le ssn ess  th a t is as 
d ism al as th a t o f  th e ir  an teced en ts .

T ech n o lo g ica l in n o v a tio n , in  tu rn , ac q u ired  a  m o m e n tu m  th a t has shat­
te red  every c o n s tra in t — m o ra l as well as eco n o m ic  — th a t society co u ld  raise 
aga inst its e leva tion  to  p re -e m in e n c e  in  th e  h u m a n  m in d . T o  p o in t to  a  rip en ­
ing o f  the  m a te ria l co n d itio n s  fo r  socialism , c o m m u n ism , o r  an a rch ism  as a 
ju stifica tio n  fo r  th is b re a k th ro u g h  verges o n  b lack  h u m o r. A s tro n g  case can 
b e  m a d e  to d ay  fo r A d o rn o ’s L u d d ism  in Minima Moralia — in d eed , p e rh a p s  a 
s tro n g er o n e  th a t w h a t h e  p ro p o se d . N ever b e fo re  has techno log ica l innova­
tio n  em erg ed  so m u c h  as a force in  its ow n righ t to  a rres t any  tren d  tow ard  the 
rea liza tio n  o f  th e  “ tru e  society .” T h e  so p h is tica tio n  o f  today ’s w eaponry  
red u ces in su rre c tio n a ry  m o d e s  o f  social change  to  ro m an tic ism  w hile hopes 
fo r th e  h eg e m o n y  o f  th e  p ro le ta r ia t a re  little m o re  th a n  m e re  nostalg ia . But 
w h a t to d ay  h a u n ts  p ro le ta r ia n  socialism  even m o re  th a n  th e  en d  o f  the 
b a rr ica d e  as a n y th in g  o th e r  th a n  a  sym bol is the  n u m e rica l dec line o f  the
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industria l p ro le ta ria t itse lf — th e  ch an g e  in  th e  very  personality o f  w h a t was 
once called  w age labor. T h is p ro le ta r ia t now  faces n ea r-e x tin c tio n  by cy b e rn a­
tion, a  reality that is perhaps m o re  persuasive testim ony to  th e  archaic character 
of classical socialism  a n d  an a rch o sy n d ica lism  th a n  th e  m y th  th a t th is  class will 
play a cen tra l ro le  in social change. L ong  g o n e  are th e  days w h en  techno logy  
could  b e  seen  as a force p ro m o tin g  socialism . T ech n o lo g ica l in n o v a tio n  has 
taken o n  a life o f  its ow n a n d  can  b e  a d d u c e d  n o t on ly  as a m e an s  o f  ec o n o m ic  
and po litica l reg u la tio n  b u t as a causa l fac to r in  eco logical b reak d o w n . I t is
form in g  a h is to ry  th a t can b e  w ritten  in large p a r t au to n o m o u sly : as th e  story 
of an ava lanche o f  devices th a t m ak e  th e  c itizen  pow erless, sm o th e r  ind iv id u al 
expression, a n d  su b m e rg e  p e rso n a l creativity. C ap ita lism  has clearly  s tab il­
ized itself, a ssu m in g  th a t it was ever unstab le . A nd  it has d o n e  so by  es tab lish ­
ing itself as a  social given th a t is now  as u n q u e s tio n e d  as feu d a lism  was in  the  
12th cen tury . T h a t is to  say, cap ita lism  now  en joys a  psycho log ical valid ity  th a t 
renders its fu n ctio n s as free fro m  challenges, in d eed , consciousness, as the 
opera tions o f  th e  au to n o m ic  nerv o u s system . T h e  fa ilu re  of th e  classical 
analysis is ju s t  as co m p le te  a n d  ju s t  as d is tu rb in g , fo r it too  has h a d  a signifi- 
can t ro le  in  leg itim ating  cap ita lism  by its ow n in te rp re ta tio n  o f  c a p ita lism ’s 
origins a n d  evo lu tion .

The Failure of Classical Historiography
T h e  c o n tr ib u tio n  o f  the  classical analysis to  th e  leg itim ation  o f  cap ita lism  is 

m ost ev id en t in th e  way socialism  has as su m ed  th e  in stitu tio n a l fo rm s o f 
recent cap ita lism . A d isq u ie tin g  sim ilarity  exists b etw een  th e  cen tra liza tio n  o f  
ihe sta te  u n d e r  cap ita lism  a n d  classical socialist goals. T h is goes back  to 
M arx’s Capital itself, w hich n o tw ith s tan d in g  its b rillian t analysis o f  th e  co m ­
m odity, p ro jec ts  cap ita list d ev e lo p m e n t in to  a p h ase  th a t is so ak in  to  its 
au th o r’s co n c ep tio n  o f  socialism  th a t th e  w ork  ceases to  b e  authentically critical 
in the  sense o f  p ro v id in g  a p o in t o f  d e p a r tu re  fo r social lib e ra tio n . T o  th e  con- 
trary: th e  w ork  en te rs  in to  u n k n o w in g  com plic ity  w ith th e  d ev e lo p m e n t o f  
capitalism  tow ard  its still u n k n o w n  “ m a tu ra tio n .” It is no t M arx’s analysis th a t 
lakes th e  c o m m o d ity  in h a n d  b u t ra th e r  the  co m m o d ity  that takes possession  
of M arx’s analysis a n d  sub tle ly  carries it in to  im p lied  rea lm s th a t h e  cou ld  
never have an tic ip a ted  o r  reg a rd e d  as desirab le .

B u t th e  rea l fa ilu re  o f  “ h isto rica l m a te ria lism ” is a  m u c h  d e e p e r  one. M arx ’s 
“class analysis,” a still active d im e n s io n  o f  his theo re tical co rp u s , raises p ro b ­
lem s th a t have n o t b ee n  ad eq u a te ly  d ea lt w ith  by m o st o f  his acolytes. H is 
“class analysis” is s tru c tu re d  a ro u n d  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l n o tio n  th a t th e  “ d o m ­
ina tion  o f  n a tu re ” c a n n o t b e  ach ieved  w ith o u t th e  “ d o m in a tio n  o f  m a n  by 
m an ,” an  im p lied  view o f  n a tu re  w hose p rac tica l im p lica tio n s h ave p ro fo u n d ­
ly sh a p ed  th e  classical trad itio n .

C lasses in  M arx ’s la rg e r social views w ere in d isp en sa b le  fo r separa ting  
h u m a n ity  fro m  “ savagery,” fo r  b rin g in g  it in to  h is to ry  an d  fo rm in g  th e  
m ateria l p re c o n d itio n s  fo r lib e ra tio n  — lib e ra tio n  n o t on ly  fro m  th e  d o m in a ­
tion o f  m a n  by  m a n  b u t fro m  th e  d o m in a tio n  o f  n a tu re  th a t m a d e  h u m a n  
d o m in a tio n  “ h isto rically  necessary .” W ith in  th is co n v o lu ted  d ialectic, classi­
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cal socialism  rem a in ed  b lin d  to  ecological an d  g e n d e r  p ro b lem s, b o th  of 
w hich  are  linked  n o t on ly  to  th e  em erg en ce  o f  classes a n d  ex p lo ita tio n , b u t  are 
ro o ted  even m o re  fu n d am e n ta lly  in  th e  em erg en ce  o f  h ie ra rc h y  a n d  d o m in a ­
tion. A ccord ing ly , a ttem p ts  to  fo rm u la te  a socialist ecology a n d  fem in ism  to 
keep pace w ith  th e  social m o v em en ts  o f  o u r  day te n d  to  b e  m e re  contrivances. 
A lthough  sectarian  socialists critic ize these  m o v e m en ts  fo r lack ing  a  class 
analysis, we are  still f lo o d ed  w ith  g lean ings fro m  M arx  o n  eco logy  a n d  w om en  
th a t verge o n  carica tu re. M arx’s class analysis reflects a  very  V ictorian , indeed , 
bourgeo is, m ark e tp lace  n o tio n  o f  n a tu re  as a  rea lm  o f  d o m in a tio n , b lindness, 
rivalry, an d  scarce resou rces th a t o n ce  defin ed  every m a jo r  d isc ip lin e  o f  the 
tim e from  econom ics to  psychology. T h e  m o re  c o n te m p o ra ry  ecological 
im age o f  na tu re , particu la rly  o f  ecosystem s, as n o n h ie ra rch ica l, se lf-fo rm a­
tive, m u tua lis tic , an d  fecu n d  has e lu d ed  th e  M arx ian  o u tlo o k  w ith  th e  resuli 
that A m erican  socialists today  are  m o re  co m fo rtab le  w ith  th e  jo u rn a lism  of 
A n d re  G orz , fo r w h o m  “ ecological” p ro b lem s arise  from  th e  “ d ec lin e  in  the 
rate  o f  p ro fit” th a n  they are  w ith m o re  incisive w orks o f  eco p h ilo so p h y  that 
p reced ed  his Ecology as Politics.

