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I S N G asesemnrme————

The Tribe of
Moles

Sergio Bologna

This article was written immediately after tha
sxplosion of the “Movement of ‘77" in Rome
and Boiogna. 1t is one of the most jucid at-
tempts to analyzo the ciass composition of
the “new social subject.”

Sergio Bologna’s note on terminology: “The
categories of class analysis used by the
sociology (petly bourgeoisie, middle ciass,
lumpen- of sub-profelariat, lumpen-
bourgeoisie, etc.) are uged hare only in their
convantjonal historical usage. We consider
the scientiic value of these ctassifications
to be doubtful 10 say the least. The concepls
of capital and class composition are {ar bet-
ter suited to deflne the dynamic of class rela-
tions today as relations of power, . . These
contragictions of fanguage are an exprassion
of the contgmporary crisis of the tradHional
Marxist conceptuai apparatus, Thay under-
line the need for a creative and politica! re- -
evalualion of analytical categaries, a “re-
discovery” of Marxism in the light of the con-
temparary class strupgle.”

This article is a provisional attempt to trace the internal development of the
autonomous class movement in italy, which led to the explosive confraniation
around the Universlty' occupations in Spring 1977. Such analysis is only mean-
ingtfut i it allows us to uncover the new composition of the class underiying these
struggies, and to indicate the first efements of a programme to advance and fur-
ther generalise the movemeant.

Here wa anaiysae the movement primarily in its rejation to the italian political
gystem and the changes it hes undergone through the period of crisis since 1968.
With the Historic Compromise strategy of the ltatian Communist Party {PCI since
1974, the form of fhs State has taken a new leap forwards — towards ihe
organisation of a “party system” which no longer aims to mediate or rapresent
conflicis in civil sogiety; but is increasingly compact and counterposed against
movements tn civil saciety, and against the political programme of the new com-

position of the class. ’ -

The wartime antl-Fascist resistance in Italy faid the basis for a form of the State
based on the “party system'. The new regime inherited from Fascism tairly
powerful instruments for an independent political "Imeri__arence"“in the pracess of
reproduction of classes {normatly teft to 1he development of productive retations

THE FORM OF THE
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and the real subsumption of labour to capital). These instruments were: credit; the
State-controlied industries; and pubtic expeniture. :

The party sysiem thus came fo contro! the basic sectors of the economv and the
important service sectors. Through this cantrot, and within it that of the Christian
Demaocrats {the hegemonic party from the crisis of the Parri Government In
November 1945 to the Centre-Left coalitions of the 'sixties) it was abte to
negotiate with US impertalism and the muitinationais, both domestic 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, to organise the
dynamic of class relations in a way that corresponded to the plans for potitical
stability, in certain regions of the northern “industrial triangle” the reproduction
of social classes was left to the classic machanisms of congentration-
massification of {abour power in iarge-scaie Industry. In this sector it was left {o
productive capital, private and pubiic, to bring about that “'rational demographic
compaosition”, the lack of which {for ltaly, in conirast to the USA) Gramsci had so
famented in his Prison Notebooks (see Americanism and Fordlsm), Here, in other
words, a soclety was to be developed made up entirely of producers, consisting
solely of wage labour and capital.

it should be added that this mechanism of advanced capitailist deveiopment 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
empicyess working in tertiary activities than some regions in the South. in these
tatter regicons, however, ithe intervention of the "pariy system” in the mechanism
of reshaping and reproducing the classes sesmed to take place with greater
autonomy from the movements of caplital.

The political agreements established with large-scale European industry mean-
while permitied a farge number of agricuftural proletarians to be transferred
abroad; the production of a factory working class was plioted with great care, ac-
cotding to the principle that the command of fixed capital should always ba over-
powering, At the same time, support was given 1o ail forms of agricultura! produc-
tien that maintained irrational demographic relations; there was a fiow of sub-
sidising finance aimed to ""congeat’ non-productive relations and social strata,
and a fiow of revenue — “money as money"” — acquifed through employment in
the public administration. All these had the effact of reproducing a dispropor-
tionately large smali-to-middie bourgeocisie, based on income as revenua, which
rapresented the social base necessary for the stabliity of the Christian Democrat
regime.

in the long term, the effects of this policy for the reproduction of the classes
biunted the revolutionary effects of the real subjection of iabout 1o capiial, off-
setting the growih of the working class with a disproportionate growth of a smaii-
to-middie bourgeoisie, in receipt of revenue; not hostile to the working class, but

_ passive, not anti-Union but “autoncmous”, not productive but saving, and hence

aflowing a social recycling of the income received by it. But this ctass dynamic
was shattered and thrown oif course, first by the working class oftensive at the
end of the 1960s, 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 sysiem” is a Jatenf form: what

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

tlicts, On the one side are the govarning parties that dominate the bursaucratic-
repressive apparatus of the Siate, and on the other the opposition parties , which
are the teceptacies for mediating the drives and contradictions of civil soclety.The

‘form of the State comes ou! Into the open in certain historical moments, whan

the crisis of the preceding regime and the development of a new class composi-
tion risk escaping from the controt of the dialectic between Government and op-
position, This happened in 1945-46, after the armed struggie against Fascism. The
parties chose to replace thelr refations with the classes, with the masses, by
muiual refations among themselves; and the Gommunist Party chose to prioritise




T T R R e .

THE
CONCRETISATION
QOF THE NEW FORM
OF THE STATE

TREASON OF THE
INTELLECTUALS,
LIBERALISATION OF
ACCESS TO
EDUCATION, AND
THE WORLD OF
REVENUE

38

its retations with the other patiies that backed the constitution of the Republic,
rather than its relations with the class and the armed movement. in a similar way,
in this latest period, and playing on a similar “*state of emergency” in order to
overcome the present crisis {as with the post-War “Reconstraction”), aver since it
chose the path of the Historlc Compromise (and more vigorousiy since the Elec-
tions of June 1976), the Communist Party has privileged the sirengthening of its
iinks with the other parttes — and in particular with the Christian Democrats, This
was in order to “resolve the crisis of the State”, to redefine the “party system” in
terms of concord rather than conftict. By now, the unity of the parties at a
political and programmatic levet ts being conciuded like a steei dome erected over
the needs of the working class. The “party gystem” no longer aims to represent
contlicts, nor to mediate or organise them: it delogates them to “economic in-
terests” and poses itself as the specific form of ihe State, separate from and
hostile to movements in society. The poiitical system becomes more rigid, more
frontaily counterposed to civil society. The party sysiem no longer “receives’ the
thrusts from the base; it controls and fepresses them,

This race among the parties {above all the PCl) 1o asrive at ever-lighter links, this
new edition of the constitutiona! paci signed during the Resistance and then
violated by the Christian Democtats, is happening teday under the banner of the
idenlagy of the crisis and the imposition of austerity. The connective chain which
sirmuttaneously binds the parties within the new constitutionai pact, and counter-
poses them as a machine hostile to civil society, to the society which expresses
new needs, o the composition of the class, is represented by the ideology of the
crisis. The form of the State is now bacoming open and explicit through theé con-
solidation of the pact within the “party system™. 1t does not, in other words, de-
pend on the strengthening of the military-repressive apparatus: the latter is subor-
dinate i0 the ievel of homogsneity of the "party system”.

This process is a complex one, and has met with a thousand obstacles: but by
now it is ciearly the only way if the present powet equiiibria are to be maintainad,
Since the student uprisings in 1977, the movement towards an all-parly coalition
to confront the crisis has accelerated.

But if the form of the State, which is becoming explicit, cannot be reduced stmply
to the strengihaning of the repressive apparatus, how then is it concretised? So
tar, at least, it has been concretised through a-system of values, of political
norms, unwritten rules governing all parties in the democsatic arena, which de fac-
to decide what is legiimate, what is jegal or illegal, what is productive or un-
productive, etc. Since t{he framework for this consensus Is provided by a precise
ideology of crisis, a certain type of inteilectual has assumed major social impor-
tance as propagator or exponent of the “coliective consciousnass” in this period.

The frontdine responsibility for providing the basic arguments behind the ideology
of crisis clearly lies with the profession of economists. This applies not onty to
the high priests of the regime. H includes young aconomists who have taken

up wniversity posts, backed by Cambridge or Harvard promotion, and very often
open to links with the trade unions, Faced with the alternativas of working class
commitment or bourgeols-academic economic sclence, they have invariably, more
or less explicitly, opied for the iatter. in certain cases, precisely through a diffes

ing interpretation of the dominant ideology of the crisis, they have contributed to |

it, and have helped to “close the circle’”, Such can be said, to give just ane exam-
ple, of the "New Left” economists of the Modena faculty: this could have become
a centre for rigorous and well-documented countes-information to dismantie the
faise arguments benind the idediogy of the crisis. Instead thay preferred to keep
quiet, or provided more lessons 1o the working class on prudence. . .how to be
reasonable. . .how 1o surrender, This is only one example of the more general
“treason of the inteilectuals” of the 1968 generation, which has been one of the
main factors aliowing the task of Restoration {o take place in the Universities in
recent years, and has coniributed to creating the radical culturai gap between the
movement of ‘68 and that of ‘77. .

if the Halian political system has been able to. intertare autonomousiy in fhe pro-

cess of reproduction of classes via various sarts of State provision, one of the
most important of these has cfearly been the liberalisation of access to Univer-
sities since 1969, Some intarpret this move as a means of aroding the working
class hegemony that matured in the wave of struggles in the late ‘sixties,
isotating it by promoting upward social mob#ity. i a project of this sort was ever
formutated explicitly, we are not aware of it. Let us examine the meshanism. The
libaralisation of access fo Universities, at ieast on paper, favours socia} promo-
tien. A working class youth can escape the path of the previous genaration, can
avoid the necessity of factory or manuat work, This operation is financed by
distribution in the form of presalari (grants) — the University of Padua alone ac.
counts for over $2,000,000 a year: and by an increase of teaching staff and sup-
ptementary pari-tima statf.

