vﬁ?&/jﬂzjfgz. '(ifg\fS{C;’EEL ;;somé id;és forfa‘ééééussioﬁ of

REVOLULTONARY POLITICS AND THE CRLSLS OF PRRSONAL MEANIHNG

- _ - (for Big Flame, and
Introduction N L : C friends)

1 wrote this in a ceravan in North Devon during the sun soaked summer,
Wow it's Taining; the personsl traumas have changed, and I've had the
big political stimulation of the Big Flame conferencc., But, oven though
. the context has changed, I think the content of this article is still
worth putting out for discussion, 'There arc a number of theoretical
problems with the argumun’, and there are probably scme factual crrors -
t00, - since I'm not an expert on the political economy of the family.
Ttve not gone into the theory problems in the body of the text, because
itm trying to make the article interesting and accessible to people who .
haven't had the dubious benefit of a university education, Occasionally
T uge academic rcferences, and I've added a glossary at the end %o give
a straightforward (and probably oversimple) definition of them, The notes
are for those who want to get amnition to shoot down my ‘theory, or.lack
of i%. . : ' - SERRS S : :

The sbimulus for-all this is the personal traumas I've: been through over
the mast cightcen months or so. 1 think the issucs raiscd are important
o discuss for iwo reasons - first, because many povolutionarius scem 1o
regard their personal livos. as scparatc from thelir political lives, keeping

' them lockcd away in a far corner of the political house, likc the med wife
in HJanc fyret; sccondly, becoust I can't fail to notice that 1literally.

. all my ¢clos¢ friends and comradcs arc going through similar traumas. .
Since we subject everything elsc to political serutiny, it is a glaring
ommigsion to et thesc personal issucs go by without political discussion.

. Some hardheads will dismiss these traumas, saying that they are the
problems of middle class students having difficulty trying to be revolut-
Sonaries. But I want to argue that, while the details of these problems
may well be specific to people like me, gxggxgpggqilrippg”l see, expressed
in many different ways, disaster in people's personal lives.

1t would be unfair to my friends, and even less fair to my acquaintances,
; if I was 16 try and reduce thelr personal-lives to a few sentences O Paper.
. So I'm not going to give examples to substantiate my feeling that personal
diggster is widespread,  DBut I will say something about myself. 1 hope
this won't be geen as self indulgence. T'm writing it because I think
it's important to reveal the kind of person 1 am outside meetings, and
becauge it provides a context for my argumnent fhat the political analysis
which follows is necessary for Big Flame, :

| The personal is political

‘Tor me, the personal crisis of the past months has two elementvs: the
eyperience or the Bonfire Night Trial, and the collapse of a set of
personal relationships which have been my lifeblood for the last three
years, The details of these experiences are obviously unique to me, and
anyway this is not the place to try and enalyse them in depth, But, since
mogt of us know about. collapsing relationships, and since the trial is just
an acute form of the strain that political 1life puts uvpon us all, 1 think
they both bear a mention, Lo

First, bocause it%s simplest, the trial. Tt wasn't until several
wecks after it was all over that I realised what a strain the trial vas,
both on me and on the people I lived with., As you'd expect, I was obsegs--
ively involved with the day-to-day courtroom experiences (six hours.a day
for five weeks) and with the political machinations with the black people
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involved in the defence, A lot of the %ime I tricd to deal with the
experience lightheartedly; then, when I was told this would exeate a bad
impression with the jury, I became withdrawn, weary and worried, I think,
though, that I must have given the impression that I was coping well, because
very few people felt it was necessary o express mich personal sympathy,
.either to me or to the people 1 lived with, who were alsc under great strain
and worry., A few people attended the court, and wanted +0 know how it was
going legally, but that's about all., TLater, when I realised how deeply

the whole thing had affected me — how I'd had to cut mygelf off from my
friends personal problems, how I'd failed Yo acknowledge the real support

T was getting from the people I lived with, how I'd failed to appreciate

how difficult life was made for them by the trial ~ in short, when T
realised what a one-sided person I became during the trial, I felt resentful
at the way so many friends and comrades had treated the trial as though it
was just another hasgle, Next time, I hope we are all able to give whoever's
in the dock some real support, It's only when you've been through such an
intense experience that you realise how, almost without knowing it, your
personality is stripped and distorted, L o

The great advantage of the trial was that I could sublimate my aaxiety
into the politics of the situation, It was easier to deal with the lies
of the black bourgeoisie thon to comprehend the possibiltiy of going to
prison, - In fact, it was the political demands, both of the trial and
of our work in other areas, that provided a welcome relief from the helter
skelter of the courtroom, And it was the children who kept me sane,

PBut when the trial was over, I had to try and make sense of the chaos
of my friendst relationships, I can'i give details, but the effect is
" that two of the people Iive lived with for three years have separared and
moved out of the houses doth of them, and their eleven month child, are
deeply upset, The same trauma has disrupted our relationship with them,
and with two other of our closest friends, Long before all this, my own
relationship with J was fundementally challenged, eand this too involved,
and had a deep effcet wpon, the four people I've just referred to, The
crises are still going on, end there iz no sign that all of them will be
regolved, Itm left feelirs denrepsed in a way thot I've never felt before,
. with the optimiem that has been the nain scource of my political enexrgy
almost whittled swsy.  The medin thing thal is keeping me afloat - thesec
ocrises sound cold in print, but rany of you will know what they feel like -
ig the combined effect of rwenciring my relationship with J and the beauntiful
growth of our child., = Put hexe we are, three of us in a house which oncc
had six, helpless witnesites to our friends misery, in the ruins of relationw-
ships which once gave meaning to our lives.

You can pub awey your handkerchiefs ¢ the point of thig is not to jerk
the tears, but o exposc what I know happens in different forms to many of
us, The exposure is not designed to send us all into Red Therapy groups
(though these may well help) but to bring into the open the amazingly
debilitating offect these traumas have on our everyday lives,  And, for
us in Big Plame, a large part of our everylay -lives is our politics, One
of the effects of my depression is that T become bad tempered in meetings,
and I often upset or ammoy ovher comrades, Other people become withdrawmn,
and their silence is heavy in the room, while others just fegl they cannot
make it to the mecting. v -

S0 this is the context for the following discussion, I'm trying to
comprehend these traumas, in the hope that understanding them, at least
at the political lovel, will help us deal with them better oursclves.
I'm not going into any psychology, so I'm not offering any recipes for
solving these crises. Tim trying to give a marxist framework to the
diseussion of personal life - trying to pub flesh on the boneg of the
statement that the personal crisis, vhat I'm calling the ciiszis of personal
meaning, is, just like {he economic crisis, the product of this insane
gsystem called capitalism, And I'm suggesting one or two things we should
do in Big Flame, both to relieve the pain and to advance our politics,
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THE CRISLS OF SURJECTIVE MEANTNG