T his p ro b le m  goes far b ey o n d  th a t o f  the  w eight th a t 19 th -cen tu ry  no tions 
im p o se  o n  the  classical socialist analysis. N o r can it b e  seen  on ly  as th e  resu lt of 
a p a tchw ork  re fu rb ish in g  o f  M arx ism  w ith  concep ts  th a t a re  a lien  to  its core 
ideas. R ather, w hat is m o s t re levan t here  is th e  m isch ie f M arx’s “ class a- 
nalysis” has w ro u g h t in fo rm u la tin g  a fresh  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  th e  capitalist 
d ev e lo p m e n t an d  the  po litics n e e d e d  to deal w ith it. W e a re  o b liged  to  ask 
w h e th e r rad ical th eo ry  is well served by an  im age o f  social d ev e lo p m e n t based 
p rim arily  o n  conflicting  eco n o m ic  in te rests  p rem ised  o n  th e  o w n ersh ip  or 
co n tro l o f  p ro p erty . As an  a lternative  to  this, we m ig h t c o n s id e r  th e  possib ility  
tha t cap ita lism  itself rep re se n ts  an  exception to  a m o re  w id esp read  social 
d ev e lo p m e n t b ased  on  sta tus a n d  th e  ways in w hich  th e  soc ia liza tion  process 
an d  society as a  w ho le  define  th e  in d iv id u a l’s p o sitio n  in  th e  h u m a n  com  
m u n ity  a n d  m a in ta in  th e  in d iv id u a l’s p lace in it.

H as capita lism , in  fact, really  revealed  the m a teria l se lf-in terest th a t has p re ­
sum ab ly  g u id e d  society u n d e r  the  m ask  o f  ideo logy  fo r th o u sa n d s  o f  years, as 
M arx claim s, o r  has it ra th e r  created th a t in te rest in a  basically  d iffe ren t social 
d isp en sa tio n  th a t rep laced  status a rran g e m en ts  w ith classes? As Karl Polanyi 
observes, m a n  “ does n o t act so as to  safeguard  his ind iv id u al in te res t in  the 
possession  o f  m a teria l goods; h e  acts so as to  safeguard  his social s tand ing , his 
social claim s, h is social assets.” T h u s, the  co re fo r social analysis is the 
p a ra m o u n t social tie fo r w h ich  eco n o m ic  re la tions a re  m ere ly  a h igh ly  vari- 
ab le m ean s ra th e r  th a n  the  “ basis” fo r social in te rac tion . T o  go  beyond 
Polanyi’s obse rva tion , w e can see th a t his social tie m ay follow  a libertarian  
pathw ay o r  an  a u th o rita r ia n  one. In d ee d , o n ce  early  ega litarian  societies 
began  to  b rea k  dow n, th e  lib e rta r ia n  pathw ay, in te rlaced  w ith  th e  au th o r- 
ita rian  one, rises f ro m  su b te rra n e a n  d ep th s  in  p e rio d s  o f  social u p h eav al and 
th en  su b m erg es in  eras o f  social stability.

T h e  n o tio n  th a t p recap ita lis t society was p rim arily  a  society o f  o rders , not
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 sim ply o f  classes, is h a rd ly  new, b u t its im p lica tio n s as w ell as its p rem ises  have 
yet to  b e  fully  ex p lo red . O n e ’s co m m u n ity  an d  th e  p lace  o n e  occup ies in  it is 
one o f  the  m o s t human a ttr ib u te s  w e possess. It is also  th e  way in  w hich  we 
situate ourselves th ro u g h o u t o u r  lives, th e  way in w hich fam ilial care is projected  
beyond  th e  fam ily  in to  the  la rg e r c o n tex t o f  h u m a n  re la tions. T h u s, nearly  all 
p recap ita lis t societies p ro jec ted  fam ily  a n d  k in sh ip  re la tio n s o n to  social life. 
D espite th e  g row th  o f  a  p u re ly  ju r id ic a l c o n c ep t o f  c itizen sh ip  a n d  a  ra tionalis t co n cep t o f  politics, lineage re ta in ed  e n o rm o u s  im p o rta n c e  in  secu la r co m ­
m unities. M onarch ies  d ea lt w ith  th e  te rrito rie s  u n d e r  th e ir  co n tro l m o re  as 
pa trim on ies  th a n  as n a tio n s o r  cu ltu res , a n d  it was by these  b iosoc ia l n o rm s 
that p eo p le  “ o rd e re d ” th e ir  ec o n o m ic  lives in to  social orders, n o t acco rd in g  to 
econom ic e lem en ts  w hich  w o u ld  have s tru c tu re d  th e m  as classes.

W e m u st keep  th is d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  a  society o f  o rd e rs  a n d  a society o f  
classes clearly  in  m in d , in a sm u c h  as it has im p o r ta n t po litica l a n d  prac tica l 
im plications. A class analysis b ased  exclusively o n  ec o n o m ic  in te rests  m is- 
leads h isto ry  a n d  m isd irec ts  p ractice. Social d is to rtio n s  a n d  reg ressions can 
no longer be explained prim arily  by p roperty  relations, n o r  can they be rectified 
by soc io -econom ic  m easu res  alone, such  as n a tio n a liza tio n , co llec tiv ization , 
or “w orkp lace  d em o crac y .” F or w h a t ex p lo d es  all these  p ro ffe red  so lu tio n s to 
the ta in ted  n a tu re  o f  m o d e rn  society is th e  sw ollen  legacy o f  c o m m a n d  an d  
ob ed ien ce  re la tio n s — in a w ord , h ie ra rch y  as th e  m o re  basic su b stra te  o f  all 
class rela tions.

T o  deve lop  m o re  fully  th e  c o n tra s t be tw een  sta tus societies an d  class 
societies, it is necessary  to  re ject a lto g e th e r  th e  id e a  th a t cap ita lism  as a society 