At this point the high priests of our economy begin to complain that the criteria
for financing this social mabiiity determine in advance the class that witl emerge
from the iiperatised university systemn: a lower-middie hourgeoisie which is sub-
sidised and "living off welfare” rather than productive or disposed to work. They
compiain, in other words, that the prospect of jobs that differ from factory work is
not a suificient incentive to productive 1abour, but rather acts as a signpost
towards receipt of income in the sphere of circulation, towards the world of
revenue (money as monay, removed from the circuit of productive capitai). At this
point the whole “party system” joins in the great debate on the reproduction of
Flassas in ttaly, its distortions, imbalances etic., the general conctusion being that
It is not sufficlent to reproduce a lower-to.-middle bourgeoisie in an anti-working
class roie, i this then becomes an unproductive class in receipt of revenue!

And__so the scapegoat mythology of *Hunt the Parasite” — the lynchpin of the
crisls ideology « comes to the fare. Backed by the “scientific” revelations of
Sylos Labini, Gorreri, etc, this game now Starts in parnest. A sort of vague
eg:glita{ian%sm emerges, which scrutinises the income of the clericat worker. the
student and the tertiary warker, and says nothing, for example, about the tr;ansfor-
‘mation of capital-which-is-productive to capital-which-is-productive-of-interest: in
#s most shamefu! form, this egalitarianism assumes tones of workeriat
chauvinism. It appears that it is no longer capita! that exploiis the worker, but the
postman, the milkman and the student. These are the first shots in that ":):%ass
anzlysis” which wiil become the official ideotogy and the preferred argumeni of

'_:?he super-paidAeditorial-wslters of the Regime's press. It is a crude and effective
ideology. The liberalisation of University access is made to coincide with the

crisis, with youth unemployment, with the reduction of the productive base, with
the.enlargement of the area of State subsidy. But most of ali, to it is traced the
radical new phase of the political bahaviour of the masses. The circle closes:
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what was previously defined as a lower-to-middle bourgeoisie in receipl of
revenue (ie a privileged ctass), is now stamped as a frustrated “lumpen-
bourgecisie”, as “youih desperation”, as “marginality” — in other words, as a
perverse effect, craated by the crisis, of 2 mechanism which had bean originaily
created and conceived as a means of stabliising the system and acting {though
this is now guietly forgotten} in an anti-worker function!

It is not easy to untangle the mass of lies and half-truths which are contained in
this distorted version of the claas dynamic. The best answer is 1o return 1o the
roots of where it ail began — the cycle of working class struggies of 1968-89. The
problem for the “party system™ at that stage was not only that of blocking and
marginalising a working ciass sociat hegemony which had shown iiseif in italy for
the firgi time since the Second World War. it was the problem, rathar, of
uprooting the poiliticat torms in which this hegemony had manifested itself — the
polfitical form of autonomy.

One answer lay in the technological-iype provisions that were !ntroduced in order
{0 break up the central nucleus of the class {the change In organic composition,
etc). But less obvious was the process by which the “party system” began the
conquest 0f the terrain of working class autonomy, presenting itseif for the first
time in the form of explicit State power.

This occured in the factory itself, with the gradual removal of effective power
from the delegates {(shop stewards} in the factory Councils, and above ali with the
manipulation of tha Workers” Assamblies, their gradual destruction as organs of
independent working class initiative and choice, The tactories, which had been
free from traditionai party politics for more than a dacads, and In which the
organisation of class autonomy form “politics” in the established sense was won
in the cycle of mass struggles from the iate 'sixiies, now once again became a
political terrain of maniputation by the "party system™. All the forms and In-
stances of class autonomy, through which a real space for independent class
poiitics had been conquered, (even those related to trade union mediation, such
as shop steward organisation), were taken over and atlowed to atrophy — and
meanwhile restructuration rooted out and scattered the most homogeneous and
militant groups in the plants, The “parly system” took control of the organisa-
tional forms that remained, such as ihe Works Councils, turning them into
parliamentary taiking-shops.

At the same time, the extra-partiamantasy groups began their suicidal retreat from
the factory, and in general ceased to giva much attention to problems of ithe com-
position of the class, This-has led to a situation where, today, the factory and the
working class are aimost unknown eniities,

The larger the politica!l space conguered by the exira-institutionai movements,
and the wider the cultural tesritory and the system of values and behaviour tha
these impose on decisive sections of the ciass, the more the torm of the Staie a
“party system” become increasingly open and aggressive,

Bui the form of tne State cannot live only as a power that is hostile to extya-
insiitutionai movements: it needs a kasic legitimation — namely the legitimation
of Its coincidence with the laws of capitatisi accumuiation. By making itseif the
interpreter of the ideology of the crisis, by organising the new constraint-to-work
and ihe policy of austerity and sacrifice, itha State-form of the *‘party system” ar:
rives at the highest point of {ntagration within the system of capital, by a process
of graduai abandonment of its autonomy. But what then are we to make of the
claim by certain heirs of Togliatti that there exisis an *“autonomy of the
poiitical"? Where is this autonomy? Even where this avtonomy had the greatest
substance — in the process of reproduction of classes — the vioience of the
crisis has brought everything under the iron rute of the laws of capital.

Despite ail the talk about the effecis of public intervention via the growth of
public expenditure, ali the most recent surveys {for exampte, the Bank of itaiy’s

LEVELS AND
pISTRIBUTION OF
INCOME AND
CLASS
COMPOSITION.

B.uiletin for Ocl-Dec 1976) show that in Haly there has been na change in the
disiribution of income, nor any substantial alieration in its composition.

Levals of income have not diminished, despite the crisis. Even the lavol of con-
sumer durabies has not failen {in fact HP forms of payment have failen}. To
discover how the proietariat, and in particular the working class, have not aflfowed
themseives to be pushed to the brink of poverty by the crisls but have succeeded
in increasing their needs and the means of satisfying them, wouid alteady tall us
a great deal about the new composition of the class,

If consumption has not failen, neither has the level of savings: and this point (s
significant for anatysis of the “petty bourgeoisie” and (as we are led to Delieve)
the hypertrophy of the “tertiary secior”. (talian families have one of the highest
rates of savings in the world: this would seem to confirm the hypothesis that the
propensity 1o saving in the form of banking liquidity is a symptom of the
“tertiary” disproportion of ltatian society and its insufficient productive base,

And yet not only does the Bulletin show that savings of lower to middie income
groups have increased {1873 — ie in a petiod of savage {nfiation and devatuations
of the lira) in the form of bank deposits, current accounts and post office savings;
but also that this is a factor of equiiibrium, recyciing income through credit In-
stitutions, invested In the form of money capitai in enterprises, public and private,
and fn Treasury Bonds financing public expenditure, services, etc, The myth of the
hypertrophy of the tertiary sector — the common theme of the ideoiogy of the
crisis, from the Right to the “New™ Left — has no foundation. The OECD figures
show that employment in the tertiary sector in Haly Is among the lowest amacng
advanced industrial countries: Italy 45%; USA 64%; Canada 62%; UK 54% - only
Federal Germany has a lower percentage. Moreover, the ISTAT statistics show ter
tiary employmant to be concantrated mainly in the industriai North,

According to the schema presented by the prevatent propaganda of the crisis, we
would expect a flow of credit to promote an unproductive, revenue-based iayer of
sociely — the jower-to-middle bourgeoisie, as the prop of political stability — and
a disproportionate flow of-resources to tha tertiary sector. Not sol The specia!
credit institutions (promoted by the State), according to the Bulletin, direct more
financing towards industry {a three times higher proportion), or to transport and
communications {one and a half times highen than to commezce, services and
public administation, Housing aione .- a remarkable fact - takes up doubia the
investment of the whote tertiary seclor put togathert
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There is a specific relation between the property market and the monetary crisis. "guaranieed” working class and the sub-proletariat even if the actua! status of
Property is the first refuge for the security of the savings of the “petty nis job might otherwise place him in the iower-to-middle bourgecisie.
bourgeoisie” — but also for the investment of petro-doilars, the basis of the em-
pire of real-estate investment lrusts, insurance companies, pensicn funds, ete., in- A considerable part of the political behaviour of the young proletariat during the
cluding the most adventurous kinds of spacutative activity. According to the US recent struggles should be understood starting from city planning as a space of
Federa! Reserve, at the end of 1975, about a quarter of the credits of US banks intervention in class dynamics. The mythical “reconquest of the city centres” is a
were in housing. While between 1971-74 “land and land deveiopment icans” reaction to the marginalising thrust which the unholy ailiance of the *construc-
{above al for suburban development) tripled, commercial bank credits to real tion lobby™ and the *“party system” is bringing about. Within this “reconquest of
estate trusts and mortgage companies more that doubled?, the city centres” there is the desire to count as a political subject, to break the in-
stitutional balances, to interfere once again in the internal relations of the “party
In this way the prices of suburban areas have increased, making it more produc- system”, a refusal to be classified as an “area of culture” and that's ali,
tive for capitai to develop suburban housing, and distancing scclal strata with
higher incomes away from city cenires, while al the same time depriving those ct- THE TOTAL To conctude: Inflation and the mechanisms of the crisis have considerably eroded
ty centres of rates, taxes, etc,; and setting in motion the machanism of “fiscal sUBORDINATION OF  the power of the “party system™to intervene autonomousty in the process of
crisis" of public spending, which is now a well-noted facl. However, we are only THE PARTY SYSTEM reproduction of classes in italy. The relative autonomy of the potitical distribution
at the start of this process, because the acquisition of suburban areas has not 10 THE POLITICS of income has been greatly narrowed. The possibitity of creating status dif-
been followed by an equally large movement of construction; while the race was pF THE CRISIS ferences via income differentials, dispensing cash through transfers of income
on {o capture tand, the actua! construction of housing saw a dramatic dectine: if supplementing incomes in the public services, etc., has been diminished. The ’
we add single-family and multi-famity housing, we see a big increase in the period question of “rational demographic composition” to which Gramscl referr.ed in the
1971-72, and then a sudden drop in January 1973 to December 1974. When con- thirties) is now coming to depend primarily on capitalist development alone, on
strugtion began to lift off again, it was in the single-family sector, and was very ’ the organic composition of aggregate capital. Even the process of tertiary g;rowth
weak indeed in the multi-family sector2, or creation of unproductive sectors now depends more on the development of fix.