One common, underlying fackor in our personal crises is that we are being
forced. to recognise the fragility of the . structures which give meaning to
our lives, 1111 try and explain this academic phrase: - :Different things
have different significance, or meaning, for each one of us, Tables and
chairs don't have much meaning for most of us = but they have a lot of
meaning for a craftworker who makes furniture, For a lot of men, the

motor car has a lot of meaning - but not for many womeny The family is
probably the single most significant thing in ‘most -people's lives, and

for a lot of women the happiness of +their children is the most meaningful
aspect of their lives, ' For them, 1ife is made worthwhile by successfully
bringing wp their children, . The family, therefore, can be describéd asg

one of the structures which gives mcaning to our lives, - For a lot of
people, particularly men, their work structure-is equally important, in

the sense that, without it, a lot of them would be 1ost, though work itself
doesn't have much meaning to them, S0, when these structures get disrupted,
by death, say, or unemployment, people often feel depressed and say “life
has lost ite meaning"., Both the experiences 1 have described, about Bonfire
Night and the collapse of some of my relationships, brought home to me just
‘how tenuous are the structures which sustain my emotional life, In particular,
1td deporibe the relationship problems as a crisis of subjeetive meaning.,

You don't have to be a marxist to knov that there can be no ultimately
meaningful activities in capitalist sociely. " Given that this society is
fucked up, our personal lives and most of our activities are bound to be
fucked up too, Bohemians, artists and existentialists have said this,
usvally in a vather more poetic way, throughout the twentieth centuxy.
But despair seems to be part of thein philosophy, and they seem to get a
certain satisfaction frun experiencing this despalr and oreating !works
of art! out of their attempts to drown it. ' o

 As merxists, on the other hand, we have a vision of how things could
be., Often, we put ourselves forward as though we don't feel the personal
problems of the rest of the world, and instead seem confident, puposeful
and sure that vhat we are doing is meaningful. This does lead to various
problems, and Brecht satirised one of the solutions put forward by the
worst form of marxists: co T '

nTtye noticed, said Mr Keuner, "that a lot of people are put off by
our teaching because we know the answer to everything., Couldn't
we, in the interésts of propoganda, draw up & 1ist of gquestions
_which appear to us quite unresolved?" (B,Brecht, Aneccdotes of Mr Kreuner)
{Prom Michael Schneider's 'On 1eft wing dogmatism, a senile
. “disoxrder' and 1Vanguard, vahguard who's got the vanguard?
©fipgt published in Iberation (Usa’ 1972), reprinted by '
Leeds Libertarians {974)and distributed by Rising Free)

" Another outrageous example of the way leftists have tried o deal with

+the problem of geeming holier than thou comes from a University of
{iscongin Young Communist League Jeaflet in 1939, After listing all

the tordinsry! things that YCL members do {like 'dating girlg! - presumably
there were no.girls in the YCL, or they might have said they tdated boys! =~
or maybe they thought that would look a little_unconventional..,) the
leaflet concludes: ‘ . '

"In chort, the YOI and its members are no different from other people
except that we belleve in dialectical materialiem as the gsolution
to all problems." : _ ’

(¥rom Ely Zaretsky's 'Family Capitalism and Personal Life! Pifo 1975)

8o remember, next time your lover leaves you, buy a tube of dialectical
materialism and apply it thickly on all zensitive areas.

BPut even if revolutionaries today aren't so crass in their claims to
have all the answers, there is a tendency to act as though we have, R
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esp0301ally'by cur refusal to discuss personal 1ife, This is far from
the truth ~ so far, in fact, that most revolutionaries doift even consider
such ‘problems to be slgnlflcant°-or, if they are forced %o. consider. hem,
eithor dismiss them as 'bourgeois abgtractionsy or resort to bourgebis
_SOClal and psycholog10a1 ideag in ordcr to explain them away..

Yet thls problem of meanlng stares most of ug in the fage at one tlme
or another, and 1t's no service either to ourselves or to the revolution
to ignore it or mystify it., It may crop up when we stare at the pile of
unsolﬁ newspgers and can't be bothered to get out and sell them; or when
we w1sh we didn't have to go to that fimportant! meetlng, The problem
of meanlng may be more challenging when our relatlonbhlps break up, or
even when we have to leave the political organisation welve devoted a lot
of ‘our lives to, More nebulous problems arigse if we step outside for a
monrnt and psk why so many comrades seem §0 depressed/eynlcal/humourless,
';pr why thomr anergy and sclfuconfldenoc somehow doesn’t ring true._ i

L1

N any of the 1eftlstb who have faced these problems some up w1th
.]:mlsleadlng Yexplanations!, - They may give reasons whick dontt really

'T?touch upon themselves ~ eg “The relationship. broke up because she took

"?her feminism $00 far'; or "I had to leave the. organxsatlon because it took

_;an 1ncorrect political turn', - Or they may uneritically employ bourg601s
“concepts = eg “She left me bccause she was too weak to stand the demands
of reyolutionary polltlos“ CAside’ from. bltchlng and gossip, the personal

ffeel-'gs of comrades are rarcly .gone into in a political way cxcept when
fthey have a ‘direct bearing od the organisation, and then the consideretion
ig. purely manipulative = eg & depressed person will not be sent round to
see & possible recruit because ‘His ox hex depr0831on nay pu the person off
the organlsatlon. A person who talksg too mich at meetings will be crit-
icised not in terms of -political concepts 11ke authorlt%rlanlsm, but for
creatlng B qu impression on new recruits or contacﬁ

B it ig ex%remf « rare for.a marxlst to go more deeply into these problems
;and discuss them in an open end supportive way with his comrades. (r
pay 'his! because the problem soems to be far less ‘acute among marxist
feminists.: In fact, ine ingpiration for thls piece comes from the |
p031tlﬁe sides of the women's consciousness raising groups, ) Almost
noone will say "I'm in a barbed wire canoe/I don't know what the fuck to
do/Life has lost its meqnlng/I might as well be dreaming,¥ But the
problem does occur -~ much more frequently than we like to admit - and
the solution is often to 1eave the organlsatlon, to go elsewhere and O
try and 'work things out' _ - . Lo

Some arguments againgt ’Sub1ect1v1sm' L : - H*'

Hav1ng to leave an organlsatlon to Twork thlngs outt on your own is, to
me, one of the strongest indictments of an organisation which claims to -
be commimist,’ Tt is the living denial by that organisation of any sense
of collective. respons1blllty for-its mombers' lives, I think it is worth
discussing why this occurs . since.if is hardly ever thought to be worth
mentionlng, oxcept in terms of dlfferences of polxtlc;l Iines, :