of classes co u ld  have em erg ed  o rgan ically  w ith in  th e  “ w o m b ” o f  feuda lism , a 
society o f  o rders . C a p ita lism ’s u n iq u e n e ss  m u s t b e  seen  in  th e  light th a t 
trad itional society as a  w hole  — o r ien ted  a ro u n d  fam ily an d  sta tus — sheds 
upon  it. N o  p rec ap ita lis t w orld  was e q u ip p e d  to  dea l w ith th e  fo rm id ab le  
social an d  cu ltu ra l irre sp o n sib ility  th a t an  u n co n tro lled  m ark e t eco n o m y  
w ould foster. O n e  does n o t have to  accep t th e  can o n s o f  Laissez-faire to recog­
nize th a t a  m a rk e t lack ing  an y  eth ical, cu ltu ra l, an d  in s titu tio n a l constra in ts  
would have horrified  peop le  even in the com m ercial w orld  o f  the Renaissance, 
with its n u a n c e d  s ta n d a rd s  fo r co m m erce . T h e  iden tifica tion  o f  the  m a rk e t 
with cap ita lism , in  fact, resu lts on ly  fro m  a  h ighly  specious rew ork ing  o f  h is­
torical fact. M arkets ex isted  fo r ages in  m a n y  d iffe ren t fo rm s, b u t they  w ere 
carefully in te g ra te d  in to  larger, m o re  d e m a n d in g , an d  socially m o re  legiti­
m ate co m m u n itie s  th a t s tru c tu re d  life a ro u n d  o rd ers , largely  u n ite d  by  k in­
ship an d  cra ft ties. T h ese  e lem en ts  o f  early  tr ib a lism  an d  village societies never 
d isap p ea red  co m p le te ly  fro m  th e  p recap ita lis t w orld . It w as p recisely  cap ita l­
ism, th e  u n c o n tro lle d  m arke t, th a t b ec am e  society, or, m o re  precisely, began  
to eat away a t society as a  cancer, a  m alignancy tha t th rea tened  the very existence 
of th e  social b o n d  itself. I t  is on ly  in  th e  2 0 th  cen tu ry , especially  in  post-W W II 
A m erica th a t cap ita lism  em erg ed  fro m  its p o s itio n  as a  p re d o m in a n t fo rce in 
society to b e c o m e  a  su b s titu te  fo r society, co rro d in g  all fam ilial a n d  k insh ip
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ties — an d  red u c in g  th e  p o p u la tio n  as a w hole  to  b uyers a n d  sellers in  a 
un iversal, ev e r-ex p an d in g  m arketp lace .

C ap ita lism , always a dormant system in  th e  la rg e r c o n tex t o f  precapita lis t 
social o rd ers , essentially  b u rs t u p o n  the  w orld  in  a  p e r io d  o f  sw eep ing  social 
decline. T h e  feudal system  o f  o rd e rs  w hich  th e  ab so lu tis t m o n a rc h ie s  o f 
E u ro p e  seem ing ly  held  to g e th e r  had  fallen in to  co m p le te  decay. By th e  18th 
century , E u ro p e  ex isted  in  w hat was little m o re  th a n  a  social v acu u m  w ithin 
w hich cap ita lism  co u ld  grow  a n d  u ltim ate ly  flou rish , a p e r io d  in w hich  there 
was a  genera l e ro s io n  o f  all m ores, n o t least o f  w h ich  w ere  trad itio n s  that 
in h ib ited  the  g row th  a n d  a u th o rity  o f  th e  b u rg h e r  s tra ta  itself. C apitalism  
began  to  em erg e  as a  p re d o m in a n t eco n o m y  feed in g  o n  th e  d ecom posing  
corpses o f  all trad itio n a l s ta tu s-o rien ted  societies. I t p a n d e re d  to th e  vices o f; a 
d ec ad e n t nobility , to th e  profligacy o f  a m a lig n a n t cou rt, to  th e  in d u lg e n t p re- 
ten tio n s o f  th e  nouveau riches a n d  it b a tte n e d  o n  th e  m isery  o f  a b a n d o n ed  
m asses — peasan ts, labo re rs , g u ild sm en , a n d  lu m p e n p ro le ta r ia n s  — that 
feudalism  had cast aside to fend for them selves with the decline o f  the patronal 
system  an d  its trad itio n a l n ex u s o f  righ ts a n d  du ties. T h e  g o o d  “ b u rg h e rs” o f 
the d ec lin ing  feudal w orld  a n d  the  e ra  o f  ab so lu tism  — th e  so-called  “ nascent 
b o u rg eo isie” — w ere  n o  less s ta tu s-o rien ted  an d  la te r no  less royalist th a n  the 
“ classes” they w ere su p p o se d  to  o p p o se  an d  d isplace. T h e re  is n o th in g  to 
show  that these  nascen t b o u rg eo is  w ere cap ita list in  any  u n iq u e  sense o ther 
than  th e ir  d esire  to  accu m u la te  cap ita l w ith a view tow ard  b u y in g  titles that 
w o u ld  m ake th e m  p a r t o f  th e  n ob ility  o r  acq u ire  la n d  th a t w o u ld  validate  their 
n o b le  status.

N o r is th e re  m u c h  ev idence th a t th e  n ascen t b o u rg eo is  h ad  po litica l asp ira- 
tions th a t “ histo rically” p itted  th e m  against the  trad itio n a l status s tru c tu re s  o f 
the  ancien regime. Q u ite  to  th e  contrary : th e ir  hostility  was m ain ly  d irected  
against th e  a rro g an ce  o f  the  nobility , against its exclusively, n o t aga inst the 
p rin c ip le  o f  e n n o b le m e n t a n d  o ligarchy  as such. N o r d id  th e  bourgeo isie  
exh ib it any  rep u b lican , m u c h  less dem ocra tic , proclivities. T h e ir  detestation  
of th e  m asses was no  less savage, in d e ed  o ften  m o re  so, th a n  th a t o f  th e  n o b ili­
ty, w hich  o ften  in c lu d ed  en lig h ten ed , u rb a n  ind iv iduals r id d le d  by a  
sense o f  gu ilt over th e ir  w ealth  a n d  prerogatives. E ng land , n o t A m erica, was 
th e  po litica l ideal o f  th e  F rench  b o u rg eo isie  — a co n s titu tio n a l m onarchy  
stru c tu re d  a ro u n d  a co llabo rative  aristocracy  jo in e d  w ith  a  socially m obile  
co m m ercia l a n d  in d u stria l m id d le  class. R e p u b lican ism  was a lm o st un iver- 
sally reg a rd e d  by  the  E n lig h ten m e n t as th e  d o o r  to  po litica l license and 
dem o cracy  was sim ply  eq u a te d  w ith “ an arch y , ” a w ord  th a t speckled  the 
vocabu la ry  o f  the  rev o lu tio n ary  po litic ians th ro u g h o u t th e  1790s.

R adical h is to ria n s’ em p h asis  o n  Paris d u r in g  the  F rench  R evo lu tion  m akes 
it d ifficu lt to  b r in g  the  rev o lu tio n  in to  a  c lear perspective. Paris was the 
ad m in istra tiv e  cen te r o f  th e  m o n a rc h y  an d  th e  u rb a n  p lay g ro u n d  o f  the 
F rench  aristocracy, a  city th a t h a rb o re d  th riv ing  financial e s tab lish m en ts  that 
p a n d e re d  to  the  co u r t an d  fam ily-ow ned  w orksh ips given over to  th e  p ro d u c- 
tio n  o f  lu x u ry  goods. T h e  real cen te rs o f  F rench  b o u rg eo is  life, particu larly
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the textile in d u s try  a ro u n d  w hich  th e  in d u stria l rev o lu tio n  was to develop , 
were cities like Lyons an d  A m iens, w hich , taken  to g e th e r  w ith  co m m erc ia l 
cen ters  like B o rd eau x  a n d  m a jo r  seap o rts  like M arseilles an d  T o u lo n , m o re  
accurately reflected the bourgeois sp irit o f  the  revolutionary  p eriod  than  Paris, 
a m ag n et fo r th e  m o re  rad ica l e lem en ts  o f  th e  in te lligen ts ia  a n d  th e  sh ab b y  
quarte rs a n d  decay ing  slum s o cc u p ie d  by  a  h u g e  p e tit b o u rg eo is ie  c o m p o sed  
of p ro fessionals, sh o p k eep e rs , p rin te rs , artisans, a n d  a  socially a m o rp h o u s mass o f day  la b o re rs  a n d  lu m p e n p ro le ta r ia n s , the  w ell-know n sans culottes. 