ed capital than on any autonomous intervention on the part of the political elit
Hence vast iracts of suburban langscape are waiting to be built on, in order to : i ’ eies

make productive the capital that has been “fixed” there. In the metropolitan cen- Nobody would deny that the “party system™ had the power in past years to in-
tres, which have become the privileged zones for the petrification of capital, the terfere with some independence in this process — via economic controls over
mechanism differs: in order to get this capital moving, to give it once again the credit and distribution of cash as revenue, or through export of the proletariat
form of cormmodity ang exchange value, a specific financial structure has been But at the same time, the "distorting effect” of these choices is deliberately e.xag-
created — a series of special specuiative institutions, invented through the crisis, gerated by the PCI and the official labour movement, Their result averall does not
which have increased the rhythm of transters of property deeds and have given a seem especlally different {for example in the case of the growth of tertiary activi-
considerable impulse to the vetocity of circutation of money, without it passing ty} from the developments in other industria! countries. Nor have they resutted, at
through a process of production. In the United States too — and probably more ' least untii recently, In any significant change in the distribution of income '

so than in 1taly — the “construction interest” has used the crisis in order to sub- :

tract rescurces from productive capital. Thus, there has not been a “shortage of It anything, they have created a social and industrial structure acutely sensitive to
capital" as some people have maintained; companies’ risk capltal has been fur- the probiem of savings — permitting a centralisation of unproductive incomes
nished in large measure by private pension funds, which, according to Peter and their recycling In the form of money capital and public expenditure, The
Drucker, today hold one third of all share capital in the USA3. Thus it would ap- powers that the “party system” does still deploy, no jonger over the reﬁroduction
pear that productive capital has besn financed by the contributions of workers, of classes, but over the new class aggregation that has been formed through the
while the instituticnal investors — and particularly the banks which control them crisig, are located at a different lavel, {ie in externalised forms of controt at the

— have preférred to take the path of speculation in property or in exchange rates. social-territorial level to disaggregate and disintegrate the unily of the class, and

The huge drain of financia! resources on the part of real estate and property
capital brings us back to the guestion of the “party system’. The powers confer-
red.on local administraiions are as yet uncertain, but there is no doubt that in
Italy the “party system’* represents the most important conditioning fagtor in the
property market. Large controllers of territory (the DC and the PCij can, through
planning controls, force a bargaining process onto the “gonstruction interest™,
can {orce it to make payofis (which, however, are insigniticant compared with the
powers that the “construction interest”™ confers onto the “party system”, as
regards the directing and control of class dynamics). As some more intetligent
analyses have shown, the construction cycie in Italy has functioned as a pump to
drain away income from workers and redistribute it to the middle class on the one
hand, and to the “construction interest” on the others.

The attack on jncomes via the cost of housing has a direct effect on class
stratifications, and is a factor of violent proletarianisation; the enforced shift
towards badly served peripheral urban areas is a powerful factor of marginalisa-
tion. The classes, redrawn through this process, take on {he typical mixed
characteristics of a period of crisis. The waged worker who, through the
guarantees of trade unlonism, manages to maintain his income level, but who, for
reasons of housing probiems, lives in a marginalised area, produces economic,
sccial and politicat patierns of behaviour that stand halfway between the
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in porverse relations with specific sectors of speculative capital such as the pro-
perty market.}

It }s from within these narrow limits thal the new form of the State Is derived. This
is not to be seen as the concluding phase of the mucn-vaunted “autonomy of the
political” vis-a-vis “economic™ devetopment, but rather as an enilrely opposite
process: that of the total subordination of the “party sysiem” to the politics of
the crisis.

The reproduction of classes has bacome a problem of potitical legitimation rather
than material intervention: a question of soclai and cultural identity, of accep-
tance or refusal to accept the norms of socia! behaviour required and taid down
by the torm of the State. Classes have tended io lose their “objective”
characteristics and become defined in terms of poiitical subjectivity. But in this
process the major force of tedefinition has come from betow: In tha continuous
reproduction and invention of gystems of counter-culture and struggie in the
sphare of averyday living, which has become ever mare “jliogal”. The {iberation of
this area of autonomy outside and againsi citiclal social institutions, is stronger
than the system of values the “party system” seeks to impose.

Hence the new form of the State, or rather its unmasking, already finds itseif In a
critically weak condition, To furn to the bureaucratic-repressive apparatus, o a
“power-State” pure and simple, would mean the end of the “party system” itself,
as established for more than thirty years.

What we have witnessed in the crisis is the subjection of the poiitical system on
the part of capital, the destruction of its “autonomy”. This cannot be properly
understood unless we see it In relation to the centrafisation of capitalist com-
mangd which defines tha politics of the crisis for afi parties {ie the area of
“politics” itself). This centralisation is formally represented in monetary institu-
tions, from centrai banks to the IMF.

For the past three years, we in Primo Maggio have been pointing out a fact which
is now generally accepted: economic policy choices — and hence. aiso the criterla
upon which class relations in nation states are being conditioned — are na longer
the resuit of negotiation or bargaining between parties, unions and so on, (in
other words mediated relations of force between classes and interests), but are
laid down by external constraints determined by (in the last instance) the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund,

it is this new Institutional reality of power on an international scale that provides
the basic guidelines for the logic of the current ideclogy of the crisis and scarcity,
and hence also the propaganda tor austerity measures, The Garter Administration
has developed this particuiar aspect of money as capitalist command as the
basis of US global poiicy. This relaunching of US hegamony depends in addition
on results already acquired, which aliow the USA conirol over scarcity, especially
in the key sectors of energy and food internationatily. (“The US have emerged as
the key soutce of giobal nutritionat stability” — Secretary Brzezinski, in Foreign
Policy No, 23), Every “national” choice in the area of basic energy and food must
come up against an international division of fabour that the USA intends to have
respected. The technology of food processing wilt be as jealously defended as
petroieuss of yrantum. Today it is command over wage commaodities above ail thal
reguiates the reiations between the USA and the rest ot the worid. Since the PGH
victory in the 1976 elections and its acceptance of italy’s membearship of NATO,
followed by the recent DC elecioral revival, the Garter Administration, while
cautious, has come round to the reatistic recognition that the oniy solution for
politicai management of the crisis in italy is the reinforcement of the pact binding
together the “party sysiem” and a “government of majority parties”, inciuding the
PGl as the sole condition, in othar words, for the implementation of austerity by
consent.

50 far we have concentrated on the recompostion of capitalist com’nand in the
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crisis and the unfolding of the State form through rigidification of the “party
systermn™. We musi now turn to the other side — the recomgosition of the class
To take the factory or the University as a starting potnt is not a problem., in thai
both are enclaves of resistance and recovery of an aitsrnative ciass pul%’tics —
either starting point would serve us just as well.

(¥ we take the subjective development of the movement through the pariod siﬁce
the cycle of class offensive in the late *sixties, we can distinguish two main
phasas of struggle. In the first, from 1969 %o the oil crisis of 1973-74, the attack on
the central mititant core of tha working class by means of restructuration, produc-
tive reorganisation, etc,, was combined with the “strategy of tension” (!el:!oristiﬂ
use of secret setvices, clandestine proto-Fascist aclivity backed by the State, with
considerable use of Fascist personnel). The most recent generaiion of mililar,lts
formed around the movement of 1968-69 was consumed in the response 1o this at-
tack: foliowing the “parenthesis” of {he-workers’ offensive, thay returned to the
classic schemas of the Party — tha strict relation between programme and
arganisation, and a perspective on the struggle for power articuiated according to
the taciics of a militant anti-Fascist movement, combined with the conguest of
the formal, electoral level of politics. During the first phase the “party system”
was not yet “congealed” into the form of the State: it was divided in a sharp op-
position between an executive, which mobilised the clandestine leveis of the

State (from the secret services {0 the magistracy), and an opposition which reviv-
fad the democratic values and traditions of ihe anti-Fascist Resistance. This was
in other words, a phase of partial re-absorpiion of the preceding forms of class |
aufon_omy by the “party system”, a recovery of the ideologica! and organisational
traditions ot the official working class movement: a cartain “introjection” of the
“party system” within {he revolutionary movement itseti.