Baszcally, many marx1sts clalm that tontern for an 1nd1v1duals personal
}problems is sub3eot1v1sm, and subgect1v1sm, “they say, -is oppos;te to marxiem,
When-used in. this context, Tsubjectivisn! refers to the idea that the
"obaectlve“ world = the hard, nitty gritty world of work, and the ingtit—
utiong oreated by workers - can be reduced to the personal, emotional and
"Tpsychologlcal world of the individual, Now there are soéme godd reasons
why merxists reoject subaect1v1sm. The objective or material world, the
world -made by workers, is ‘the foundation of our personal lives = all that
W thgpk and do ig based on the material things around us, Ag marxists,
we believe that our personal lives can only be made truly meaningful when
the material world is revolutionised, To try and crest the revolution
by simply dealing with personal problems would be to turn marxism on its
head.,  And there is no doubt that, in one scnse, subjectivism is the
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tittle-tattle of the bourgeoisie — mere gossip about relationships, romantic
novels, thoories about society which start with the child's experience of
the nipple. Atﬂiﬁs;bﬁstgwsabjectivism'is a sincere concern with 'people!
and their problems, but even here the attitude can be politically disast-
erous. My mother, for instance, is a left wing member of the Labour Party,
but she sees no contradiction between her socialism and her personal and
psychological approach to the problems of her friends, So shetexplains!

a personts breakdown in terms of his or her childhood and upbringing, and
she feels personally guilty when her children get in trouble with the law,

.No wonder : almost all socialists believe that personal problems are

to be dealt with psychologically. Ore of the aims of this articleiis %o
show how a political approach to personal problems can be argued, .

There 1s another s ource for the marxist attack on subjectivism. .. Those
of us who used to be anarchists or libertarians will remember when marxists
contemptuously consigned us to the dustbin of history by saying (with a fine
gpray of marxist spittle) tYoulre just a pettybourgeoisindividualist™,

. The sting of this curious mouthful was lost on most of us at the time, and

1t would have done the marxists some good to have translated these words
into english, since they do have an importent point, The reference is

. %o these artisans and shopkeepers (the petty bourgeoisie) who supported

the anarchists in their struggles with the marxists in the middle and -later
parﬁg of the ninteenth century. : S

Anarchists who followed people like Proudhon and Bakunin disagreed: on
many issues, but they were united .in their concern for the rights of the
individual against the ‘demands of the emerging capitalist state, and this
included a strong concern for such 'personal! issues as the family. At
this stage the working class, in the sense of industrial workers in factories,
had not fully developed, and because many workers were still in small scale
manufacturing wnits, or even had independent businesses, the sort of politics
which appeared to champion the rights of small scale indwstty and individual
rights against the state was bound to be popular amongst those hostile to
capitalism, Thus anarchism was a far more potent force among the working
class then marxism, since marxism accepted large-scale factory organisation
as inevitable and a necessary step towards socialism, : :

Marx fought bitterly against the anarchists, going so far as to effectively
dissolve the First International, rather than let it fall under the control of
a tendency which owed more to the anarchists than it did to marxists. His
hostility was not based upon the anarchists concern for individuals and
personal problems (Marx's concept of alienation shares this concexn, but
tokes it further than anarchists cver dreamt of),  He was hostile to the .
anrchists! individualism, their abstract assertion of individusl rights
and their opposition to collective, formal organisations as the means of
advancing working class sruggle, The marxists understood. the nature of
capitalism and the snarchists did not, which is the bagic reason why anarchism
is no longer a potent force in the working class, Unfortunately, however,.
the legacy of this dispute is that many marxists throw out the baby with ‘
the bathwater,  For them, any menition of individvals and their problems
smacks either of liberalism or of anarchism, and so they reject any dise—
ussion as 'subjectivism', which they say is against marxism, Their .
mistake is to polarise the individual and the collective, saying that markism
is only concerned with the collective. In fact, our politics makes enorm-
ous gains when we take up the ararchists concern for individuals and put this
concern in a marxist framework, ' o
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THE ROOTS OF THa PERSONAL-CEISIS LIE IN THE NATURE OF CAPTITALISM

Thoge were some of the ideological reagong why most marxists refuse to

_ give gerious political consideration to the problems of our personal

lives., Big Flame has never iaken such a crass and heavy-handed view of
personal 1ife. Instead, we have maintained a sort of News of the World
1411 Human Life Is Here! perspective, and our propoganda ig geered to all
the problems faced . by the working class. But this propogands is still
limited to material problems (wages, houses, playspeces ete) except, in

some cages, where women are concerned. So while we are good at putting
political energy into problems of everyday life which are usually neglected ,
by the left, we still don't concentrate on problems like depression, sexuality
or family life, It is left to the women's groups to deal with these. issues,
when they bring up facts about drug prescriptions to housewivés,.or_ when
they discuss lesbianism or wife-beating., Even then, there is a tendency

to duscuss them as women's problems. © I'n ndd for o npenont questlgnlng '
the right of women to put thesc problems inte a specifically feminist
perspective, What I'm trying to argue is that Big Flame asg & whole should
develop -a perspective which brings everyone's (men's woments and klds’)
personal problems into the political arens, This meang that 'men in our
organisation should no longer relegate these questions to the women's

groups, We should take our personal oppression ag men more seriously.

We should contridbute to the discussion about family life and childcare,
which, in fact, is not brought up very often by the women,. presumably .
because thcy rlghtly say 1t's not ﬁpe01f1ca11y thmlr nroblem.

Problems of Personal life = like dcpre581on, sexuallty, famzly 11fc -
are not confined to women, and the general crisis of meaning 1€ not K
confined, to young white revoluticnaries (though it's only us who give it )
such pretentlous names) . They are engendered in the whole populatlon,
and espescially in the working class, by capitalism. Big Flame has long
argued that tenants and housewives are as important to the revolution as
factory workers, because we have understoodd that capitalism gbructures
the 11ves of the unwaged, as much ag it strucures the lives of the waged.

We must nov take a further step and say that our personal llves are
 structured, just like our meterial lives, by capitalism, and the resulting
de-humanisation ls as 1mporﬁant as the alienation and material poverty

vhid results from the economic organisation of society.. A lot.of us in
Big Flame feel this already, but I think we have lacked a clear marx1st
perapective to give welght to the argument, :

A short soalal/pollﬁlcal/eoonomlc higtory of famllv life

One powerful scource for a political view of personal life is the Good
Books themselves — Marx's own writing.  Particularily din his early work,
_Marx analysed the subgectlvc experience of the worker in capltallsm in
some detail, His conecept of allenation © ' refers both to the material
fact that the worker has no control over the product of his work and to
the personal feelings of the worker in this situation, I'm not gomng into
this in detail, because Marx is very difficult %o fol&ow unless. youtve
been suitably tralned but 1t's worth one quote because a lot of people
~ think Marx was only oonoorned with the nitty grlﬁty, the cbgectlve side

of life, Far from it, as you can seecs

#Je have now congidered the act of “11Lnatlon of. practlcal human
activity, lebour, from two aspects: (1)} the relationship of the
worker to the product of labour as an alien object which dominates .
him (or herl)., This relationship is at the same time the relatlonn
ship to the sensuous external world, to natural objects, as an allen
and hostile worlds (2) +the re atlonshlp of labour to the act of
production within labour, Thig is the relationship of the WOrker
to hiz own activity asg something alicn and not belonging to him,.
activity as suffering (pasgsivity), strength as powerlegsness,
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creation as emasculation, the personal physical and mental energy
: of the worker, his personal 1life (for what is life but activity?),
as an activity which is directed sgainst himself, independent of
him and not belonging to him, This is self-glienation as against
the above mentioned alienation of ‘the thing,?
{Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts (1844) First Menuscripts
in 'Kari Marx, early writings' by T,Bottomore, Watts 1963)

