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ABSTRACT

This thesis examines the continuing significance in contemporary Italy of the Italian new

social movement of 1973-83, Autonomia, by positing it as a movement of refusal: of
capitalist work, of the party form, of the clandestine form of political violence, and of the

politics of ‘taking power’. It was in discontinuity with the value systems of the reformist
Old Left and the revolutionary New Left, but in continuity with contemporary Italian

antagonist and global anti-capitalist movements.

In defining the research subject, the concept of individual and collective autonomy emerges
as a central characteristic of the Italian new social movements. Autonomy is understood not
only as independence from the capitalist State and economy and their institutions of
mediation, but also as the self-determination of everyday life, related to the needs, desires
and subjectivity of what Italian ‘workerism’ defined as the Fordist ‘mass worker’ and the

post-Fordist ‘socialised worker’.

Using the ‘class composition’ theoretical perspective of Autonomist Marxism to critique
classical Marxism, neo-Marxism and new social movement theory’s minimalisation of the
political content of new social movements and dismissive analysis of Autonomia, the scope
of research was limited to the interpretation of 48 interviews of former participants and
observers, of primary texts produced by Autonomia and of secondary accounts based on
‘collective historical memory’. The thematic framework consists of chapters on workers’
autonomy and the refusal of work; forms of political organisation and violence involving
‘organised’, ‘diffused’ and ‘armed’ Autonomia; and on the youth counter-cultures and

antagonist communication of ‘creative Autonomia’ and the 1977 Movement.

The thesis concludes that Autonomia expressed the violent social conflicts produced by the
rapid transformation of an industrial into a post-industrial society, but ultimately was only a
partial break from the traditions and practices of the Old and New Lefts, leaving an

ambiguous legacy for contemporary Italian autonomous social movements.



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

A PhD thesis, although the sole responsibility of the researcher, is usually the result of a
collective effort and this one 1s no exception to that rule. I wish to thank my director of
studies, Prof. Vincenzo Ruggiero, for his constant interest, enthusiasm and encouragement,
which have been an inspiration for me while researching this thesis. He generously shared
his wealth of theoretical 1nsights, practical advice and widespread contacts from his own

knowledge of Italy in the 1970s, all of which made my research a rewarding and enriching
experience. Prof. Tony Vass, my second supervisor, helped to focus the methodological
approach and theoretical perspective, offering the right balance of criticism and praise.
Rhona Stephen’s support and advice as the secretary of postgraduate research was
invaluable in guiding me towards completion. My external examiners, Dr. Massimo De
Angelis and Dr. Tobias Abse, are to be thanked for their critical comments and perceptive
observations. The thesis owes much to the insights gained while lecturing on Sue Mew’s
course on Social and Political Movements and on Tony Goodman’s Youth Justice,
Probation and Applied Criminology course. Tom Wengraf’s course on interviewing and his

advice on my interview questionnaire were much appreciated. The studentship provided by
the School of Social Science furnished the crucial time and resources needed to complete a

challenging research project.

The project itself began with two lengthy interviews in Turin in September 1990 and April
1992 with Guido Borio, a political prisoner and still active Autonomia militant of the
1970s. The extraordinary experience of participating in the Centro Sociale “Murazzi”, right
beside the River Po in the baroque heart of Turin, between 1989 and 1991, was also an
important initial stimulus. In particular, I remember with affection the friendship and
generosity of the “Murazzi” participants and their intelligent and imaginative activism. In
channelling my political enthusiasms into critical academic research I am indebted to Carl
Levy of Goldsmiths’ College (London University) and to David Moss, but in particular to
the late John Merrington, the main English-language expert on Autonomia, whose influence
was essential to the thesis’ early development. Eligio Calderon of the Universidad
Autonoma Metropolitana — Xochimilco was a vital contact during my time in Mexico City,
introducing me to Sergio Bologna, who also showed interest and helped with contacts, and
to the exciting Zapatista movement, an important influence on my conception of autonomy

and social movements. Steve Wright has been a constant point of reference and help with