As rega.rds the relation between subjectivity and mode!s of organisation on the
re.voiutlonary Lefi, this first period, from the Siate-fascist bombing provocation of
F‘laz‘za Foniana (Milan, December 19689) to the eveniual defeat of the “strategy of
tansion” (even if its ramifications continued up to the June 1978 Eiection), was
marked by a general rejection of the creative hypothases of the mOVBmeni of
1968-69. This was accompanied by the rabirth in the movement of ultra-Boishevik
maodels of organisation, or — in the case of groups like the MLS {Workers’
Stl:ciallst Movement, based on the Milan student movement), Manifesto Avanguar-
dia Operaja and PDUP -— of traditional historical Togliattian modeis e;nbeilished
at most, with Maoism. There was, in other words, a certain revival of the historic ,

organisational epoch of the ftalian Gommunist Party and movement, from
Gramscl to the Resistance. '




This revivai drasticaily marginalised the classic “workerist” area of autonomy in-
harited from the worker-student movement of 1968-69, as weli as the anarchist,
situationist, and more intransigent Marxist-Leninist groups.

The centrat nucieus of the "“workers’s autonomy'’ tendency, represented by Pofere
Operajo (Workers’ Powet) and Coflettivo Poiitice Metropolitano, having come up
agalnst the institutional-political limits of a strategy based on the political poten-
tial of {actory wage struggles, made a dramatic choice in favour of fighting for
the militarisation of the movement. This simitatly involved slogans like “overcom-
ing the spontaneity of the autcnomous mass movement” and “building the armed
party”, H invoived staking everything on levels of organised militancy, profes.
sional cadres, etc. This was to be a losing battle, But the main preblem now is to
grasp how and why the margins of the Movement were 5o drasticaily curialled,
deprived of potitical space, while only hypotheses of party organisation survived
in this period,

in general we can say that historical modeis were taken up uncritically and
assumed as g priorf normative validity and impostance. Following the wave of new
potitical hypothesses that went well beyond the communist historicai traditicn, in

THE POLITICAL
PROBLEMS OF
THE MOVEMENT,

AND THE 1968-69, we then saw a wholesale recovery and revival of Third {nternationalist
DEVELQOPING models and perspectives, The contral problem was State terrorism; the probtem of
‘PARTYIST power, seen as the smashing of the State machine, further accentuated the

classic Leninist features of organisation. This Is frue espectally of the struggle to
ovarthrow the Right-wing Andreotii-Maiagodi Government up {0 1972, which jed to
the maximum degtee of convergence between the organisationai strategy of the
revoluiionary Left group$§ and the institutional forces of anti-Fascism, The groups
were in the process abscrbed into the “party system”, to the extent of ''crossing
the partiamentary-electeral threshold”; ieading to the creation of organisations
like PD (Proiatariant Democracy), or tactics of electoral support for the PCI, iike
Lotta Continua. But this already takes us into the second, posi-1973 phase, which
we shali be examining latez.

CONCEPTIONS.

A sort of imperfect Toghattian system was in operation in this first period: on the
ong hand a strong presence in the streets, mititant anti-Fascism, mass campaigns
and demonstrations prometed by the groups; on ihe other, parliamentary pressure,
but above alt through institutions and the Press, py the PCl and PSI, 1o overthrow
the terrorist blackmaii ot the DC Government and its allies. Even tha initiatives ot
the Aed Brigades {BR) in this period maintain an objective ambivalence between
exirema forms of miiitani anti-Fascism (viewed with considerabte toierance by
cerlain 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
insurrectionist perspectives of the “workers' autonomy” current we have alteady
referred to.

We can therefore distinguish the characteristics of the average type of mjiitant
formed in this phase of the struggle: a party cadre, with considerable organisa-
tional abiiity, activism and presence at ali necessary levels, who developed cer-
tainly from his or her own situation of struggle, but who received an overail
political framework from the “party school” and the myihs of ithe organisation. it
would be unfair to say simply that this impiies the formation of atienated
militants, exprop’ria!ed of their own subjectivity. The positive characieristics of
this period, the unceasing rhythm of campaigns and mobitisations, sometimes
biind, but no iess effective in the long run; the new, calculated, organised use of
“direct action” in the street demonstrations and controntations; the prompt
response to provocations of the Right — all these activities estabiished and im-
posed a terrain of mass political practice, which became a soclal structure, a
class composition, even if its signs of fragility bacame apparent in the second
period.

The teansition to this second period of the struggie must be first undessiood in
terms of the changed relation between ihe revolutionary Left and the factory, This
was not onty due to the increased emphasis on terriforiai-community activism

T

{see Take Over the City and similar slogans and projects of this phase). 1t was
rather that the restoration of Third internationalist 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 reatity of the working class wéls
mediated by one over-riding theme - that of restructuration. In other words, a
defensive terrain, which not only accepted as given the fragmentation of thé
“mass worker" - Lhe driving force of the class In the previous workers' offensive
— bul made this fragmeniation the key pcint of departure for organisation. This
was a confusing period. The Left groups had no factory stratagy; their mjlitants
wal:e purged from the plants, sither sacked (ofien for absentesismy, by ieaving of
their own accord, or taking sheiter within the Unions, In some of the large working
class concentrations of the North, anly a clandestine {raciion was leét to maintain
a slender organisational network.

Not that the pericd 1969-73 was one of standstiil as far as workers’ demands were
concerned -- far from it. It was marked by intensive coilactive bargaining activity
-- probably the mast intense since the War. Few were aware 0f the recongquest by
the "party system’™in the factories pracisety because this process was covered
up by the pressure of Union bargaining, In some sectors labour costs rose by
25“/".a year, not to mention the Union pressure for the inquadramento unico
{unification of grading systems for workers and white collar staff} and on working
conditlons and environment, But this continuous bargaining activity tended to
have a fragmenting effect politicatly: it tended ta dissolve the political identity of
the class, reducing it to its lowest common denominaftor as mere fabour-power. it
wquld !Je guite wrong to say that the presence of workers’ politicat problems
“diminished” in this period at al! levals. The reality of the situation was rather
that ail the properties of the class which unify and define it as a potitical subject
were now transierred to the organisations, The ciass remained as a subaltern ele-
ment, &5 “material” for the Party, in other words as labour power. The spectre of
tha old separation between “economic” and “potitical” struggle returned tc the
scene. This meant a severe setback for the autonomy of the working ci
defeat of working class science, of revolutionary theory.

assia

ANEW POLITICAL
CYCLE OF
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But if the identity of the mass warker as politicat subject was now dead —
liva the mass worker! A political cycte of stru
as that which led from the mass confrontati
the generalised offensive of the

long
ggles as deeply rooted and powerful
on of Plazza Statutoe {Turin, 1981} to
Hot Autumn (1968) — throughout which the mass

worker of large-scale industry had actad as the centrat driving forge — could
hardly be expected to disappear without a irace. it was bound to set in motien a
whole series of secondary effects and Irreversible mechanisms, imposing it
specific hegemany on the composition of the entire ciass.
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In fact there were plenty of signs of this. Besides the network of smaller factories
which began to explode one after another, the rest of the labour torce at all levels
took the cue and began to organise and struggie atong the same lines as the
workers of the big factories. Apart from the aifirmation of a similar model of
poiitical-trade union activity, we find paraliet forms ot collective behaviour and
practices of struggle. The hegemony of the workers over salaried employees can
te seen in the mass picketing by bank employees, including viclent confronta-
tions with police and scabs (the police wers by now being used regularly against
pickets); or in the “internal marches” {characteristic form of mobilisation at FIAT)
by Government employees at the Ministries. Not to mention certain more specific
effects, such as the workers' use of labour tribunals. This began to provide cer-
tain levels of the magistracy with a platform to break away form the impasse of a
purely juridical-format battle for respect of tabour codes and guarantess against
the itlegat practices of the judiciary — hence the emergence of a new working
class practice in jurisprudence.

Further, the struggle over health and safety at work provided a platform for doc-
iors {0 break away from the corporate interesis of tha medicai professicn: hence
the beginning of mass criticism of medicine and the medical-pharmaceutical
power biog, which has been one of the major conguests of working class
hegemony at the instituticnal levei. Class resistance 1o restructuration and
technological innovation in the plants ted engineers and technicians also 10 a
critique of the organisation of machinery and planis from a working class view-
point. Finally, there was the unification of grading systems for staif and workers
(staff status) together with the conquest of the 150 Hours™ (workers’ paid study
leave} conceded in the engineering contract of 1972 and subsequently genara-
lised, Autonomous and distinct from both professicnal work-retraining schemes
and trade union training courses, this fatter victory reimposed a working class,
factory presence in the State schoois and Universities.

The arrivai of the #1560 Hours” workers on study-leave in Universities meant a
radical change. The effects of freeing entry to the Universities became
macroscopic. Two new eiements threw the old elite and academic forms into
crisis: students of proletarian background/students who had been proletaria-
nised, and the worker-students. There was also ihe generational factor — the
youth enrolling in Universities have behind them a High School movement, both
compact and tested in mass activism in the streets. Those arriving from technical
and commercial or accountancy schocls come from a background ot struggles
around the reiation between education and employment. The mass meeting
{assemblea) remains the basis of political formation, but the potitical structura of
the mititants comes from the servizio d'ordine (the organisation of stewards, the
‘shock troops’ at demonstrations), and from political crganising in the community.