Although Marx is here writing about men who are using machires to make
things, it is clear from his writing on religion, which he desoribed as

Ufhe sigh of the oppressed ceeature, the heart of a heartless
world, just as it is the spirit of a spiritless situation,
It ig the opium of the people,®
' (Contribution to the oritique of Hegel's philosophy of Right

and from his discussion of man's relationship with woman, which 1bld)

Marx says expressces “"the infinite degradation in which man exists for
himpelf"— it is clear from all thesec quotes that Merx was concerned
with a political analysis of personal 1life in general, not just the
world of waged work, Nor did he depart from this conception in his
later work {dontt listen to these crazy Althuserians, read I.Meszaros
tMarxts theory of alienation! Merlin 1970) but I'm not going into al
that here, so you can breath againy - -

The cosiest way into a marxist perspective on personal life is to
study the history of ths family and of woman's place in socicty, and
to look at the way capital hes progressively stripped waged work of any
meaning, has recopaised this, énd lsnow teywing to iuoose fts, version of
5 tmeaningful personal Lifek as a substitute for this alienated work,
In what follows, I'm using a lot of Ely Zarcisky's Family, Capitalisn
and Bersonal Life! (Pluto 1976) -~ an excellent short Yook which everyone
should read, Zaretsky works with the Soeialist Revolution group in
California, whose politics seem to be close to ours, so Ifm sure he won't
mind the extra bits I've added to his analysis. ' :

Barly capittlism - the housewife as workew

Zarcteky linke the «changes in the role of the family and the position of
women ¥o ‘the development of the productive forecs, He desceribes howy in
the ¢rrly stages of conitalism ! soventeconth and cightventh centurics) the
lower class family wes wn integrated productive unit, in which the woman
had low stabus, but was at leas’ an essential part of the economic Life

of the family, in the scnsc that she helped meke the goods which the family
sold, As capitalism advanced, Protestantism had two important cffects.

Tt both encouraged hard. regrinr work, the saving and investment of money
(all cssential to meke capitaiism work), and it improved the status of
wemen,  Housework, like directly productive workK, was scem as a Yerlling
from godl, and the woman was now given the status of Yhelpmeet® or companion
to the man.

This religious outlook also encouraged ‘introspection, self analysls
and an awareness of one's inner, psychological life, since the ecarly
Puritans (extreme protestants) maintained that internsl purity was the only
guarantee of salvation, Fortunately for capitalism, this proved too much
even. for the Puritans, and it came to be believed that you could demonstrate
your inbernal purity by your hard, thrifty work'fwhich is why so many of
them got so. rich), These new ideas also went along with a new ddea of
human nature - which became deseribed as competitive, possessive and dindive-
idualistic. Such ideas about work, women and human nature, first established
with the rise of capitalism, clearly foxm the basis of pregsent attitudes. .

Tn the ninteenth century,of course, the factory became the main workplace
for working class men, women, and children, this was a wmajor blow to the
family, which had previously hoen the basic economic unit, and it isg inter-
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gatng to note that many workers opposed the abolition of child labour
because, apart from the loss of money, they knew that if children were to
dispatched to the non-existent home, families would be broken up even further.
With the destruction of the family as a productive unit went the abandonment
of housework as a divine service., Vork in general had been devalued and
alienabted ag workers lost all control over the nature of the goods they
Were Produdiiz, - But for the developing bourgeoisie, who owned and corb-
rolied the factories, work had & different meaning, and their wives had

a different role, Confincd to the housc, where housework was done by
servants, the role was created for the middle class woman as the scource

of emotion, sensitivity and the'fincr feelings'.

In the later part of the nintceenth century, workers standards of
living rose, but radical writers continued to attack the capitalist systen,
Waged vork was characterised as brutal, competitive, meaningless and
aliwnated - and one argunent which appeared was that the fanily was the
only wefuge Tron ‘the soul destroying factory. The family wes idealised
as natural, sthical and human - in stark contrast to the 'outside! world,
In. this context, men were pictured as the workers - hard, rational,
cofipetitive, agzressive - while women were secn as the opposite — gentle,
cmotional, sympathetic, with a duty to withdraw from the harsh world of
werk and devote themselves to the children, Zarctsky rust here be’
referring to the mniddle class family, as many working clasg women had to
eaxn a wage, but these Ldeas aboult the nature of men . and women have come
to dominate the whole of goeicty - asg would be expected, since the bourge-
ois view of the world dominates in the absence of a strong socialist
ideological alternative, (The fact that the workers movement has, in
gencral, accepted a bourgeois vicw of the naturd of men and women ever
sivce it began must be counted as one of its greatest failures).)

{ . ,
Oprosition as capitalism develops

This is the first stegc in the splitting of life between 'work! and
Thome!, Degpite rises in living standards, society became increasingly
mechanical and industrial throughout the ninteenth ond cerly twontieth
conturies, The lives of the mass of worxking poople was, and still is,
doninated by the harsh and uncompromising routine of wage labour, and the
process of nolarising siéciety into the working and the ruling classcs went
on,

The first oppodtion to this process came from two scources, both of
whicgh are important te cur theme. Mret, from the petty-bourgevis and
artisan class, = This groun had enjoyed some independence and status by
owning their own small businesscs and workshops, and when factory based

capitalism began to threaten this independence, they protested. Although
the petty bourgecisie lost the baittle against large scalc capitalist
organisation, they have contributed two idcas which are still important.

Artisans - who were often craftsmen, cwning their tecls and controlling
their produet - knew that work could be, and often was, satisfying and
creative, Unlike the nev working cless, created in industrial society,
artisans thought about their work, built the article end had a lot of
centrol over what happercd to the finished job, In marxist terms, their
work Was not alicnated, This idea that work can be fulfilling, worthwhile
and meaningful, if the means of production ere controlled by the working
clags, is onc of the basic inspirations of revolutiocnary polities, The
other idea we heve inherited frowm the petty bourgeiosie ig ‘individualism.