All o f  th ese  cities w ere  b itte rly  an ti-Jaco b in  a n d  o ften  m ilita n tly royalist. 
he su p p ress io n  o f  th e  Lyons sans-culottes in  M ay, 1793, was th e  w ork, in 

L efebvre’s w ords, o f  “ th e  b o u rg eo is ie  w ho  h a d  re m a in e d  m o n a rc h is t” as well 
as partisans o f  th e  o ld  o rd e r  fro m  o th e r  s tra ta  o f  th e  p o p u la tio n . “A m iens 
never b ec o m e so lid ly  re p u b lic a n , ” no tes L ynn  H a rt in  h e r  b o o k  o n  th e  p o liti­
cal cu ltu re  o f  th e  revo lu tion . In  fact, as late as 1799, five years afte r the 
C oun terrevo lu tionary  T h e rm id o r ia n s  h a d  d isp a tc h ed  R o b e sp ie rre  a n d  the  
Jacobins, th e  city was to rn  by a n ti-co n sc rip tio n  rio ts th a t re so u n d e d  w ith  such 
den u n c ia tio n s as “ D ow n w ith  th e  Jaco b in s! L ong  live th e  King! L o n g  live 

L ou is  X V III! ” Even th e  sto lid  b o u rg eo is  T h e rm id o re a n s  fo u n d  A m iens an  
em b arra ssm en t. T h e  G iro n d is t seap o rts  a n d  co m m erc ia l tow ns o f  M arseilles 
and T o u lo n  rep ressed  th e  Ja c o b in s  (by no  m eans th e  m o s t rad ical faction  in 
the revolu tion) w ith th e  sam e v igor th a t Paris rep resse d  th e  G irond ists. In ­
deed, T o u lo n  h a d  b e c o m e  so royalist by  1793 th a t th a t city de liv ered  itself 

o ver to th e  E ng lish  ra th e r  th a n  su b m it to  th e  a u th o rity  o f  rev o lu tionary  
P aris .

 T h e  im age o f  th e  F ren ch  o r, fo r th a t m a tte r, o f  th e  E ng lish  o r  A m erican  
r evolu tions as “ b o u rg e o is” is a  s im p listic  p ro jec tio n  of p rese n t-d ay  ideo log i­
cal b iases o n to  th e  p a s t.  1 I t is n o t he lp fu l sim ply  to  n o te  th a t th e  b o u rg eo isie  
benefited  in  th e  lo n g  ru n  from  these  revo lu tions. T h is tells us very  little  a b o u t 
the forces, m otives, an d  ideals o f  th e  rev o lu tio n ary  e ra  — an  e ra  o p e n e d  by 

E nglish P u ritans in  th e  1640s a n d  b ro u g h t to a  close by  S pan ish  anarchosyn - 
d icalists in th e  1930s. E nglish  y eo m en , A m erican  farm ers, an d , m o s t no tab ly , 

French p easan ts  w ere  th e  im m e d ia te  benefic ia ries o f  these  rev o lu tio n s n o  less 
than the early  b ou rgeo is ie . D oub tless, th e  b o u rg eo is ie  u ltim ate ly  b ec am e  the  

greatest beneficiary o f  th e  rev o lu tio n s, b u t  co m p le te  su p rem a cy  cam e to  it very 
unevenly ov er th e  co u rse  o f  tim e  a n d  in a  very m ix ed  fo rm . T h e  Je ffe rso n ia n  
“ R evolu tion  o f  1800” w as largely a  po litica l v ictory o f  U . S. ag ra rian  strata: the  
A m erican b o u rg eo is ie ’s in te rests  w ere  m o re  d irec tly  tied  to  H a m ilto n ’s self-

 1. Perez Z agorin scornfully  deflates Eric H o b sb aw m ’s d ep ic tion  o f  the  English R evolution as 
a  “ bourgeois revo lu tion” resu lting  from  a ch ron ic  crisis w ithin feudalism  th a t form s the  historical 
m aterialist corre la te  o f  the  “ ch ron ic  cisis” w ithin capitalism . W hat is w rong  w ith H o b sb aw n ’s 
thesis, Z agorin says, “ is the  absence o f  evidence that cou ld  d em o n stra te  th e  actuality  o f  a  general 
crisis in te rm s d escrib ed . ” T h e  details o f  Z agorin ’s criticism  are too n u m ero u s  to repeat here. N o r 
is  it possible here to deal w ith the  liberties H ob sb aw n  takes in dealing  with p recap italist m ove- 
m e nts, notab ly  his a trocious trea tm en t o f  Spanish  anarchosyndicalism  in Primitive Rebels. Cf. 
P erez  Zagorin, Rebels and Rulers, 1500-1660  (C am bridge: C am b rid g e  U niversity  Press, 1982) an d  
my The Spanish Anarchists (New York: H a rp e r  an d  Row, 1977).
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styled “ F edera list Party” th a n  Je ffe rso n ’s R e p u b lic an  Party, a n d  political 
p o w er in  A m erica  as in  E n g lan d  — was h e ld  by  th e  gentry , occasionally  in 
d irec t conflict w ith  the  financiers, m erch an ts , a n d  in d u stria lis ts  w ho w ere  n o t 
to  gain co m p le te  co n tro l o f  th e  rep u b lic  un til th e  R e co n stru c tio n  Era. T o  say, 
as H u n t does, tha t the French R evolution p laced the bourgeoisie  in  the  political 
sadd le  b ecau se  the  rev o lu tio n ary  o ffic ia ls . . .  w ere e ith e r  m e rc h an ts  with 
capital, professionals w ith skills, artisans w ith the ir ow n shops, or, m o re  rarely, 
peasan ts w ith  la n d ” is to  m ake a  g rab -b ag  o f  th e  w o rd  “ b o u rg eo is” — indeed , 
to  use  th e  w o rd  m o re  in  a feudal sense  as b u rg h e rs  th a n  a  m o d e rn  sense, as 
capitalists. T his k ind  o f  “ b o u rg eo is ie” was in no sense a  stab le  class b u t a  pot 
pourri o f  highly d isparate strata tha t was unified m o re  by w hat it was n o t — nam e­
ly, nob les a n d  p riests th a n  w hat it seem ed  to  be. It was s im p ly  th e  T h ird  
E state. To ad d , as H u n t does, tha t it was “ an ti-feudal, an ti-a ris toc ra t, a n d  anti- 
absolutists” is to raise the question  o f  w hat constitutes an  au then tic  bourgeoisie. 
Presum ably, n o t the industrialists o f  A m iens an d  the m erchan ts o f  T ou lon  — if 
H u n t is co rrec t. Least o f  all the  P arisian  T h e rm id o ria n s  w ho so willingly 
tu rn e d  th e  F rench  state over to N ap o le o n  w ho, in L efebvre’s ow n w ords, 

b ecam e reco n ciled  w ith the  ch u rch , p a rd o n e d  th e  em igres, a n d  took  in to  his 
service all o f  th o se  aristocrats  a n d  bourgeo isie , royalists an d  rep u b lican s 
— w ho w ere  w illing to su p p o r t h im . ”

T h e  fact is that rad ical th eo re tic ian s d ec id ed  to des ignate  th e  rev o lu tio n s of 
the E n lig h te n m e n t as b o u rg eo is  an d  to deal w ith  m o n a rc h ia l ab so lu tism  as 
p re p a ra to ry  for the  em erg en ce  o f  a p re d e te rm in e d  cap ita lism . P erry  A n d er­
son was to treat ab so lu tism  as a  basically  feudal p h e n o m e n o n  to  su p p o r t a 
very ill-fo u n d ed  theo ry  o f  th e  stages o f  h istory. T h is is te leology w ith a 
vengeance a teleology th a t den ies any  sp o n tan e ity  to  h isto ry  by  n a iling  it to 
the h a rd  a n d  sp lin te red  cross o f  necessity. T h a t h is to ry  can have m e a n in g  and 
d irec tio n  is v u lg a rized  in to  a co n c ep t o f  h isto rical n a tu ra l law, o p e ra tin g  in 
h u m a n  affairs w ith the  g rim  causality  th a t is im p u te d  to its o p e ra tio n  in 
socially co n d itio n e d  im ages o f  n a tu re . C ap ita lism , in  effect, ceases to  b e  a 
resu lt o f  a  social p rocess an d  tu rn s  in to  its very substance . T h e  fact that 
cap ita lism  is th e  m o s t asocial a n d  m a lig n a n t system  to em erg e  in  h u m a n  
ex p e rien ce  is in g reat p a r t the  resu lt o f  decay in  h isto ry  ra th e r  th a n  a  product o f 
the  e lab o ra tio n  o f  w orld  h istory . It is a  “ social o rd e r” th a t f lou rishes can- 
cerously  o n  the  co rpses o f  trad itio n a l societies. T oday , the  in te rac tio n  b e­
tw een th e  trad itio n a l cen te rs o f  cap ita lism  an d  the  n o n cap ita lis t w orld  differs 
significantly  from  earlie r perio d s, w h en  the  con tac t betw een  th e  two was m ore  
equ itab le . Like a  m etasta tic  cell, th e  co m m o d ity  has d o n e  its w ork  a n d  the 
doo rs o f  trad itio n a l societies have b een  flung  w ide o p e n  to  un restric ted  
exp lo ita tion .