This new generation of entrants to the University found nothing new or superior in
terms of cuiture and means of political expression, than what had already been
conquered in the High Schoels, or through activity in political groups. In com-
parison, the University appeared as a lifeless, squatid, bureaucratic structure,

which offered little. The oid academic elite, despite the student revolt of 1968, has

succeeded in coopting a new generation of young opportunist ieachers. The pic-
turesque arrogance of the oider academics was being replaced by a new genera-
tion of mercurial and spent individuals. The “New Left" inieliectuals of the 1968
viniage, and those tormed in the so-calied minority groups of the 'sixties, if not
openly “scld out”, were efther at the service of the Trade Union Left, or practising
a dua! role of crganisational militancy combined with “scientific” academicism.
Any possibility of a new culture, a re-evaluation and relaunching of revolutionary
theoty and creation of new theoretical weapons that ihe University could otfer,
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
<k

social mobility and nothing more, The contents of academic culture were not
challenged: instead there was a wholesale desertion of leclures and seminars.
The struggle against selection of intake, as in 1968, no longer Made sense, since
the State itself had imposed massification and free entry, Selection now took

THE ERROR OF
MISTAKING THE
APPEARANCE FOR
THE SUBSTANCE
OF STATE POWER.

place at‘ other fevels - at the level of income and needs: no longer by the vote of
academtf: functionaries, but by the structural inadequacy of services, The impact
of the crisis and the rise in the cost of living played the decisive role here

This account takes us to the end of 1973, and the Gl Grisis, which we take as the
conventional date for the opening of the second phase, Bul before wa go on, we
must tum to the decisive event which began to transform the conditions of t!he
movement fram 1970-71, stifl in the earlier phase: tha birth of the feminist mbve-
ment, This immediately posed a question of hegemony over the whole sociai
fabric, hence was analogous in its dimensions and its claims to the hegemany of
the mass worker. The speciiic, autonomous interests of women, organised by
women, not only directly chalienge famity relations of productioy; they also by
taking an autonomous politica! form as an independent feminist movemenr! in-
volved a radical separation from the mediations of the “party system” and'from
Trade Union representation, but aiso above alt from the revolutionary L,eft groups
themselves. With women's self-rediscovery and claim te contro! their bodies, their
own needs and desires, their subjectivity, we see the beginnings of a new cr}rjque
-of alienated milifancy — one of the key themes of the mavement in the second
phase — but aiso, and more fundamentally, the starting point for the general
themalic ot needs within the movement.

Ali this remained a latent tendency, however, untii the baginning of the acute
phase of the crisis in 1974-75. At tha institutional teve! this coincided with the
de.fgat of the “*strategy of tension”. Just at the point when the violence of the
crisis against the composition of the class reached its apex, the talian Left — in.
cluding a iarge part of ths exira-pariameniary groups — were celebrating thelr
réc;o(rjy; at the institutional level, considering their misston practically accomp-
ished!

Here we see in striking form the precipitation of all the contragictions, above ali
the gap between “politics” and the reality of the class, which marked the “im-
perfect Togliattian” situation we described above. The atiention of the Left Was
focused on the form of the State: buf not at the State form as measured or levell-
gd against the autonomy of the working cfass, Rather, the State form was seen in
itself, in its own autonomy, at the formai-poiiticat level only. The crisis of tha
Right-wing strategy of tension was mistakenly seen by the Left as the crisis of
the State form. The forced abandorment by the DC Government of its underhand
use of Fascist perscnnel and provocation was mistaken for the crisis of the
regime. The temporary virulence of internal battles within the DG and the
“separale bodies” of the State {secret services, security, elc,) was mistaken for
the crisis of State command. This was to mistake the appearance for the
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substance of State power. Meanwhile, the rea/ reconstruction of the “party FACTORY AND
system” proceeded from bslow: the form of the State had already penetrated the
terrain of the faciary, and by now only needed tha ideology of the crigis to come WORKER

ry hofe" through which the moie has sfarted to dig cnce again. Of cour
i . se, small
THE DISSEMINATED factories are not homogeneous among themseives, and in fact exhibit sharp dif-
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out into the open, as a machine directiy polarised against the interests of the
working class.

Hence there was a tamporary crigis at government levet, but compined with
gradual “stabilisation’ in the factories, The application of tough measures in high
places; revelation of scandals, and intimidating Mafia-style behaviour at the
highest jevel, exhibited in public; the corruption of ihe eiite and bureaucracry
crudely exposed for the first time — but alt in such a way as {0 demecnstrate pro-
vocatively the privitege of impunity of the “party system™. Ministers, atiorney
generals, bankers, police chiefs, whose itiegal and underhand practices were amp-
ly proved and discussed, never suffered any penalty in terms of toss of personal
freedom or jncome. Thus the scandals of the regime only served in fact as an eje-
ment of intimidation and hence reinforcement of the State form based on tha pat-
iy system.

Meanwhile “iough measures” were being adopted in the factory! From 1974 the
tempo of factory closures, sackings and layofts gathered pace, eased by
systematic recourse to the cassa integrazione (the State-empioyer fund to com-
pensate for pariods faid off from work, in crisis-hit industries and seciors}. The
system of labour-contract fegal guarantess, established thanks to the workers’ of-
fensive of 1969, was not broken and remained intact. in other words, it was allow-
ed to survive as a juridical-contractual framework. But the reality of
“‘guaranteeism”, which does not depend on written statutes or labour contracis,
but on the homogeneity and compactness of glass organisation and the political
network of class autenomy-buift in the factories in the preceding years — this
was attacked by all means available.

As regards the subjectivity of the class, which is our main focus in this articie, a
period of silence now sets in (apart trom the well-known worsening of the condi-
tions of work) — a siience in which we stifl find ourselves today. This occurred, in
the absence of altarnative political structures, with the dactine of democratic
{rade union institutions. in the factory mass meetings, which become more and
more infrequent, the workers no longer speak. They guffer in silence the con-
tinuous hammering-home of the official trade union iing (“Things could get
worse'; “We have to accepl the reaity of the situation”; “We must tighten our
beits, accepl certain sacrifices” etc.). They close themsalves off into an attitude
of non-expression of their own needs, and stand by while vanguard miiitanis are
intimidaied, purged or expelled from the factory wilh the open complicily - in-
deed active connivance — of union ang party officials, While the purging of
mititants had previously been a creeping, silent process, the transition to ihe se-
cond phase becomes open and demonsirative: the political confrontaiion with the
workers becomes a frontal atiack, a determined effort by the “party system” to
nermalise the behaviour of the workers and their forms of struggle. Seen from this
context, the advances made in the sphere of “civii rights” {n this new phasa must
be seen as a divarsion — aithough we should not underestimate thelr effects, in
legltimating the women’s movementi {and hence allowing it to advance on a
broader potiticat front) and in precipitating the crisis of the mititary institutions,
Despite these positive aspects, howsver, there Is no doubt that the macroscopic
element of the period 1974-76 remains the inability of the workers’ siruggia {o
break the equilibrium of the “party system” and destabllise its internal relations.
in this temporary blunting of the political impact ot working class siruggis, a con-
siderabte role has been played by the decentralised political-administrative struc-
ture of regional governments and tocal authorities. tncreasingly they have in-
tervened as mediators and arbitrators in factory confrontations. :

The smaller firms and plants have a special importance, for the ctass subjectivily
and type of struggle that they engender. At this level, of plecemeat biow against
counterbiow, closures and occupations, /t is precisefy this war of position that

gives rise 1o the recompositional processes of the working class. H Is stili difficult

to establish, but probably the small factory has provided the hest terrain, the “en-

ferences and contrasts, For example: differences between iow technological
Iavels, antiquated ievels of organisation, and big innovative tendencies; between
situations of total markei paralysis and situations offering posslbi%lties; of fresh
market penetration; tocally-oriented factories, and factories serving cnly an inter-
national market; firms that are totaily dependent on the strangle-hold of credit
and firms like the cooperatives which are free from bankers' usury; from unionis-
ed firms to others {far greater in number) with no trade union organisation; from
firms with a {abour force which is marginai and underpaid, to those whare it is
highly paid and skilled; and finaily, varying sized factories where ali these
elements are combined under ons roof. Precisely this level of dis-homogeneity
means that the smali-to-medium factory worker does not express a majoritarian
soclal reference point for the class, whose damands and forms of struggle can be
taken up at the general level of poiitical objectives: furthermore, we cannot expect
to see the kind of relationship {as with the large-scale factory) of mass vanguards
capabie of puiling 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 siruggles of the mass worker, But this does not mean that a
general political potential does nof exist; here we find instead a set of recomposi
tional mechanisms that start, precisely, from a base of dishomogeneity.

tet's begin with age: precisely because the smali factory tends to use marginat
labour-powet, the presence of minors and very young peopls, # not iypical, is
nevertheless very frequent, and it is from the smail factories ihal perhaps the
most soiid wing of the movement of proletarian youth has been recruited, At the
same time, since the small faciorjes employ a considerable number of women
workers, they have aiso provided a recruiting ground for a sizeable wing of the
women’s movement, with a particular awareness of the problems of materiat
needs. In addition there is the guestion of the workforce involved in precarious
work (favoro precario), work in the home, iftegal work {favoro nero), etc: ihe crisis
has swept away the diviging partitions between the various “industrial forma-
tions” and has created the phenomenon of the “disseminated worker” {which can
also be found in other specific epochs in the history of the ltalian proletariat), tn
other words, the conscious dispersion of the labour force within a territorial
dimension, in an intesmediaie condition between formal and real subjection to
capltal. This is a precise plan, put into operation against the potlitical aggregation
of the class. But, leaving aside thase siructural aspects, the big changes are io
be seen in the subjectivity of the workers in the small factory, inasmuch as it is
hard for them to appiy organisational models and forms of struggle which really
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only apply in large-scale industry. Here we see a ¢risis [0 the trade unionist style
of operating that characterised the struggle of workers in the large factories. The
transition whereby labour power becomes working class (a process wnich is
guaranteed in the large factory by the very fact of massification) is a transition
that the small-factery worker must win via political processes that are by no
means “given’’. The practice of violence must make up for the lack of numbers
and the low level of massification. If the roots of direct action armed workers'
groups are to be found, historically, in the oid “Stalingrads” of the working class,
in potlitical terms they are based on the standard of the small factory.