‘They asserted their rights as individuals against the incrcasingly collective
‘naturc of capital and the statc, ans, as I've gaid, it was this feeling
which the anarchists picked up on, thile we have to ensure that we do

not make the same mistakes as the snerchists, we must alsc not repeat the
mistake of mony marxists who dismiss this idea as 'petty bourgeois individe
walism's  Our problen is to separate the legitimate demands of the indive
1anal from the legitimate demends of the groun, asscerting that true commune
ism is morc sensitivie to individunl nceds than capitalism,
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The sceond scource of opposition to carly cepitalism came from radical
writors end artists, In a slightly different forn (less material end
more idealistic) they also asserted the rights of individuals against

those of society, Ixpressing both capitalism's brutal attack on nature
“and the potential beauty of life, these thinkers drew attention o the
plight of the cmoticnal human being faced with o mechanigal end dehumanised
worlc. TFrom thesc radicals and artists, we have inherited the ideas of
feeling, introspection, beauty and the lonely human being., '

The personal crisis in nodern capitalism

Tt should be clear, therefore, thatihe ifdeas which marxiste often dismiss
és“?mere subjectivisn! or 'purcly personal { as opposed to matorial)! -
individual rights, feeling, cmotion, masuclinity, fcmininity”etc ~ these
idens were devcloped under specific historical conditions, namely the
growth of indistrial capitalism. Tt ig our role as revolutionarics to
challenge the bourgeoisie on this terrain with the same vigour asg we - .
challenge them on material igsues, These so-called subjective issues
take on even greater importance when we consider modern developments of
capitalism, : : ‘

Over the last forty years we have seen improved living stendards
(until recently) combined with proletariansiation anc do-skilling,
Prletarianisation refers to the process by which ‘middle! social groups
like tcachers, nurscs, lower civil gervants, who once enjoyed a higher
gtandard of living and status than the old working class are now in a
work situation which, in terms of wages, conditions and gstatus,. is
“beconing more and mowve like that of -the working class, At the same time
deskilling has been imposcd by the managers - jobs once performed by the
¢lite .of the working class (the skilled craftsmqn) have been broken
down so that they can be done by vnskilled workers. So, for both the
middle and working classcs, work has become jincrcesingly meeningless,

On the other hand, while work has become less and less fulfilling ox
worthyhile, wages have (until recently) risen faster then prices, a
welfere stote has been introduced, and the mass of peonle hag been .
convinced that‘they!ve never -had it so good®, T

. . Y .

. It is in this context that most people have come to accept that meterial
“poseessions {cars, TVs, hougehold galgots ¢te) plus holidays anl the leisure
induetry are a substitute for meaningful work. Trade unicnists who have
restricted thomselves to  demending higher wages have gone aleng with this
trend, saying 'if you want us to 2o this shitwork, then you'll have to poy
U.S‘.' ’ .

But the contradictions continually break through. Cavitalists soon

realised that if they were te go on expancing the market (which they
Chave to do if they are geing to continue to make profits) they would

have to persuadc people to go on buying new things. It is not self-
evident that you need a new car every two years, or that you need néw
Misg Selfridge T shirts if you are golng to stay young and beautiful,
Several ideas have to be put over, and accepted, if we are to go on ghend=
ing vur money on things which, in fact, we do not need. Onc idca is
that consumption ig an end in itsclf - that pleasure is to be had simply
by cating more, drinking morc, having new furniture/clothes/cars ctc,
without giving a thought to whether you need these things, or whether
they have any real meaning. Another idea we have to accepbfor capitalism
4o function profitably is that your statug end self respect depends upon
the goods you own and on your tatyle of 1lifet, Perhaps the crucial idea,
howover, is that if you den't have these posscssions and this lifestyle,
end therefore den't gain the cspeet of Trespectable ncople!, then it is
your own fauli, focording toe the conventicnal wisdon, it's your fault
if you den't have a forelgn holiday =~ after all, they say, there'!s
equality of opportunity in cducation, end it's a frec market for jobs,
where the best qualified get the best positions, so if you've got a

lov paid job or are uncmployed, itts your fault s you're thick/workshy/

a scrounger, and you've only got yoursclf to blene, Likewise, it's

get the cosmetics, slimning pills, clothes and vaginal JQeodorants to make
you Tower Hill's answer ¢ Brigitte Bardot. So you arc cncouraged to
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your fault if you're not beautiful - we've given you the opportunity to
get all the cosmetics, slimming pills, clothes and vaginal decdorants to
meke you into Tower Hill's answer to Brigitec Bardot, 8o, when things
don't quite live up to your TV advert cxpcctations, it can only be yours-
¢lf to blame.

To the extent that people go on buying, and go on 'keeping up with the
Joneg!, this propogande cffort has been successful. But cracks are widen=-
ing. Most people know that 'advertising is a con' and ‘work is shit!
and with the growth of feminism there is an increasing awarencss of the
way that women have been subjugated and abused., The problom peges of

¢very magoazine are testimony to the fact that the possession of goods
dousn't mean happiness,

The underlying tendency of capitalism is to make these perscndl

C o problemns worse, Ag we have scen, cepitalism has alienated work
¥ ¥

meking it meaningless and scul <estroying for the mass of people,

and it has ereated the idea that Thappincsstand 'fulfilment'! is to

be found outside work, in the femily, in leisurc, in the posscssion of
things., But the strain on this perscnal side of our lives is made

ever more intolerable, Unemployment is a frightening prospect not
becouse you like work, but because the money it brings is essential for
any kind of pleasure. Even if the artificail aids worked, there!s not
encugh money to lock as beautiful as the alverts, which means no-ocnc will
love you, which means you won't have a femily, which means you wen't be
Yhappy ', You can't care for the kids properly becausc the state has
takeon away your role as cducator and creates an enviromment in which kids
arc oppressed on all sides; by police, teachers and the falsc values of
the world of nop,

At a more general level, the contradictions are as stark, We arc
supposcd to believe that we will be happy if we are rcally in love, and
areq gge%aby onc nember of the oppesite sox. ¥et the very idea of lovels
ina so§1ety which wages war (eg in Treland), which encourages economic
competition (Jjustifying the vielence of poverty), and which destuys living
apace sc that vandalism becomes an understandable way of entertaining
yourself, And the idea of hetercsexual love is nonsgensc for the millions
of gay pecple, ind if we do delude ourselves such that we think we can
escape the horras of capitlaism by crecating a womb in persconal life, we
come up sgaingt the family. How can family life work when children arc
inereasingly drawn inte o different worlf from their parents, when
sexual fidelity (the supposed basis of love) is countered cvery day by
the mass media, and when all the problems of living in a capitalist society
are supposed to be psychological incrogin and sclvable by individaul
adjustments within the family? In focet, the family becomes the repogitory
of ail the anxicties, frustrations and hatreds cngendered by capitalisn.
"Youlve got to laugh®, they say - and the expression is ept ¢ youlve ot
to laugh, otherwise you'd go bananas,

A1l kinds of statistics can be used as evilence of the acute melaisc
of copitalist sccicty ¢ cnormous rises in the amount of drugs prescribed
$o trenquilise us all, and women in particular; the ineidence of mental
illness and suicides juvenile crime; school refusal; absentecismg sabotogo
dicorce; and, of coursc, unemployment. All thesce things have gone on
throughout sccichy, and we cen't use mere stetis ics to 'prove' that things
are geltting worse, But we should renember that inside cach of these
figurcs lics o human being trying to find a way ¢f coping with an intol-
srable personal situation,