T his leng thy  d iscussion  o f  th e  so-called  b o u rg eo is  revo lu tions, capitalist 
d ev e lo p m en t, a n d  th e  d is tin c tio n  betw een  status a n d  class societies has been 
g u id ed  n o t by any  a b s tra c t co n cern  fo r th e  h isto rica l rec o rd  b u t by explicitly  
political reasons. R egard ing  the  E nglish , A m erican , an d  F rench  revo lu tions  
as “ b o u rg eo is” has b ee n  very h a rm fu l politically, re su ltin g  in  a h ighly  econo
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mistic ex p lo ra tio n  o f  th e  rev o lu tio n ary  era. G eorge R ude , to take a  case in 
po in t, has so closely co rre la ted  flu c tu a tio n s  o f  th e  p rice  o f  b re a d  w ith crow d 
behav io r in  th e  F rench  R evo lu tion  th a t th e  sans culottes em erg e  m o re  as 
s tom achs th a n  as vital, po litica lly  c o n c e rn ed  h u m a n  beings. C harles B eard ’s 
w ell-in ten tioned  tre a tm e n t o f  th e  A m erican  R evo lu tion  is so b ia sed  by a  p re ­
o ccu p atio n  w ith  class in te res t th a t his in sigh tfu l co rrec tio n  o f  p u re ly  ideo log i­
cal h isto rical acco u n ts  suffers heavily  fro m  a  c ru d e  ec o n o m ic  d e te rm in ism . 
Such swings o f  th e  p e n d u lu m  m ay b e  necessary  to  c o rrec t exaggerations o f  
bo th  accoun ts  — a starry-eyed  idealism  a t o n e  ex tre m e  a n d  c ru d e  se lf-in terest 
at th e  o th e r  — b u t they  have g o n e  too  far. T h a t m e n  like th e  E ng lish  Leveller, 
John  L ilbu rne, o r  th e  A m erican  y eo m an  rad ical, D an  Shays, w ere co n c ern ed  
with la rger social issues th a n  th e  cost o f  b re a d  o r  fa rm  fo rec lo su res te n d s  to  b e  
lost in a w elte r o f  statistical d a ta  a im ed  at p ro v in g  the  p re d o m in a n c e  o f  
m ateria l in te rests  over ideo log ical an d  cu ltu ra l ones. D avid P. S za tm ar ' s 

S hays’ Rebellion p o in ts  o u t th a t Shays a n d  th e  y eo m en  w ho fo llow ed h im  in to  
in su rrec tion  in  1787 ro se  aga in st the  new ly fo u n d e d  U . S. to  p rese rve  a co m ­
plex way of life, n o t m ere ly  to cow  th e  B oston  m e rc h an ts  w ho  th re a te n e d  to  d is­
possess th e m  o f  th e ir  lands.

T h e  sin ister side o f  rad ical h is to rio g ra p h y  has b ee n  ex p lo re d  repeated ly . If  
h istory  uses h u m a n ity  to  fulfill en d s  o f  its ow n, th e n  suffering , cruelty , an d  
desp o tism  can b e  ju s tified  in th e  n a m e  o f  p ro g ress  an d  u ltim ate ly  freedom . 
Ideology, eth ics, cu ltu re , po litics — an d , o f  course , lead ers  — are  m o v ed  to 
act beyond  their ow n und erstan d in g  o f events by H egel’s “cunn ing  o f reason. 
Lenin, by superadd ing  the party  an d  its political consciousness to the objective 
m o v e m en t o f  h is to ry — a h isto ry  th a t has a fo resigh t, la w fu ln e ss , an d  goal 
o f its ow n — d id  n o t d en y  th is H eg e lian  c o n c ep t o f  Spirit in  h istory . H e  m ere ly  
b u re a u c ra tiz e d  S p irit w ith  an  a p p a ra tu s  o f  se lf-an o in ted  p ro fessio n a l rev o lu ­
tionaries w ho  consciously  ex ecu ted  the  designs of h is to ry  in  th e  u ltim ate  
interests o f  th e  u n k n o w in g  m asses. T h e  resu lt of this a u th o rita r ia n  logic was 
the u su rp a tio n  o f  th e  R ussian  R evo lu tion  by a  p arty  th a t p ro fessed  to  re p re ­
sent the  ob jective  in te rests  o f  th e  p ro le ta r ia t o ften  in  th e  very co u rse  o f  su p ­
p ressing  th e  p ro le ta r ia t itself.
 W e have p aid  fo r this “ m ateria lism ” by  suffocating every ethical and  h u m a n ­
ist d im e n s io n  in  h isto ry . W e have ta llied  u p  th e  statistics fo r e c o n o m ic  grow th  
an d  p ro d u ctiv ity  in  “ socialist societies” in  ju x ta p o s it io n  w ith th e  statistics for 
m ass m u rd e r  a n d  th e  fo rm a tio n  o f  en tire  p o p u la tio n s  o f  slave la b o re rs  to  ren ­
d e r  o u r  u ltim a te  v e rd ic t o n  th e  “ success” o r  “ fa ilu re” o f  th ese  seem ingly  
“ socialist” in stitu tions. F re ed o m  plays n o  ro le  w hatever in  th is tally. M ore 
th a n  any m o d e rn  ideo logy  o th e r  th a n  fascism , socialism  has tra d e d  off liberty  
for “ d is trib u tiv e  justice” — a n  ex ch an g e  th a t has p o iso n e d  its very im age o f  
every th ing  h u m a n , tu rn in g  society itself in to  a  m e re  m a ch in e  fo r th e  c o n q u e s t 
o f  na tu re . W h a t is m o s t d isco n ce rtin g  to d ay  is th e  in te rp re ta tio n  a n d  the  
politics s te m m in g  fro m  th is d isa stro u s v ision  o f  h istory . I f  th e  E nglish , A m eri- 
can, an d  F ren ch  rev o lu tio n s a re  n o t b o u rg eo is  rev o lu tio n s, w h a t a re  they? If  
 th e  classical rev o lu tio n ary  e ra  has co m e to an  en d , w h a t k in d  o f  po litics
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follows from  this? Finally, if  th e  p ro le ta r ia t is n o t a  rev o lu tio n ary  class, w hat is 
the  “ h isto rical su b jec t” th a t will tran sfo rm  a  h ie ra rch ica l, an d  exploitative 
society in to  o n e  th a t is egalitarian , classless, a n d  free?