To sum up: the small factory has played a crucial ro'e. 1t has provided a material
terrain of recomposition for proletarian youth, for the women’'s movement, for the
struggle against overtime and iliegal labour — and it has provided a channel of
mediation between the behaviour of the disseminated worker ana the behaviour of
the workers based in the large industrial concentrations.

However, these positions regarding the small factory must not be taken in an “in-
stitutional” sense. In other words, the new class composition that emerges from
the second phase has neither an institution te symbolise it, nor is it represented
by a majority social figure. This becomes ali the more evident if we examine the
other large sactor of recruitment — the service industries. Here we see famitiar
patterns repealing themselves. In al! capitalist societies in the past 30 years,
employment has uniformiy stagnated in manufacturing and has increased in the
services. However, what is not uniform is the level of wages within the respective
services soctors, and the huge differences in levels of orgamisation and sfficiency.
Here, however, the problem is one of a particular political conjuncture. Namely:
the unclear demarcation between the arsa of receivers of revenue and the area of
services; the launching of the trade unions’ 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 State administration: ali
these contribute to making the service sector a focal point fer a particular set of
politicai tensions. This becomes explosive when the idea of a right to an income
becomes widespread, alongside the emerging political reality of the “new needs™.

The dominant fact in this situation is the increasing political pressure on the ser-
vice sector, on the firms and agencies within that sector, and on the political and
adminigirative ingtitutions. This has built up through a whole range of subjective
and structural pressures, all of which raquire a microscopic analysis. The fact of
this pressure is the only elemeant of homogeneity in the situation, because when
we look at the levels of organisation, or the levels of organic composition of
capital, we find radical ditfferences. On the one hand there are the examples of
firms tike SIP and ENEL {petrochemicals and etectricity). Here we find ourselves in
an area of large-scale technotogical innovation, involving nuge expenditure, back-
ed by the banks and finance institutions (SiP is far and away the most indebted
of all ltalian tirms}, accompanied by phenomena of violent restructuration. We
also find ourselves in one of the heartlands of the working class (Si-Siemens,
Face Standard, Ansaldo Meccanico, Breda, ex-Pellizzari), and at the same time in
an area where sub-contracting has created a large pool of casual labour (forza-
lavoro precario} {for exampie, SIP's travelling work-force). The workers' struggles
and forms of organisation in these arsas nave followed the cycles ot the wider
class slruggle, but the fact thal these firms are at the centre of fundamental deci-
stons regarding the so-calied “model of development” {eg the question of energy
policy) means that the workers’ demands tend.to slip out of the traditional chan-
nels of colleclive bargaining and into poiitical debate fout court.

The situation is similar as regards the credit institutions. The fact that we are
dealing here with workers who are often regarded as a privileged sector of the
workforce because of their relatively high wages, has not prevented their struggle
from spreading to the point where it has found precise points of contact with the
political form of the autonomy of the mass worker. In these areas the interlock
with overall class composition has also been facilitated by the large number of
workers from the credit institutions and {rom the service sector in general who
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have erjroiled in the Universities. The fact that they are employed by interest-
producing capital has allowed bank workers to grasp the way in which capital is
managing the crisls, and the function of maney within the crisis. However, hatg
we still find ourselves within a framework of trade union contro! of the workforce.

The situation alters radically when we look at hospital workers, local authority
wlomers and saciai service workers. Here control of the work-force is exercised
directly by the “party systam”. Here the “party system™ is not abie to delegate
the basically political choices to “economic interests”. 1 has to take initiatives
directly at the level of the organisation of hierarchies and the organisation of
wprk, at the level ot cutting jobs and cutling tabour cosls, but above all in dealing
with the growing demand for income and demand for services — ie dealing with
the new composition of the class and the emerging system of “needs”. This is
jthe first test that the Communist Party has had to face in its new role as the rul-
ing party within joca} authorities. Certain institutions — {he hospitals in particular
— are expioding for the first time, uncovering conditions of work and wages that
_clisappegred from industry years age, as wel! as hierarchica structures that are
inconcelvable in this 'age of egalitarianism”. For the hospital workers in par-
ticular CGIL leader Lama has resarved words even harsher than those he used on
thel students. The “party system” brought in the army 1o break their struggle. The
logical sequence of clientelism — tertiary — subversion has been evoked to pro-
vide a basis whereby the institutional bloc can oppose the new types of struggles
by the workers in the social services.

The situation is simiiar in the case of the transport workers, the third big sector
feeding into this new class composition. Once again the "party system” and the
tr:lade unions function as command over the labour force. The struggles of the
raitway workers were trealed in the same harsh manner as those of the hospital
workers, but the fact that the Union in guestion has had a long (and some would
say glorious) histarical tradition made it all the more striking — the way this
Uni_op was rejected when it tried to take control of the werkforce and impose the
poiicies of austerity. Whether for good or ill, in the hospitals the autonomous
struggle has also sparked a process of unionisaiion. On the railways, on the other
hand, there has been a mass, conscious rejection of CGIL unijon men‘mersh‘tp. But
here we are dealing with things that are well-known

Less well-known, but infinitely more explosive, Is the situation in road transport.
Here we are faced with a mass of waged workars and independent operators
Eequai to twenty Mirafioris rolled into one. The “objective’ weight of this workforce
is frightening, and it is perhaps the only section of the class today whose move-
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ment could paralyse the whoia Gapitaiisi cycle. The strike of tanker drivers in the
North-west gave a taste of this: the Communist Party, through the structure of
the cooperatives, controls a fair siice of this sector. The tanker deivers' strika gave
an indication of the possible leveis of violence: 7.8,000 tires slashed, according to
trade union sources, within a very few days.

Here the “party system” {which, by the way, hurried to conclude the contract
negotiations, despite the obvious desire of F1AT and the oit companies to provoke
deadiock) made widespread use of the spectre of Chile, and ance again repeated
their aperation of poiltical marginatisation of the drivers’ demands, etc, in the
same way as thay had done for the railway workers, the hospital workers, and the
social service and ‘ocal authority workers,

Our account so iar has left out the large numbers of workers in each of the above
sectors who are employed by contractors and sub-contractors. Their numbers
considerably increase the size of the workforca that is commanded, either diractly
or indirectly, by the “'party system” {or, more precisaly, by the Christian
Democrats of the Communist Party), This network-of contract labour brings us
right to the heartlands of javoro nere — In other words, that very wide area of
waged labour where the system of trade union guaraniaes is either fragile or non-
exisient. Butl is this network onijy characteristic of the Stats, jocal authority and
service sectors? Far from it It f5 the shructure of the tirm itself (impresa) that is
being dissoived, as a means of producing commodities; the {irm remalns merely
as chief clerk, as mere administration of decentraiisad tabour; in fact, the firm
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 can
we speak of rigidity of the labour market outside of this institutional break-up?
The chatn of infinite decentratisation of production breaks the rigldities of age
and sex, of geographicai tocation, of social background, etc, end ali this is a
weighty factor in fusing the new composition of tha class.