T dortt think it is too big a leap to suggest that, underlying all
these personal criscs,is the basic contradiction of capitalism - a
system which cannet allow ws to meet our decpest nceeds for meaning
and purpose, a system which, instead of pwriding b context in:which
we can meke sense of our lives .end reéach real fulfilment, imposcs
alienated work, mcaningles leisurc and cven tries to destreoy cur personal
lives., Ingtead of #llowing us to be hwman, capitalism contradicts cur
human-ness, s :




TR
qumtal'g “solution"'té tﬁe'nbisonal ofisis“it has created

But the ldeologlsts of capital are wall avare of the tunacceptable face!

of personal life; and they ard well ahead in $he market for "solutions®,

So well shead, in faet, thot the lcft has never- entered the field,

As we have seen, in’ the first round (excuse these mixed mntaphors,
all you budding Bertholt Bruchts) they geined widespread acceptance.
for thc idea that personal 5at13factlon (family, leisure, sex, possessions.,
was an acceptable substitute for work satisfaction. In the second round,
they got people to accept the idea thet, if personal life wasn't hunky dory,
it's your own fault. "Happinesse", they say,"is a deeply personal thing®

and you get it by individual action - & good secrew, a nice house ete,

But of cours¢ they are faced with 211 sorte of opposing tendencies, vhere
people act: oollcctmvcly,ln pursuit of happiness, Despite all the failings
we can sce in these strategics, people are acting collectively when thoy
take trade union action forx higher wages to fulfil their necd for moneys;
and, to some extent, the famlly is & vehicle for collective happiness

for many people; again, for most people, the best times are to be had when
youdre .out with a group of frlends, enjoying yoursclves together,

So .capitalism's yes-men have to work hard to maintain the idea that
happiness is a perscnal thing,’ to he achieved indivudually. A whole
industry has emerged ~ the- humori rélations industry, paralleled at work
by the pesonncl relptions people.,  These people supply us with an unending
strcom of weipes for how to be happysl .. Most of the short stories in most
women's magazines give us these r001pes, end it's worth noting the encrmous
popularity of men's glossy magazines which re-assure us that it doesn't
natter if we've got short nricks, hecause we can always got into a bit of
sado-magsochism (and women really dig it).

Some leftists dismiss psychoanalyas ss the ultimate in indivudual
tgolutions! to capitalisms problems, but this isnot the place to go
into the subversive aspects of this school of thought, One opposition
to thig school is important to ocur theme, however, While Freud
maintained that sexual satisfaction was linked to one's expuriences ag
a child with one's mother or father, thec modern human relations people
have managed to completely diveorce gex from any kind of social context,
Masters snd Johnstonc and their follbwere teach us, via countless magazine
articles and their own best selling manuals, where te poke our pariners
if we want to achieve maxlmum 11ftwoff So long as you'zre coming, who -
cwrus if meaning is going? :

It sometimes gcems as if snxual 5atlsfﬂctlon is posed as the lynch
pin of personal hqpplness, but the human relations pecple have an
interest in other areas of personal life tco. They have recipes for
how %o control cur emotions, how to get along with people, how to bring
up - our children, ow to forget about our nrobleng, Since most of the
" other recipes dontt work, most encrgy goes into the last one, Tony
Blacburnk jokes, and his ropeated plea thatyou have Ya really super/fabulous/
wondeérful day, won't you?", plus that magical phone call ag David Hamil on
"makes your day™, the never ending stream of bourgeois propoganda disguised
as ‘popular music® -~ all thesc help blot out the uglineas, If that fails
vwe can try Marge Proops and her gang, - Failing that, we cen hope that our
stars are telling the ftruth, ~In all this, the hidden basic message comes
home time and tmme again, more effectively because it is usvally unstated ]
happlness is personal, to be pursued on Yyour own,

Personal crisis s the: rezg;gﬁlqnaxy alternative

Une thems of this paper snoidd B¥ now bé clear,  Thé crisid id oul
personal lives has been created by capital, It works at a diffcorent level,
and is better disguised, than the crisis manifested by bad housing, low pay,
dengerous roads and unemployment, But ‘this personal aspcet of the crisis
has to be taken as scriously as the material aspectsy our activity as
revolutionaries has to be to transform both, recognising that the personal
ant the material ecrisis have the same root,



In Big Flame we have made a better start on this anlysys than most other

sections of the left, mainly because we have tried to take the insighis

of the women's movement scriously. - We have- tried to incorporate $wo facts,
awkward for the traditional left, into our organisation, First, the
women!s movement showed that the orlglnal marxist position 'On the Woman
Qucstlon' wag hopelessly inadeguate, Briefly, Engels had argued thot
vomen would gain equality when they, joined in with The vaged workers
struggle for revolution, After the revelution they would be *'full!
members of the-working class and, thercfore, would have equality with men,
- Feminist revoluticnaries have shown that inequality both within so-called
socialist states and within marxist organisations in capitalist stqﬁes give
the lie to this idea, They have elso pointed out that Engels ignores the
-1mportant role of housewives as reproducers of labour power and the vast
. potential for political action out31do the. waﬂed workplace,

Sccondly, the women's vaement hes showvm ‘that masses of people will
‘mobilise for politicll action over issues which arc not gimply economic,
Women heve placed their personal lives, their subjective feelings of oppress+

ion, at the centre of their pelitical activity, ~Now they are developing
a sexries of ﬁntl—capltnllst demandg, some of ‘which are unique in their
combination of persond and mqtorlal faotors. "Tree abortion on demand ~

a woman's right to choose” is both a material challenge %o the state,
demonding an extension of the welfare gtote, and a personal demand, for
control off onc‘s body, aﬂznst domlnatlon by a largely male medical system,

. So Big Tlame starts form the position that capltallsm oppresscs us in

" al aspects of our lives - in our personal lives, in the community and in
‘the worplace, VWe recognise that this oppression is.maintained by the

" deep splits within the working -class befwoen men a and women, vhite and black,
young and old, We attempt to counter thig gplit by calling for autonomous
organisations, so that cach section of the class can build its own power
and forge class unlty in strugegle agalnst the basic enemy, the capltalzsﬁ
class. :

Roon, for 1nprovement in our_gronopqndq and, Uractlcc

But thls ttempt to du%l with the total naturc of capltal‘s oppresszon
remains highly formal, and too little cxpressed in our political practice,
It's not enough to say ‘we maintain the\wutonomy of women and struggle in
the' commmnity', At it worst, I think there is a tendency for us men to
hide behind the 'women's autonomy' position ~ recognising that the women
6fton bring personal issves into their propoganda, we leave this area of
politics up to them, and we get on with the'serious! material issues, Ve
all, T think, assumec that personal issues are teommunity! 1bsues, and fail
to rolate thom to other political work.