Toward a New Radical Agenda
C apita lism  is a  system  th a t is permanently c o u n te r-rev o lu tio n a ry  — M arx ’s 

views to  th e  co n tra ry  n o tw ith s tand ing . N o w h ere  d id  it re scu e  o r  ad v an ce  the 
h u m a n  sp irit o f  co o p e ra tio n  th a t ex isted  in  the  m o st d esp o tic  societies a n d  the 
m ost p a ro ch ia l co m m u n itie s  o f  th e  past; a t no  tim e  d id  its sense o f  charity 
ex ten d  b ey o n d  a u tilita rian  m a n ip u la tio n  o f  th e  m asses. Few o f  its m ateria l 
benefits, techn ical advances, o r  w ealth  w ere u sed  to  b e tte r  th e  h u m a n  c o n d i­
tion. C ap ita lism  was a b ligh t o n  society from  the  m o m e n t it beg an  to  rise. 
A lm ost every a tte m p t to  a rrest th e  d ev e lo p m e n t o f  cap ita lism  early  o n  was 
m o re  p rogressive  th an  the  p rogressive ro le  im p u te d  to  the  b o u rg eo is  m o d e  of 
p ro d u c tio n . T h e  L udd ites w ere essentially  right. T hey  w ere n o t reactionary  
w hen  they tried  to halt th e  rap ac io u s advance  o f  th e  In d u s tr ia l R evolu tion . So 
too  w ere  th e  C ritica l-U top ian  socialists a n d  co m m u n is ts , th e  P ro u d h o n ia n s  
an d  F ourierists o n  w hom  M arx an d  Engels h e a p e d  th e ir  sco rn  in  th e  Com­
munist Manifesto. Even th e  E nglish  gen try  w ho w ro te  t h e  S p ee n h a m la n d  Law of 
1795 w ere right, how ever self-serving th e ir  m otives, w hen  they  tried  to  p re ­

vent the peasantry  from  being  delivered wholesale over to th e  wage system. A nd 
the R ussian  popu lis ts  w ere rig h t w hen  they  tried  to  rescue th e  village, p a r­
ticularly  its m u tu a lis tic  features, fro m  th e  travail o f  cap ita list industria lism .

T h e  list is a lm o st endless. In large part, it consists o f  th e  h id d e n  libe rta rian  
ten d en cy  in  h isto ry  th a t tried  to  p ro v id e  an  a lternative  to  S p een h a m la n d  as 
well as th e  w age system , to b ack b reak in g  m a n u a l la b o r as well as soul- 
co rrod ing  factory work, to parochialism  as well as the w orld  m arket system. To 
th in k  th a t p resen t-d ay  u rb a n  m isery  is th e  on ly  a lte rna tive  to  ru ra l poverty  is 
to  fall in to  a trap  th a t so para lyzes creative th o u g h t a n d  p rac tice  th a t radical 
theo ry  can  no lo n g e r d istingu ish  w hat is from  w hat co u ld  be. M ovem en ts d id  
exist th a t o p p o se d  sta tus societies as well as class societies, feudalism  as well as 
cap italism , techno log ica l stagnation  as well as m ind less techno log ica l innova­
tion. In  th e  20 th  cen tu ry , o n e  th inks o f  R ussia an d  S pain, th e  p o p u lis ts  an d  the 
anarch ists, as strik ing  exam ples o f  h ighly  m o ra l social m o v em en ts  th a t tried  
to  bypass cap ita list d ev e lo p m e n t w ith o u t acced ing  to  th e  opp ressive  features 
o f  au to cra tic  a n d  q uas i-feudal societies. T h e  “ th ird  way” these  m o v em en ts  
o ffered  was sim ply  su p p ressed  — n o t on ly  by th e  state (Stalinist a n d  fascist) 
b u t by  rad ical h is to rian s them selves, w hose h is to ry  o f  th e  Left was o ften  h ighly 
selective a n d  b iased  tow ard  th e  co n v en tio n a l socialism  o f  o u r  tim e.

In  any case, this m u ch  is clear: W e m ust acknow ledge the permanent, re tro­
gressive n a tu re  o f  capitalism  from its very inception. W e m u st see it as a  sapro­
phytic  system  th a t is by  d e fin itio n  asocial, a n d  reco g n ize  it as a  m ech an ism  
th a t will d ie  o n  its ow n on ly  like a can cer th a t destroys its host. W e have to 
u n d e rs ta n d  th a t th e  ec o n o m ic  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  h isto ry  a n d  society is the 
ex ten sio n  o f  th e  b o u rg eo is  sp irit in to  the  to tality  o f  th e  h u m a n  cond ition .
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C apitalism  will n o t decay. I t  w ill e ith e r  d es tro y  society as we have know n it .  and 
possibly m u c h  o f  th e  b io sp h e re  along  w ith  it, o r  i t  w ill b e  co rro d e d , w eakened, 
and ho llow ed o u t by  lib e r ta r ia n  trad itions. It w o u ld  b e  d ifficult to  exp lain  why 
the “ F ourth  W o rld ” has o ffered  such m assive resis tance to  th e  “ b lessings” of 
industria lism  un less  w e invoke the  p o w er o f  s tro n g  trad itio n s , en tre n ch e d  
lifeways, d eep ly  h e ld  values, beliefs a n d  custom s. It w o u ld  b e  difficult to 
explain why the B arcelona proletarian-peasants b u rn ed  m oney  an d  d isdained 
every lu re  o f  o p u le n c e  afte r th e  city fell in to  th e ir  h an d s  w ith o u t invok ing  the  
moral pow er o f  th e ir  lib e rta r ia n  beliefs — a sensib ility  th a t w as to  o ften  s tan d  in  
sharp  co n tra s t to  th e  p rag m a tic  m en ta lity  o f  th e ir  leaders.

T h e  only  rev o lu tio n ary  e ra  o n  w hich we can  p rem ise  any  fu tu re  for rad ical 
change is th e  o n e  th a t lies b e h in d  us. N o cycle o f  socialist o r  an a rch is t rev o lu ­
tion  will follow  th e  so-called  “ b o u rg eo is” cycle in itia ted  so m e th ree  cen tu ries  
ago. T h e  arsenal o f  o u r  tim e  has d ev e lo p ed  so far b e y o n d  th e  classical in ­
su rrec tionary  m o d e ls  o n  w hich  trad itio n a l rad ical th e o ry  has b ee n  fixated  as 
to m ake u n th in k a b le  the  rec u rren c e  o f  a n o th e r  S pain  o r  Russia. In d ee d , no 
creative d iscussion  o f  a  rad ica l politics can  even  b eg in  w ith o u t acknow ledg ing  
the change this sim ple technical fact has in troduced  into the “a rt o f  insurrection” 
— to use T ro tsky ’s w ords.

By th e  sam e token , th e  on ly  agen t o n  w hich  w e can  p rem ise  fu tu re  rad ical 
change em erges fro m  th e  m e ld in g  o f  trad itio n a l g ro u p s  in to  a  p u b lic  sp h e re , a  
body  politic, a c o m m u n ity  im b u e d  w ith a  sense  o f  cu ltu ra l a n d  sp iritua l co n ­
tinu ity  an d  renew al. T h is  co m m u n ity , how ever, is co n s titu ted  on ly  in  the  
ever-p resen t ac t o f  an  ever-dynam ic  effo rt o f  p u b lic  an d  self-assertion  th a t 
yields a  sh a rp  sense  o f  se lfhood . C ollectiv ity  th u s  m e ld s  w ith  ind iv iduality  to  
p ro d u ce  ro u n d e d  h u m a n  beings in a ro u n d e d  society. D irec t ac tion  assum es 
the  fo rm  o f  d irec t d em ocracy : th e  p artic ip a to ry  fo rm s o f  f re e d o m  th a t rest o n  
face-to-face assem blies , ro ta tio n  o f  p u b lic  functions, an d , w h ere  possib le , 
consensus.