This chain of Infinite decentralisation s one of the more “progressive” elements
of capifalism today; it is a far more powerful weapon of massification ihan the
assembiy {ine. The factory, as an ingtitution that is increasingly “guaranteed” and
“protected”, was becoming sociatly and politically isotated. i did not allow entry
to young people, to women, to students; it imposed its hierarchies and its com-
partmentaiisations on the whole of society; it piayed a normative role as a com-
plete, perfect soclal form. It has become necessary 10 enchrcie and envelop the
factory, and this chain of infinite decentraiisation has created targe numbers of
openings into which the women, the young pecpla, the students, the laid-off
workets and ihe redundant workers have inserted ihemselves, taking on the
aspact of waged workers, And in the meantime thousands of waged workars have
been flowing out of the factories and into the Untversities, taking on the status of
students. These are both movements in the area of politica demography, because
the status of the waged warker and the staius of tha student haye a preclse
legitimation within the institutional conflict-system in our country. Tha whole
mechanism of the reproduction of classes had the institution of the factory as its
hedrock (with the deveiopment of a system of trade union guaraniees, a “working
class atistocracy” was supposed to be reproduced in the factory) and the Univer-
sity as an institution of social promotion {(whese an anti-worker middle class was
supposed to be created) — but this mechanism has expioded,

So far we have shown that the system of decentralisation has allowed B “mixed”
labour force to be absorbed within the wage relation, and that the processes of
tertiarisation of the firm have, in turn, driven thousands of waged workers to
become students. Having shown that these drives have conferred a new political
legitimation on alt those Invoived, we naed not iist the thousand-and-one posl-
tions that the students have taken up or can take up within the opporiunities of
waged labout that the system of decaniralisation offers, These thousands of
siudent-workers have brought a new political dimension to the condition of waged
jabour in which thay find themsetves, and it has proved possible’to create a
mutual strengthening of isolated struggles, even in situations where irade

THE CRISIS OF

POLITICAL FORMS.

gnéoglsm is weak and whers there are fow traditions ot struggle. The University
has een used as a focal poir!t. Even this *squalid bureaucratic antechamber™

as proved capable Of becoming something different — a meeting potint, an ag-
gregation point for a system of struggles that is itsalf also infinitat dec'entran
ed. Meanwhlle!, after years of waiting, tha old mole of the student a:;u e ha *
also started digging again, on Jssuses ilke canteens, housing, %ranspor’tggand %isnali
03 cct»urse contents, exams, and voting rights. The proletarian {and proietaria’nls~ 4
ed) student sectors were able to fuse themselves with the whole arc of st
that the crisis was setiing jn motion. © of steudgles

El.ut our a.naiysis of these structural factors wili be Ineffective unless we can ¢
Ema it wﬂh. an! ana}ysis of the huge transformation taking place in the sphere g;ﬂ-
bg:rsc:\r;al lita™, Th;s’obvéously starts from tho breakdown of sexual retations

|.I|g on by feminism, It then widens to involve ali the problems of controlling
one.s own body and the structures of perceptions, emotions and desires. This is
not just a problem of “youth culture”. it has working class antecedents i.n the ¢
cle of struggtes of 196?.-69. The defense of one’s own physical integrity against ”
:si?r%rs‘:‘::g?te:ed by line-speeds aqd machinery, agalnst being poisoned by the
oo, va]f cc.’,f on tllw.lnne hand is one way of resisting the depreciation of the
oxehange v: 1';:e Itc;me s labour-power and ﬂjIE deterloration of jts use vaijue, but
ment of bodi%ly need: ::raeytg; ;ﬂ:gﬁap_mpri:tmg nerty, ot o ooy e ffee Srioy-

. isa i

the behaviour of the young people, the WUn:‘:an:getII:{:wng;kl:rsse.!pamuon, peteen

Z:i:;?:éiﬁn 1c.n‘ drug;sznow arises. Gontrol of drug usage is being reappropriated
utions of the political cycle. No socner have

! . young pecple had a H
?rf. soft drugs, giving them a first-hand taste of how much this sgci’eﬁy hag robtt?:de
anzr?r:;;::i:\ap;n;eptlveApotentlal, than the heroin muitinationats decide to step In

rugs. A space of potiticat confrontation o
- A pens up, between

‘valu'e (self-mar.\aged, within certain {imits) and exchange vatue of dfuga and thui:B
nfvohves organisation and instances 0f armed self-defence. Nos (s the rr;echani'sm
:)n the prodL'L'ctIon of new nfaeds the exclusive preragative of the “liberation
wgv:ments ...... it has its roots In the *“We Want Evarything” of the Mirafior|

rkers in the Summer of '89. The “itallan Utopia” has a soitd working class

stamp, which ne theorists of an Ameri
- W can-styla “movemeni” —
self-sufficient — will be able {0 erase, Y " anettoised and

As we have seen, the recongquest of
aen, personal Hfe” has also dealt a death blow t
tbr;e c:(rdganisanons of the reyolutionary Left. But the roots of their organisational °
eakdown do not Ke only in questions of sexual relations, of allenating hierar-
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" chies, the deniai of subjectivity, etc.: they jie in precise, documentable errors of

poiitical choice, mistaken theories of organisation. For exampie, the current con-
cept of power, has been based on the old political cycle (struggielparty!lransi-
tion/civil warfState power). in other words, a projecticn into the future, rather than
a lived experience within the tiberated spaces of the present, This error turns into
parody when the groups all troop down into the olactoral arena. The rotten institu-
tionai forms of politics, eaten away from the inside and abandoned by the more
awara efements, become a form of oppression.

However, it would be wrong 0 theorise on the one hand an irrational society
made up of pure behaviours, opposing, on the other, a society structured by
logical schemas. What we have are hidden circuits involving particuiar groups,
which then evolve into particular sats ot resuits; there Is in fact a gonscious prac-
tice of the irratlonal, as a destruciion of the bridging elements of language, com-
munlgation and mediation. In short, any separation between the “post-palitical”
(the area of instinct, of the irrational, the personal and the private) and the
poiltical cycle is anacceptable. it is not possible to confine ihe new subjectivily
within the terms of youth counterculture, or to consider it an exclugive prerogative
of the women. Current attempts to create an opposttion between the liberation
mavement and the potiticai cycie are falsa - as false as the theory that defines
ihe new class compasition as being made up of the unemployed and the
marginalised sectors. The reatity Is that politics as a form nas undergone a criti-
que, on the basis of a battle between political lings, and ihis in turn has aitowed
the emergenca of new organisations, which have been politically legitimated by
their presence within those ciass nuclel outlined above.

The explosion of 1977, with the occupation of University taculties, was a violent
confrontation between the State-form and the new political composition of the
ciass. For a while this new class compositicn met and based itse!f in the Universi-
ty, taking it as a material base whete different needs, ditferent ciass segments,
social groups, political groups and disseminated groups could come together. The
University as an institution became a struggle-base, capable of representing all
the various partial programmes of the new clags composition.

The riew emergence of the women’s movement and the youth movement deepans
the spiit with the organisations making up Democrazia Proletaria {Proletarian
Democracy), but the reat origins of this sptit are to be tound in the potitical
disagreemants votced by the emerging torces of the organised atea of Aulonomy
{l‘Autonomia Organizzata}, in particular the groups representing Rome, the Po
Valley and the Milan-Sesto-Bergamo axis. Now, it anything legitimated them as a
wigading minority” in the first phase of the occupation of the faculties, it was
their relationship with the new ctass composition, with the setvice-gactor pro-
jetariat in a big tertiary city like Rome, with the network of tactory vanguards In
the industrial zone between Milan and Bergamo, and with the needs of proietarian
students and geographicaily disseminated workers in the Po Vaitey. The fact that
they understood and had subjectively anticipated mass behaviours that were not
jocatabte in the schemas of the wave of contestation in 1968, nor in those of the
Hot Autumn — that fact allowed the people of the Organized Autonomy -~ albeit
for a brief period — to carry forward a programme that matched the devetoping
class composition. The relation between these autonomisi factjons and the wider
Movement was on a par with the retation between the anarchist groups and the
masses in the Sorbonne In May '68. The ability o match class composition with
the political programme means ithe abiilty to practice the ari of politics (or, more
often, plain good sense), in order to puil together the vanguard and the average,
the organisation and the Movement.

Bu! instead, with incredible speed, the hoary old questions started coming out:
shouid 1he organisation, with its programme and its plans, march over the corpse
of the Movement; should the programme be external to and counterposed to the
composition of the class? The echoes of the clashes in Bologna had hardly died
away when everyone whipped out their Lenin masks from behind their backs — in

particular the Workers' Autonomy {Autonomia Qperalia) tendency in thae North.

PRACTICAL
EXPERIMENTS
IN A NEW
STATE-FORM

Meanwhile, in the actual struggle, im i
. ) , important things were happening. Th
interpretations of them {both those of the DF tendency and tlsose gf- %hee ourrent

Autonomy tendency) are either wron
0 g, or only half right. Parti
the internai mechanics of the events of Bologna. S culaly as regards

The main problem bringing about this split between class compoaition and th
programme. is the question of the *combat party” (partito combattents) Whene
son':e fractions of the Organised Auionomy decide to forge the pace on'ihis front
(WItdconsiderable Internat differences between those who base themselves on the "
;t;i) ioytseﬁ-difence, and those who argue for a qualitative advance in organisa-
o , not oniy does the DP front rebuiid itself {Miian provides one example of

is), but also we find widespread and ingreasing resistance on the part of those

"libertarian’ i
e tarian” elements who do not accept a re-introduction of voluntarist prac.