I think we should attempt to formulato demands and perspectives which
re ate to the personal problems discussed in this paper, Obviously, the
uwnderlying theme has to beé thnat these are not 'individual' procblems - they
affect cach of us 'personally!, but they are common to us all and: can only
be solved collectivey, Ve have to guard agoainst ra131ng pergonal issues
in an abstract way, or in a way vhich becomeg utopian or,ultramleftlst
CFor oYamplL the demand 'The sbolition of impotence! may well strike a chord
in fany’ Fordworkers, but should be intrddueed with great cure'

Perhaps the best cﬂp*:u:'oacl'l woulﬁ be try and wrclate our propoganda to
the personal issues whenever we can, Tor 1n°t1nce, health issues are ‘
just as imporiant to men as uhuy'arc to wonen. The hazards of work are
not just poisoning and accidents - they include ingomnia, 1ndlﬁestlon,
headaches and all manner of scxual disruptions, . In fact, the issue of
gexuality is full of politieal meaning because it is at the front of our .
minds most of the time, We should try and discuss sexual stereotyping,
nomosexuality (mele and female), as well as family life, childeare ete,
Only if we show in cur propoganda and. practice that we are concerned about,
and are trying to point real solutions to, the way in which capitalism
de~humanises us as people can we give any weight to our clalm uhai e
arc countering the total oppression of capltmllsm. . :
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Ve should take more sorlously the faot that, for many of us in Big Flame,

the personal crisis is just as acute as it 1s for everyone else, In some
vays it might be easier to cope with - at least we blame capitalism as

much as we blame oursclves for our problems - but in other ways it is made
worsc by the strain we feel from ‘he continuam pressure of our political

work, inside and outside the organisation, This is a political issue,

should be recogised as such, and should be dealt with politically. At

the ‘erudest level, we should adopt the motic 'To take a holiday is a polltlcal
act (8o long as you don't have more than x days a year)'} :

We should eflect more on the mersonal reasons why people join revolute
ionary groups. T became a revolutionary at least partly beceuse it scemcd
to be the only way I could glve meeaning and purpose to my life. That may
sound pretentious, but I'm sure it's true because, when I feel most pissed
of f with politics, I realise that nothing else could be more worhhwhile,

It would be interesting to kaow why others joined, As I type thls, Itve
just read Ann amd May's piecc in the Internal Bulletin, December 1976,
They emphasise the materlal problems, the cuts ete, and I know now that
I'm in BF to fight for a decent standord of living just like everyone else,
But Ann and May also cmpnasise how they felt about BF and the people in
BF that they knew, If I understand them rlght they are saying that they
joined@ BT when they saw that both they and BI' had changed so that they
could identify with the organisation, when they could scc themselves as
nart of the organisation, Thig shows how important it is that we think
_about the personal gide of pcople's relationship with BF,. Other people,
I think, have joined in a loss clear headed way, perhaps honing that

being part of a revolutionaxry organlsﬁtlon will help them solve their
personal probloms, —

Yhatever the reason. for joining, we Wlll only keep people in BP and
we!ll only attract morce people, if we meet two criteria, PFirst, neopie
vant an organigation which will provide a set of ideas and practices which
makes gense, which both interprets what's going on in the world, and which
shows realistic ways of revolutionising the world, Big Flame, like all
other left groups, gives a lot of attention o thig, But no organisation
gives much importance to the second thing - the nced we all have to feel
'at homc! in the organisation, There arc a lot of issues here, One is
that the leadership never generates this kind of discussion because the
leadership always feels !'at home! - otherwise it wouldn't be the leader-
ship. Mcther is the regretiable tendency in the left to rule these
personal feelings out of court - thus the reasons given for leaving an
orgenisation are cither *political! (disagreement w1th the 'line') ox
becauge the person is 'fucked up! (can't stand the pace/neurctic ete).

Big Flame must generate a real sense of collectivity if it is going
to avoid the turnstile membership of most other left groups. Ve will
avoid the situation of, for exemple IS and WRP where therc is an enormous
turnover of members, only if we arc genuinely committed to a collective
approach to all the problems we face as revolutionaries. These are not
just problems of finding the right political theory and practice, they are
the problemg of relationships, of commitment, of our sense of identity,
meaning and purpose,

This is not to say that BF must become the ncurotics rest home of the
left. Peonle must join because their first commitment i to our kind
of revoluticnary politics. Given thot, we then have to malke everyone
feel part of a collective in which everyone takes cach other sericusly as
a nerson, and not just as a two legged political machine, To gome extent
we can meke organisational steps towards this goal - more socials,
meetings at which we talk about 'how we feel', collective holidays ete -
but basically it's a matter of us all teking this up as part of our
everyday politics, I'm pretty bad at this myself, and I think it's
essentinl that these issues arc openly discussed if I am to change myself,
It should be clear that I don't have too imch sympathy for the old
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libertﬂiiﬁn sexual--politics? approach to these problems, and this paper
has been an attempt to give a mater1a1lst grounding to the debate which
I think wo sghould have,

Conclusion

This picce started with a hint of the crisis in my personal lifec. Itts
taken so long to type it that ¢ lot of things have changed -~ for the
betier, But the basic point atill stands s personal life, for all of us.
in Big Flame and for the working clsss as o whole, is at best difficult
and at worst disastrous: We have not given this foet the political
attention it requires. '

Using Zeretsky's book, I have tried to sketeh a merxist approach to
understanding the crisis in personal life, The argument wasg tha
capitalism hog alienated waged work, making it mesningiess and life
degtroying, and hasg ftried to persuade us that 'personal life' cen be
gubstituted as the scource of pleasure, meaning and fulfilment.,  Now,
as more and more workers ore de-skilled and prolebarieniscd, the contrad.
ictions are breaking through even more viclously at the personal level,
as family 1life falls apard, mental breakdowns increase, all forms of
violence £row ...

Big Flame h as always tried to comprehend and struggle ageinst capitalist
oopregsion in all its forms, but we have to take the struggle for the liber-
ation of personal life more seriously, Hot by following the recent
libertarien experiment in abolishing monogomy and destroying family life -
a project which doesn't scem to have worked even for thoe few who could
try it. Instenad, Big Fleme hag to diszcover a political practice which
related to the crisis in all our personal lives and which convinces pecple
that the solution is socialist revolution, ind we have to create an
crgenisation whose compunisn helps its members to fulfil their owm nceds
and dreams, WYe can do it ,.. with a 1little help from our friends.