11



corrections and suggestions and George Caffentzis, Les Levidow and Monty Neil have
taken the trouble to offer constructive criticism. Ed Emery kindly provided access to the
Red Notes Archive, a vital source for any researcher on 1970s’ Italy, as well as introducing
me to many of the above-mentioned contacts. I am also grateful to Rino Del Prete for
facilitating my research work at the Calusca City Lights Archive in Milan and to Andrea
Del Mercato for sharing with me his research work on Autonomia. For helping to set up
interviews, providing references or offering advice I thank Patrick Baker, Nanni Biadene,
Nadia Branchi, Lanfranco Caminiti, Hilary Creek, Rocco Facciolo, Luca Finardi, Ferruccio
Gambino, Jose Othon Quiroz, Gigi Roggero, Phil Slater, Gino Tedesco, Gioachino Toni,
Pino Tripodi, Walter of Calusca City Lights bookshop, Wilma and Graziano of Sherwood
Tribune (Padua) and the late Primo Moroni, whose death has been a terrible loss for the
historiography of the Italian social movements of the 1970s. I particularly thank Massimo
Tari and his partner Marina and also Elia Clemente for their friendship and hospitality
during field trips to Italy. I also thank my parents, Selina and Robin, and my parents-in-

law, Maria de los Angeles and Eustolio, for their moral and financial support.

Finally, all translations from Italian into English of interview transcriptions and text

citations are mine, unless otherwise stated.

111



It is with great pleasure and pride and with all my deepest love and most profound gratitude
that I dedicate this work to Carolina and Atziri, my wife and daughter. Their love and
presence in my life has been a constant inspiration and stimulus, pushing me on towards
completion through the long, sleepless nights as I tried to achieve the virtually impossible:
to combine successfully work, study and family life. So often Carolina provided me with a
new idea, a cogent criticism or an encouraging remark when I felt stuck in a rut or

overwhelmed by the task ahead. Just one of Atziri’s smiles was reason enough to launch a

thousand theses. Together, they left me with no choice but to achieve my aim and complete
this thesis.

AY



TABLE OF CONTENTS

CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION - AUTONOMY AND AUTONOMIA (pl1-19)
1) Introduction: research subject and thesis aims

2) Problematic definitions: Autonomia and autonomy

3) Periodisation: the trajectory of Autonomia

4) Hypotheses
5) Summary of chapters

5.1) Workers’ autonomy and the refusal of work
5.2) Forms of political organisation and violence

5.3) Youth counter-cultures and antagonist communication

6) Conclusion

CHAPTER TWO: PERSPECTIVES - NEW SOCIAL MOVEMENTS, MARXISM

AND AUTONOMIA (p20 - 32)
1) Introduction

2) New social movement theories: Touraine, Melucci and Castells

3) Marxism and new social movement theories

4) Conclusion

CHAPTER THREE: METHOD AND SCOPE (p33 -57)
1) Introduction

2) Premises and problems: research questions, methodologies and strategies

3) Research methodologies on Italian new social movements

4) Research Method and Scope

4.1) Interviews and ‘Collective Historical Memory’

4.2) Documents and texts

4.3) Research questions

4.4) Research model

5) Conclusion: towards an autonomist Marxist research strategy on new social movements



CHAPTER FOUR: WORKERS’ AUTONOMY AND THE REFUSAL OF WORK
(p58 - 101)

1) Introduction

2) Workers autonomy, the ‘mass worker’ and the ‘refusal of work’

2.1) Class composition and recomposition

2.2) Technology and industrial restructuration

3) New organisational forms within the factory

3.1) The Factory Councils
3.2) The Autonomous Workers Assemblies
4) Workers’ autonomy among non-industrial and unpaid labour

5) The autonomous workers’ movement, the PCI and the trade unions
5.1) The ‘Historic Compromise’
5.2) The ‘diffused factory’, ‘black market work’ and the *socialised

worker’

5.3) The repression of the autonomous workers’ movement and the

defeat of the workers’ movements

6) Case study: “The Workers’ Party of Mirafior™

7) Conclusion

CHAPTER FIVE: FORMS OF POLITICAL ORGANISATION AND VIOLENCE -
ORGANISED, DIFFUSED AND ARMED AUTONOMIA
(p102 -160)

1) Introduction: Revolutionary political organisation - movement or party?
2) Theories of political organisation
2.1) Social movement theories of organisation

2.2) The party, the union and the movement

3) Potere Operaio, Lotta Continua and the crisis of the New Left ‘vanguard party’
4) The ‘area of diffused Autonomia’

4.1) Southern Autonomia

5) Political violence and ‘armed Autonomia’: ‘ Armed Party’ or ‘Parallel Structure’?
5.1) Autonomia and the Red Brigades

6) Case study: ‘Organised Workers’ Autonomy’

6.1) ‘Organised Autonomia’ in Padua, Rome and Milan

vi



6.2) The repression of ‘Organised Autonomia’
6.3) Prison, ‘repentance’, ‘removal’ and exile

7) Conclusion

CHAPTER SIX: YOUTH COUNTER-CULTURES AND ANTAGONIST
COMMUNICATION:

‘CREATIVE AUTONOMIA’> AND THE ‘77T MOVEMENT

(p161 -199)
1) Introduction

2) The composition and trajectory of the *77 Movement

2.1) “A strange movement of strange students”
2.2) 1968 and 1977

2.3) Rupture with the PCI
2.4) The “Two Societies’
2.5) The ‘March Days’ in Bologna and Rome

2.6) Violence, division and repression

3) Youth counter-cultures: Proletarian Youth Clubs and Metropolitan
Indians

4) Antagonist communication: Radio Alice and Transversalism

5) Autonomia and the ‘77 Movement
5.1) The Bologna Convention

6) Conclusion

CHAPTER SEVEN: CONCLUSIONS - THE AMBIGUITY OF REFUSAL

(p200-210)
BIBLIOGRAPHY (p211 - 240)
APPENDIX 1: GLOSSARY (p241 — 245)

APPENDIX 2: INTERVIEW QUESTIONS (p246)

Vil



CHAPTER ONE:
INTRODUCTION - AUTONOMY AND AUTONOMIA

Autonomy is the ability
to give an adequate rule to Desire,
and not the art of
begrudging the world

(Bifo)’

1) Introduction: research subject and thesis aims

The Italian new social movement of the mid to late 1970s, Autonomia (Autonomy), also
known as Autonomia Operaia (Workers’ Autonomy), was a key collective actor in the
history of late 20th century European protest and social conflict. Firstly, it had a significant
role 1n the highly conflictual and relatively rapid transformation of Italy from a recently
industrialised nation to a post-Fordist, post-industrial society from the mid 1970s onwards;
a still incomplete process with the gradual emergence of a Second Republic, within the
broader context of European integration, from the political instability, regional imbalances
and corruption scandals of the First. Secondly, the experience of Autonomia has highlighted
the changing nature of collective identity, political organisation and social contestation in
advanced, urbanised capitalist societies. Thirdly, it represents an as yet unfinished chapter
in recent Italian history due to the failure of the political class to achieve closure by
reaching a political solution on the fate of the remaining 400 Leftist political prisoners and
exiles. The inability or unwillingness to abrogate the 1970s’ emergency legislation
continues to undermine the democratic fabric of both the state and civil society. The lack of
a satisfactory solution for all sides of the virtual civil war that existed in Italy in the late
1970s has fostered silences, omissions and distortions in Italian intellectual and academic
life on a crucial period. The ‘Strategy of Tension’ bombings of 1969-84, alleged to have
been carried out by the state itself, have never been adequately explained, let alone

punished, so perpetuating the legitimacy crisis opened in 1968.

The overall aim of this thesis, therefore, is to go beyond the obfuscation, distortion and
conspiracy theories® still surrounding Autonomia and the 1970s to ascertain its role as a
social movement in the severe social conflicts of a period of permanent political and
economic crisis and immense cultural and social change. Since the potential area of

research is too extensive for a single thesis and much has already been published on the



Italian new social movements (NSMs) of the 1960s and 1970s (Balestrini and Moroni 1997,

della Porta 1995, 1996, Ginsborg 1990, Lumley 1990, Melucci 1977, 1984b, 1989, 1996,
Perlmutter 1988, Tarrow 1989, Vimo and Hardt 1996, Wright 2002), I have limited my
research aims to exploring Autonomia as a ‘movement of refusal’: the refusal of capitalist
work, of the party organisational form, of the clandestinity of armed violence, and
ultimately of ‘politics’ itself. A further aim has been to trace the evolution of what was then
a new ‘class recomposition’: the ‘socialised worker’”, seen as the basic class composition of

Autonomia in the broader territory of the ‘social factory’®, more than the ‘workers’

autonomy’ of the ‘mass worker’>, fought out in the confines of the large industrial factory.

Since the 1960s collective action has moved decisively away from being the expression of
social conflict between supposedly homogenous social blocks based on clearly delineated
and 1deologised social class identities (the proletariat and bourgeoisie of classical Marxism)
with the hierarchical party as the privileged site of political organisation. Instead it has
shifted towards the heterogeneous sector of the NSMs, comprised of the ‘decentred’ social
subjects of women, students, non-unionised and casualised workers, unemployed youth,
homosexuals, environmentalists and other so-called social and political ‘marginals’. Their
collective identities and ideologies appear to be constantly changing and their principal
forms of contestation have been protest and direct action conducted by ‘single-issue’ social
movements, organised as decentralised networks. Autonomia, while sharing many of these
characteristics, was unique as a European NSM in that it combined several single-issue
campaigns (for social needs rather than human rights, access to cultural and political
spaces, anti-nuclear and anti-fascism among others) under the umbrella of a heterogeneous,
localist movement. It was united only in its identification with the theory and practice of
autonomy from the State, institutional political parties and trade unions or any form of
political, social and cultural mediation between the interests of capital and those of the

proletarian social actors of which it was composed.