“. was no accident that it foll to factions of the Organised Autonomy to lead th
tirst phaf.se of fcha struggles. Their initial hegemony over the Movemeynt defived °
from their ha\'%ljlg understood and anticipated the forms of potitical bahaviol.?r that
were characteristic of the new class composition; fzom the ability {o read parts :f
the programme within the masses themseives; in other words, knowin hoev t
present themselves not as a "'private” thing, bul as a “social", expressgion a °
’eengency of a growing movement, rathar than a choice wholly confined within th
logic ?f the self-reproduction of a political group, The developing critigue of th °
tradi}agqg& torms of politics {in particuiar of the “party form"} has sharpened t:
SBn‘SiblIE!IES of comrades into an almost neurotic ability to Intuit when F;.;a\rtic | ‘:
choices and actions function "'for ali” and when they are only private and e:J :
sc’:nii. Forcing thc‘a pace on the question of the “combat party” has set in r?mt-ion
;L;tetsne mgc:am_sms, and has opened up more contradiciions within the Move-
e an as in the State apparatus! But then this is precisely the point; with
is cycle of struggles, the State-form has undergone an evolution. it is petfect!
ctoar that it has been proceeding fuil-tilt along the road of unifying} the D art !
system”, a'n‘d that taw and order has heen the main track along which thrs );
;eez‘.:‘ ﬁ;mf;ctation has passed. However, within the "party system' there hi:.'t;
arent approaches (or perth i

with a strangthening of th;st:%e-f:?;.a division of rofest) an how to procee

Th_e.Chris%ian Democrats have taken the crude line of polishing up existing
fri\gleges of the forces of law and order (police laws of arrest etc), as well as in-
ro uc!ng new rules and reguiations. The effect of this is to conte; the whoie
‘oparahon of deterrence onto the repressive apparatus with the intention that, hav-
ng dealt with the "autonomists™, they will than be able to move against the \;vider
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movamant of opposition, Gertainly the DC has still done this after due consulta-
tion with the other parties (i.e,, respecting the rules of their joint project, and ac.
cepting the inevitable deiays and discussions arising}, but nevertheless, the DG
still bases itself on the Stale as an apparatus: a separale maching, a “special
body”, to be used as a Mmeans of repression In given emergency circumstances,
and in the meantime it eaves the “‘dally repression® to the capitatist form of com-
mand over the faciory and over disseminated labour.

The Communist Party in Bologna, on the other hand, has developed and ex-
perimented practically with a more mature State-form, a form which is more in
line with massa 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 productive and who Is not, who s socially dangerous and who
is nol. Now il s 0 be the factory mass meeting that expeis the exiremist: the
mass tenants’ meeting that decides to expel the young hootigan; and the coilege
assembly o expe! the ‘undesirable’ student with his pistol and iron bar. Of
coutse, the instances | em thinking of have been extreme cases — but the fact
that this State-form is being tried out on the “autonomists” as guinea plgs does
not lesaen the marginalising potantial of such a State-form within a framework of

TOWARDS A
MOBILISATION OF

tiresome and also incorrect the references that are presantly being made to “a
new Prague™ or “a new Chile". But what we must clarify Is the extent to which
this propaosition of a “social” State-form has met and witl meet resistance and
refusal at the varlous levels of the present class compesition.

!.eavmg aside the resistance that it has met even among particuiar sectors of the
judiciary itss!f (le in a {raction of the apparatus itself), it has been aliowad 1o pass
?t the average level of class composition {I underiine average). Not only becausa
it aims to transfer to civil society only some {Incidentally, the most odious)
prerogatives of the State and not other more atiractive ones (like control of
resources, for example), But aiso because it deludes Itself into imagining that it
can injeci people with an abstract sense of the State, whereas in fact the Stats
that people understand is this State - ie a State of givan power yetations and
value systems that the working class siarted to unhinge in 1269, and which the
“party systam”, with the crisis, has not only succeeded in setling back on iis feet
but has also taken over as iis own. The State-form is not a juridical princlpie, nor '
an abstract norm, but a formation that is historicaily determinatg.

The theory that the University has functioned as a point of dggregatinn for the

Movement runs alongside a theory regarding the figure of the unemployed in-
teliectual (or rather the intellectual unemployed), who has bgan taken, uncritically,
as the most representative figure of the movemant, The theory la that the exclusion

developing austerity, of the “politics of sacrifice” and of money being given hand
over fist to capitalisi enierprises. Once you have the coitective acting as judge
and jury, then the Institutional forces of the jaw (wigs and robes, elc) have onily a

THE ENTIRE MASS
OF DISSEMINATED
LABOUR

!

ratifying function; they take dellvery of the hosiage, the tumor that has been
driven out of the otherwise healthy body. The Siate-fjorm appears as a kind of im-
munising process of civij society. This is a2 huge step forward — it is a moment of
“soclatisation of the State,” which wouid be innovative were it not happening
within a framework of a freezing of the class power balance, with a restoration of
caphtalist contro! et al! levels, and a general amnesty for ali the criminals, past
and present, belonging to the apparatus of clisntism, corruption and repression.
At the level of power-institutions it is undoubtedly a further element contributing
to the stickiness of the sifuation, but at the same time we must undersiand its
“progressive” charecter. 1t transcends two aspects of the present State-form: its
aspect as a “‘party system”, and i{s aspect as a bureaucratic-repressive ap-
paratus, both of which are separate from and hostile to civil society. It is an in-
finitely more advanced form, a form which, among other things, has no need to
break up the present institutional apparaius or purge It by substituting more
democratic personnel. . . . This State-form doas more than that. i overturms the
relationship between clvil society and the apparatus. It appropriates the
quatitative function of the judiciary, and leaves the apparatus with the guan-
titative translation, in terms of tha penalties to be imposed. Henceforth it Is civil
society, the coliectivity, which fixes the norm and formulates the sentence, whiie
the apparatus I3 left with the technical task of punishmeni.

All this presents enarmaus problems for the legitimation of political actions, in-
asmuch as organisation is obliged to measure itself day by day against the new
composition of the glass; and must find Its political programme only In the
behaviour of the class and not in some set of statutes; and thus must practice,
not political clandestinity, but /fs opposite. Those who praclics fechnical
ciandestinlty generaliy do-not even see this State-form. They coniinue to relate to
the State apparatuses, and by focussing all their attention on them, they then find
themseives separated from the mass movement. On the other hand, those who
choose political clandestinity - la refusal to seek or creafe & base for criticlsm
and legitimation of actions — not cnly undergo that same segregation from the
mass movement, but are aiso smashed by the apparatus, because they do not
have the defences and the weapons possassed by thosa in technicai clandestini-

ty.

Now white it Is true that the PCI 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 “'politicdl prevention” of subversive
behaviour and a compete delegation of rapression to the State apparatys. tn my
own opinion, the first option hes carried far more weight, and in this sense I tind

of the inteitectual unemployed from the labour market puts them on & par with
other marginalised sectors, for whom the intetlectuai unempioyed ihen act as a
voice. | have already stated my complete disagreement with this kind of inter-
preta%ion: The University was taken by the curent class composition as a point of
aggregation, more for reasons of the political forms of the struggle (ie tor certain
levels of violence 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 .marginalisatlon of demands, subjective behaviours and organisation, But once
again we must go beyond the University, both as a base for the Movement and as
a point of aggregation, in order to identify the channels that can bring about a
mobikisation of the entire mass of disseminated labour — le in order to provide a
way Into the factory that produces relative surpius value, For this reason i have
taken pains to emphasise the question of precarious labor, together withthe
system of decentralisation of production, and that social area whare the pso-
tected system of trade union *guaraniees” and condifions has enfered Into crisis,
In order to make this transition It is viial that we tirst reject the “rhetoric of pover-
ty” — morai protests on behalf of the poor. Instead, we should once again ask
ourselves whether it is possible to think in terms of “mass objectives” of the type
which characierized the anti-authoritarianism of 1968 {the FIAT workers' demand




T L A A e

60

for “Grade 2 for all”, which led into the egalitarianism of the demands put for-
ward in the Hot Autumn of 1969).

Such a proposal cannot be simply written off as a step backwards in collective
bargaining, that 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
simpla reason that such new objectives would carry within them the represen.
tative weight of the infinite political creativity that 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 secior. More specificatly,
out of those sectors which function as a conpecting iink between the production
cf absolute surplus value and the production of retative surplus vatue — like, for
exampie, the cycle of transportation. Moreover, aven the simple extension of the
rigidity of labour {even in its form as a system of trade union guarantism) to
tavoro nero, subcontracted work, elc, wou!ld have the effect of forcing the factory
strugg'e to take a leap forward, In short, we ara looking for the social channeis
wheraby we could break the encirclement that is currently under way, and prevent
the Movement dispersing itself into a thousand decentralised moments of strug-
gle — a new, long Purgatory of endemic 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 1o the workers' cycle of struggles in 1968-69.

This approach will be branded as “economic’ and “‘collective bargainingism” by
all and sundry. It will be accused of lack of imagination, in putling forward .
mechanisms that are dead and buried. But let's move gently. The State-form
which presents itself loday has its origins in the ideology of the crisls and in the
austerity programme that this has brought aboui. The ideclogy has provided the
grounds for establishing the new, tighter relations between ihe parties. 1t is the
historical basis of the Historic Gompromise, it is the justification of the parties’
powers of marginalisation. To succeed fn overthrowing all this would be no small
matter. It would mean, not a return to the oid conflictual form of the mediations
of the party system, bul restering the conflict between the “'grass roots” and the
new retationship between a sociaiised State-form and the production of capitai.
All the more so, since Jimmy Carter's imperialism — unlike the obtuse accoun-
tants of the IMF — has undaersiood that in Italy the system of value and
behaviours {0 which the combination of austerity measures and faw and order has
to be applied, is stronger than it appears. And therefore it's a good investment to
release huge amounts of money {this is Carter’s current inclination), and inject
huge amounis of “‘command-money” through the big, private, international bank-
ing system. Let us siart to turn this'command into money-as-money — to
transform this measure of power-over-others'-labour 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. it is time that we take back
from the “party system” their residual power over the reproduction of the classes,
so that we can start to determine this reproduction from the base, in such a way
as to guarantee the value-systems and the political hehaviours that the new class
composition has legitimated in the struggles of these past months.

Transiated by Red Notes
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anti-fascist mass ratly; in background the fascade of Duomo Church
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