: _ : Max Parrar
Leeds .
Jcnuqry 1977




GLOSSARY to the barbed wire canoe

I know I'm backing a loser here. The theoretiocizns are going to
shoot me dovm in flames for the incorrect or superficial definitions
that follow, and the guts and struggles merchants are going to accuse
me of being patronising. So, in case people subscribe to the popular
myth that I enjoy being kicked to shit, I'1l say why I'm attempting
the impossible, TIt's simply because I believe that theory is import-
. ant ~ it's important if we are going to make sense of . capitalism,

. .-and we need to make sense of ecapitalism if we are going to overthrow

‘it.  Theory should be generated through struggle -~ the only theory
vhich does make sensge. comes through struggle - but it also requires
ideas and concepts, and that meons reading and dlscussing gome ideas
‘that people got boils on their bums working: out, There are some
special words vhich have been developed to help us understand capit-
alism {sometimes dismissed as !jargon'), and I've uged some of them,
T think it is essential that those of us who use thése words 'and concepts
- put ourselves in the firing line : that we force ourselves to find

" clear, short and accurate deflnltlons of these concepts,  If we can't
explain vhat we mean, and if we can't convince people that, itts:a help
to thelr understanding of capitélism to use them ~ then we shouldn't

~ use ‘them either, I'm hoping for as much feedback ‘o the glossary

 as for the text itself,

ALIENATION Part of Marx's definition. of this term is given on page

6, The basic point is that the worker has no control over the thlngs
he or she produces (the object is alien) and this gives rise to the
bad feélings associateéd with work, that work ie uscless, annoylng, -
that the worker feels powerless you feel wlienated), o

ANARCHISTS Accordlng th the anarchlsts, the main enemy is the State,
since thls.embodles all that is bad about authority, = Some anaxchists’
have. a marxist, class analysis of the State - that the problem is ..
the fact that the ruling class controls the State, But anarchists @~
believe that even when the working class controls the State authority
end domination will continue, so they champion individual rights,

and are usually fanatically opposed to Lenin and the Bolshevics, and
all the modexn polltlcal groups, saying that they. are not truly democs=.
ratic,

ARTISAN The name given’ to the craft workers who, to a large extent,
worked for themselves and controlled their products, - A signiflcant
class in early capitalism, Few remain today.

BAKUNIN (1814-1867) Often thought of as the cartoon imege of anarchlsm,
with his secret organisations, hie brief glorification of violence
for its own sake, appearing at every barricade throughout Rurope for
twenty years or so, Not as wild as he sounds, transiated Marx and
Engels Communist Manifesto into Russian, and although Marx said he

was an idiot, he may well have incorporated some of Bakunin's ideas
about the need to destrny the State into his own thought, :

BOHEMIANS A name glven to the people who broke bourgeois social conve
entions in their ‘lifestyle and ideas -~ rejecting marriage and fidelity,
working irregularly, defying 'good manners! ete,  Some of them were
also revolutionaries, espescially in art and theatre. Associated
with the writers, pocts and artists of the “19th century, also applied
to the "Beat generation” of the 1950s, Forerumners of the Hippees,

BOURGEQISIE A rather loose term, usually used to describe‘the miﬁdle—
class, but also sometimes applied to the ruling class.” Used in
various ways in the texts v .

# bourgeois abstractions ¢ it's characterisiic. of boﬁrgeois social
thought that it removes ideas from their material context - it deals
with things abstractly. Unless you can see the context in which an
idea is generated, you cean't understand it.,  Bourgeois thought is
abstract, and therefore it confuses or mystifiecs the issues involveed,




* black bourgeoisie : refers to the emerging middle class among the
black population - the doctors, headteachers, lawyers, busisnessmen -
who, despite strident- black yalk, opcrate in the 1nturasts of the .
white niddle class. '

#petty bourgeoisie ¢ the lower middle/upper working class ~'pcap1é
who own small: shops and small businesses -~ like the artlsans, they‘ve
.reduced in numbers, but atill a slgnlflcant force.' N

_jbourgeozs soclology and nsyehology ¢ just as it sbstracts idcas from

" their context, 50 bourgeois thought segments idcas, »- For theny
'psychology is. the study of the' internal processes ofi animals eg thinking

nwlearnlng, seeing. Socmology is the study of people. and- their socaal

: 'act1v1ty, As marxists, we attempt to understand the wholt of -sbeial
life, and not divide the sbudy: into 800101ogy/psychology/economlcs/

ﬁpollthS/PhllosoPhy’ since the process of secgmenting knowledge stops

us understandlng (1nd changlng) society as a whele,

"BERTHOLT - BRECHT (1898-19 )} The best known rcvolutionary soclallst

‘playwrlglt, poet, s@ngster and novellst

CONSCIOUNESS RAISING.: a woxd: used to describe the dlscusclons in .

: the women'!s, groups, vhen there wes collective. effort. to reveal and

understand the nature of oppression cxperienced by members of the

., group w and to liberate thcmsclves from that opnre381on.--

. DIALECTICAL MATEHIALISM Some people’ qay that marxism is 'dlalect;cal
matdrialism!, In fact Marx and Engels used the term 'historical

materialism! to describe thoilr method. ‘material things are ,
i+ materialism is the theory which says that/the starting point for
human 1ife. This is the reverse of the Hegelian or Idealist theory

. which gaid that Tuman 1life started with the Idea or Spirit,  -“Marx:

said that society is founded upon the work that people do and the = -
scoial relationships they set up when thcy use tools and raw materilas
to sustain life, - It is from th%ﬁ (workln% w%th the means of production
and the social relations - of produc %18ﬁ?m T5%ukE%ne Jargon) that ideas,
laws, rcligions, consciousness (the superstructure) are derived.

There is a dlaleCﬁlCﬂl or two~way, relatlonshlp botweon the base and
superstrugture.

RIA

¥ dialectical is the. word Marx took from Hegel to dCSLrlbL the Progress

of history. . Hegel &aid that history was a‘a process in which the

dialoctical relationship between the tthesis! and the fanti-thesist?
was resolved by the 'synthesis', For Hegel, the Tdea or Spirit was
the thesis,. Marx was far more dovm to earth. = He subgtituted

" the real, working humen being for the Idea, His dialcctical view

of history was that the conflict bbtwcen the worklng class (the thesis)
and the ruling class (%he antl—theels) was resolved (or synthoslscd)
by the creation of communism, :

ENGELS (1820~1895) A German busznassmdn who collaborutcd with M@rx

~from the 1840s, helping clarify his ldL s and dbveloplng his ideas™

after Marxts death in 1883,

'ﬁEXISTENTIALISTS 2 phllosophoru who are concerned wlthhhe here cqnd oW,

- the intricacics of thé process of 'being' or LXlStlng often rcflectlng

on the 'nothlngness‘ or pointlessnegg of life,

IDEALISM : The vhllosonhlc(l school which believes that idcas or
conscioummess is the main foree in socicly. Moarxists believe that.

, humans worklng wlth MATERIAL things is the scource of ‘social life,

PROUDHON (1809-=-1864) French anarchist, bitter oritic of religion, -
theS8tate and capitalist work, said ‘proerty is theft! but believed
in 1nd101duul ownurshlp of tools, upholder o the Vlrtues of they f?ﬂlly
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