Such a c o m m u n ity  m u s t p re su m e  th a t so lidarity  ou tw eigh ts sta tus o r  class 
in terests, th a t its w ay o f  life can ab so rb  the  cen trifugal in te rests  th a t separa te  
h u m a n  fro m  h u m a n , th a t a sh ared  eth ics im p a rts  th e  consciousness, co n ­
science, a n d  sy m p a th y  n e e d e d  to  o v errid e  a  sense  o f  se lfhood  th a t risks 
d eg en era tin g  in to  se lfishness a n d  th a t p re o c cu p a tio n  w ith  p riva te  co n cern s so 
characteristic  o f  th e  c o n te m p o ra ry  th e ra p e u tic  age. N o  p ro le ta r ia t has ever fit 
these s ta n d a rd s  o f  social a n d  politica l p ro p rie ty  as a class p h e n o m e n o n . 
In d ee d , class is so in teg rally  tied  u p  w ith  in te res t th a t it p rec lu d es  th e  ab ility  to 
voice b ro ad ly  h u m a n  concerns. H ence , n o  possib ility  ever ex isted  th a t the  
pro le ta ria t, p a rticu la rly  th e  h ered ita ry  o n e  th a t h ad  a  lo n g  trad itio n  o f  class 
b e in g  b e h in d  it, co u ld  ever speak  fo r th e  genera l in te re s t o f  society. I t is 
no tew o rth y  th a t th e  ind iv idual, w ho is so read ily  c o n g lo m era ted  in to  a class 
ex istence by rad ica l h is to rio g rap h y , te n d s  to  b eh av e  w ith  g rea te r  decency  
th an  th e  m ass. T h e  d en ia l o f  th e  in d iv id u a l’s ro le  in  h is to ry  has h ad  th e  sin is te r 
effect o f  d en y in g  th e  m o ra l in teg rity  o f  th e  p e rso n  in  co n tra s t to  th e  ro le



72 MURRAY BOOKCHIN

assigned  to  m asses as forces in  h is to ry  a n d  to  d em o lish  the  o n ly  a rm o r  peop le  
have against the degrad ing  effects o f  “civilization” — the  personal ethics, sim ple 
etiquette, psychological u n iq u en ess , an d  h u m a n  in tim acy  o f  care  an d  u n d e r ­
s tand ing  th a t can  cha llenge m o n s tro u s  excesses w ith p e rso n a l, day-to-day  
resistance a n d  deleg itim ation .

T h is b rin g s u s back to  w hat was not b o u rg eo is  in th e  so-called  bou rgeo is 
revolutions — the  u top ian  d im ension  o f h u m an  liberty, equality, an d  fraternity 
tha t p an icked  th e  real b o u rg eo is  in to  H a m ilto n ’s royalist consp iracies in 
A m erica  an d , finally, the d isso lu tio n  o f  the  rep u b lic  in to  N ap o leo n ic  au to c­
racy in  France. T h e  A m erican  y eo m an ry  a n d  th e  P arisian  sans culottes d id  not 
rise against th e ir  ru le rs  b ecau se  they  w ere in te rested  in  free in g  tra d e  o r  foster­
ing cap ita l accu m u la tio n . T hey  rose  to  defen d  th e ir  ow n co n cep tio n  o f  a d is­
tinctly ethical ideal: freedom  from  arbitrary  authority, an  intensely com m unal 
w orld  th a t fo stered  in te rco u rse  a m o n g  th e ir  p eo p le , h u m a n e n e ss  in  dealing  
w ith ind iv iduals irrespective  o f  sta tus an d  w ealth , in  fact, a  re tu rn  to  the 
reg u la tio n  o f  co m m e rc e  (as ev idenced  by the  sans-culottes d e m a n d s  fo r price 
con tro ls  an d  Shays’ b e lie f  in  the  y eo m an ry ’s r igh t to  land  irrespective o f  legal 
en tailm ents). By all s ta n d a rd s  o f  h istorical m ateria lism , they  w ere  reac­
tionaries w ho believed  in a m o ra l eco n o m y  a n d  tried  to  h an g  o n to  trad itional 
rights an d  d u tie s  as they  co n s tru e d  th em . T o  revo lt m ean t literally to restore 
anc ien t liberties, c o m m u n a l lifeways, an d  responsib ilities. In so fa r as these 
revo lu tions invariab ly  w en t b ey o n d  the  p riv ileged  in s titu tio n s o f  E nglish  con­
stitu tiona lism , they  w ere n o  m o re  b o u rg eo is  th an  th e  B olshevik ta k e-o v er was 
p ro le tarian . T hey  w ere first an d  fo re m o st re p u b lican  o r  d em o cra tic  revo lu ­
tions that w ere foisted on  the bourgeoisie — a class that vigorously resisted their 
lib e rta rian  features, T h e  b o u rg eo is ie  d id  not m ake these  revo lu tions; it was 
sadd led  w ith th e m  two cen tu ries  ago.

T h e  te n s io n  be tw een  the rev o lu tio n ary  trad itio n  to w hich  even th e  b o u r­
geoisie m u s t m ake its o be isances a n d  th e  co rp o ra te  reality  th a t s tan d s at odds 
w ith it co n stitu tes  th e  g rea test sing le obstacle  to  th e  u n re s tra in e d  sup rem acy  
o f  capital. Like th e  estates generate th a t b locked  th e  F rench  m o n a rc h y  in 1789, 
the b o u rg eo is ie  carries th e  heritage of its beg in n in g s o n  its sh o u ld e rs  like a 
lead w eight. M ore im p o rtan tly , th is alien  h eritag e  is also  the  m y stiq u e  that 
lends m o ra l legitim acy to  th e  b o u rg eo ise ’s o therw ise  co lo rless an d  prosaic 
reality. T h e  aversion  o f  A m ericans fo r the  state, th e ir  m y tho logy  o f  self- 
sufficiency, local con tro l, a n d  in d iv idualism  are  at o n ce  th e  d isgu ise for 
bou rgeo is rapacity  an d  th e  D am ocles sw ord  th a t h angs ov er the  bourgeoisie . 
T h e  iden tifica tion  o f  fam ily w ith  the  fam ily-farm , o f  ind iv iduality  w ith p ro p ­
erty, of self-reliance w ith se lf-em p loym en t, o f  liberty  w ith local con tro l, and 
ty ranny  w ith  th e  state, co n scrip tio n , surveillance, an d  p o lice  in te rv en tio n  into 
politics — all lim it th e  cap ita lis t en te rp rise  in  A m erica  a n d  are  as obstructive 
as they  are  self-serving.

T h u s, a s tro n g  a rg u m e n t can  b e  m a d e  for th e  n ee d  to  recogn ize  the  h id d en  
lib e rta rian  c o n ten t o f  th e  A m erican  D ream : the  possib ility  o f  d em o cra tiz in g  
th e  re p u b lic  a n d  rad ica liz in g  th e  dem ocracy . H ere in  lies a  rad ica l agenda,



WERE WE WRONG? 73

roo ted  in th e  te n s io n  be tw een  co rp o ra tism  a n d  rep u b lican ism , cen tra lism  
an d  dem ocracy , b o u rg eo is  society a n d  a  lib e rta r ia n  society, th a t m ay  create  
from  the failed  “ p erspectives” o f  the  p as t a  new  rea d in g  o f  th e  fu tu re . A new  
libertarian politics m u st em erge from  th e  debris o f  the classical Left. Politics in 
its o rig ina l sense p re su p p o se d  a  very d is tin c t p u b lic  sp h e re  — th e  c o m m u n i­
ty, b e  it a tow n, a n e ig h b o rh o o d , o r  a  city a r ticu la ted  in to  n e ig h b o rh o o d s  — in 
w hich passive re sid en ts  co u ld  b e  tra n sfo rm e d  in to  active c itizens by v irtu e  o f  
th e ir  d irec t access to  th e  levers o f  pow er. H en ce , po litics c a n n o t b e  d ivo rced  
fro m  an o p e ra tio n a l scale th a t fosters it: th e  co m m u n ity . Lacking th is o p e ra ­
tional scale, i t  w ithe rs away, o r  w orse, it b ec o m e s tra n sfo rm e d  in to  p a r lia m e n ­
tarism  an d  th e  d e leg a tio n  o f  all p o w er to  p ro fessio n a l po litic ians. Politics, so 
conceived, is municipalist o r  it does n o t ex ist a t all.

M un ic ipa lism  is a  po litics s tru c tu re d  a ro u n d  th e  assem bly  o f  the  citizen  
body, n o t its rep resen ta tives . C ollectively  a n d  individually, it m u s t a c q u ire  a 
sense o f  itself, its social personality , its fo rm . It is a  po litics th a t m u s t n o t on ly  
involve c itizens in  c o m m u n a l ad m in is tra tio n ; it m u s t also  educate th e m  in 
p u b lic  life.

Politics, so conceived , is th e  communizing co re  o f  c o m m u n ity , th e  p rocess o f 
c itiz en -fo rm a tio n , th e  schoo l in  w hich  ch a rac te r  is d ev e lo p ed  as w ell as th e  a rt 
o f  c itizensh ip . It is th e  m e d iu m  fo r  e x p a n d in g  o n e ’s competence in  th e  fully 
h u m a n  sense o f  th e  te rm  an d  n o t ju st in the  sense o f  skills in th e  p e rfo rm an ce  
o f responsib ilities.

T h e  rec rea tio n  o f  th e  polis h as  m a n y  aspects. Suffice it to  say th a t an  eco log i­
cal sensib ility  is fo ste red  by the  in te rd e p e n d e n c e  o f  a p a re n t a n d  ch ild , of 

 ch ild ren  w ith  each  o th e r  a n d  w ith  adu lts , by  p ro d u c tio n  conceived  as a sym ­
b io tic  re la tion , n o t a d o m in e e r in g  o ne , w ith  too ls th a t m ove w ith  th e  g rain  of 
substance  a n d  its varied  possib ilities, n o t by  fo rc ing  them selves o n  “ raw  m a t­
ter” an d  ru th le ssly  to r tu r in g  it in to  m e re  ob jects  o f  utility. Finally, an  eco log i­
cal sensibility  in c lu d es a  po litics o f  creative c itizen sh ip  th a t o p e n s  a  new  
sp h e re  fo r e d u c a tio n  as well as a d m in is tra tio n , a  po litics o f  se lf-fu lfillm ent 
an d  solidarity .

U ltim ate ly  th e  d e m o cra tiza tio n  o f  th e  re p u b lic  an d  the  rad ica liza tio n  o f  
dem ocracy  is ach ievab le  on ly  as a  m u n ic ip a lis t m o v e m en t lin k ed  to g e th er 
confederally  in  o p p o s itio n  to th e  cen tra lize d  nation -sta te . H en ce , it will e ith e r  
m ove tow ard  a  rad ica l fo rm  o f  lib e rta r ia n  m u n ic ip a lism  o r  it w ill d eg en era te  
in to  a n o th e r  fo rm  o f  liberal p a rliam e n ta rism  th a t will e n d  in th e  p revailing  
co rp o ra tiv e  politics. T h e  co n tra s t b e tw een  politics a n d  p a rliam e n ta rism , b e ­
tw een th e  m a n a g e m e n t o f  th e polis a n d  statecraft, c a n n o t b e  d raw n  to o  sh a rp ­
ly. In  this d is tin c tio n , th e  ro le  o f  co n sc io u sn ess  is decisive. Politics consists as 
m u c h  in th e  a t ta in m e n t o f  self-reflexivity o f  goals a n d  processes as it does in 
the social functions it perform s an d  th e  form s o f  freedom  it institutionalizes.

T o this en d , th e  polis m u s t itse lf b e  c re a te d  o u t o f  sm a lle r u n its  — g ro u p s  o f  
peo p le  fo r  w h o m  th e  cu ltiva tion  o f  consc iousness  is a calling  in  its ow n right. 
E duca tion  w ith in  th is g ro u p in g  is b o th  an  effo rt to  rea lize  th e  self-reflexivity 
th a t en te rs  in to  a n  au th en tica lly  creative  c itiz en sh ip  a n d  th e  m e a n s  o f  m o b il­
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iz ing  p eo p le  fo r a  new  praxis. Self-reflexivity c a n n o t b e  se p a ra te d  fro m  self­
a d m in is tra tio n  w ith o u t red u c in g  th e  g ro u p  to  a ce llu lar acad em y  a t one 
ex trem e  o r  an  affintiy  g ro u p  a t th e  o ther. T h e  fo rm a tio n  o f  a collective subject 
th a t is n o t b u rd e n e d  by a u th o rita r ia n  B olshevism  is th u s  a tta in ed  in  th e  craft­
ing  o f  subjectiv ity  as a participatory en terp rise . U ltim ately , th is new  radical 
ag en d a  is as m ean in g fu l as th e  force-field  a n d  co n fro n ta tio n  it creates betw een  
two pow ers: th e  cen tra lized  c o rp o ra te  state a n d  th e  d ec en tra liz ed  m u n ic i­
palities.

If  the  d isso lu tio n  o f  th e  sta te is n o t an  im m in e n t possib ility , th e  c rea tio n  o f  a 
counterpower to  it in  th e  fo rm  o f  th e  lib e rta r ia n  m u n ic ip a lis t co n fe d era tio n  is a 
rea so n ab le  possib ility  a t so m e tim e  in the  fu tu re . In  an y  case, th e  p ro b le m  of 
d isc rim in a tin g  be tw een  po litics a n d  statecraft, th e  n a tu re  o f  o n e ’s p artic ip a ­
tio n  in  lib e ra tio n  m o vem en ts , a n d  finally  th e  d is tin c tio n  b etw een  th e  m u n ic i­
pality  an d  th e  sta te itself, all p o se  p ro b le m s th a t m u s t b e  reso lved  w ith  due 
reg a rd  fo r th e  n a tu re  o f  cap ita list d ev e lo p m en t.

C ap ita lism  is n o t a  decay ing  social o rd er; it is an  ever-expan  d in g  o rd e r  that 
grow s b ey o n d  the  capacity  o f  any  society to  con ta in  its ravages an d  co p e  with 
its p red a to ry  activities. I f  cap ita lism  is n o t ab o lish e d  in o n e  way o r  a n o th e r , it 
will an n ih ila te  social life as such or, at least, d o  an  excellen t jo b  o f  u n d e rm in ­
ing it an d  the  b io sp h e re  o n  w h ich  all life d ep e n d s . T h e  rev o lu tio n s th a t w e so 
facilely d es ig n ate  as b o u rgeo is , i. e ., th e  rev o lu tio n s th a t c rea ted  e n o u g h  social 
instab ility  to  rem o v e  trad itio n a l co n s tra in ts  to cap ita lism ’s grow th, w ere not 
ch e rish ed  by th e  bourgeo isie . R a ther, they  sad d led  it w ith  a  h eritag e  th a t now 
constitu tes a m a jo r  obstacle  to  its co m p le te  an d  u n ch eck ed  d o m in an ce .

W hat ap p ea ls  to  A m ericans today  is n o t th e  decorative  side o f  th e ir  d ream  
b u t its au th en tica lly  lib e rta r ia n  side. Ideo logy  still co u n ts  e n o u g h  in  th e  U . S. 
to  b in d  a h ighly  in d u stria liz ed  an d  increasing ly  cen tra lized  society in  the 
straitjacket o f  a  largely ag ra rian , ind iv idualistic , an d  still som ew hat federal 
co n s titu tio n  w ith all th e  trad itio n s that su p p o r t th is im agery. N a tio n a lize d  or 
even collectiv ized p ro p e r ty  m ay b e  as o n e ro u s  to m o st A m ericans as co r­
p o ra tized  an d  m o n o p o lis tic  p ro p erty . T h e  municipal co n tro l o f  econom ic  
resources, by  con trast, is m u c h  easie r to  accept. T h e  c u rre n t w ithdraw al o f  the 
n a tio n -sta te  from  inv o lv em en t w ith  localities, econom ically  as well as po liti­
cally, poses the  issue o f  m u n ic ip a l co n tro l m o re  p o ig n an tly  th a n  a t any tim e  in 
A m erican  h isto ry , an d  th e  p u b lic  u n easin ess  th a t acco m p an ie s  th e  g row th  of 
state p o w er is a d e s id e ra tu m  in an  increasing ly  to ta lita rian  w orld .