Autonomia reached 1ts peak as an incisive socio-political force during the tumultuous
events of 1977, but rapidly disintegrated following the waves of arrests of militants at all
levels of activity between 1979 and 1983, accused of constituting ‘armed gangs’ (banda

armata) to subvert the state. Most of the imprisoned had been released on appeal by 1986.

After this period of criminalisation during which some 15,000° militants were incarcerated

in ‘special prisons’’ for years before standing trial, the remnants of Autonomia revived in



the mid 1980s as the ‘antagonist movement’. However, a rump based on Roman and

Paduan Autonomia continued during the early 1980s on an altered organisational and
ideological basis, but on a diminished scale, both quantitatively, in terms of activists and

resources, and qualitatively, in terms of theoretical contributions and political power, as the

National Anti-Nuclear/Anti-Imperialist Co-ordination® around the issues of the nuclear

arms race, nuclear power, ecology and solidarity with radical national liberation
movements, particularly the PFLP? and ETA. Some 200 of its most active participants from

the 1970s still live in social, political and juridical limbo as refugees in Paris with little
prospect for an amnesty (Ruggiero 1993, Scalzone and Persichetti 1999). Nevertheless,
given the continuing activity of mainly counter-cultural youth NSMs in Italy, particularly
the centri sociali (squatted social centres)'’, and despite the disappearance of the New Left
(NL) organisations of the Seventies'!, how can the continuing resonance of Autonomia in
contemporary Italian society be explained? What are the roots of this subversive heritage
from the Seventies? What did the broad social movement of Autonomia signify, and within
that the social movement organisation (SMO) of Organised Workers” Autonomy (OWA)'%?
What was its project within Italian society? How did it relate to the principal social
movements of the decade - women, high school and university students, unemployed and
underemployed youth, self-organised factory assemblies and neighbourhood committees?
Was this a project for autonomy which was diffused throughout the social movements and
organisations of the libertarian Left, emanating from the expression of a new set of social
and cultural ‘needs’ by Italy's first post-industrial, post-modern generation? In the light of
the gradual end of the First Republic, what have been the consequences for Italian civil and
political society of the profound clash of interests between what Sergio Bologna (1977)
described as ‘a Tribe of Moles’ and the political institutions forged in the dualistic logic of
the Cold War?

2) Problematic definitions: Autonomia and autonomy

One of the central characteristics of the NSMs, separating them from the spheres of
institutional or ‘revolutionary’ party politics, or indeed from other forms of collective
action such as interest groups and protest campaigns, is that of ‘autonomy’. This
Enlightenment notion originally applied to the sovereignty of the individual within the

collectivity in modern European thought, but has come to refer to a series of both collective

and individual practices, needs and desires characteristic of the social actors of the NSMs.

In the collective sense, it signifies the need of different groups of actors to protect and



advance their own agendas without being subsumed by the demands of a wider collectivity,
whether 1t be civil society, the working class, or indeed by other social movements. One of
the foremost practitioners of autonomy has been the women’s movement, the meeting of

whose needs had historically been postponed by ‘the revolutionary party’ until after the

conquest of state power and the establishment of socialism, the issue of gender firmly

subordinated to that of class.

In the political sense and particularly in the Italian context, autonomy meant the need of the
emergent class composition of the deskilled, massified, Southern internal migrant factory
workers of the 1960s to form self-managed, horizontal organisations that would be
independent from the social democratic parties and trade unions tied to the Fordist-
Keynesian post-1945 social pact. This had principally benefited the more skilled, “historic’
industrial working class of the North. Starting from this point of rupture, the desire of this
‘mass worker” for autonomy, also from the perceived drudgery and danger of factory work,
quickly spread outside the factory walls to their immediate communities, and then through
the intervention of student activists to the broader social terrain, becoming the core practice
of the NSMs of the 1970s. The neo-Leninist and Maoist groups of the New Left were
unable to confront the growing political and economic crises following the Oil Crisis of
1973. Undermined more by the transformation of the factory assemblies into Factory
Councils where the unions were able to gradually re-establish their hegemony, than by the
‘Strategy of Tension’, allegedly the State's terrorist response to the ‘Hot Autumn’, the
groups dissolved themselves between 1973 and 1976. Some of their individual members
returned to the fold of the Historic Left, others took the path of radical parliamentary
reformism, founding Democrazia Proletaria (DP). Many gravitated towards the
autonomous® factory assemblies and localised collectives of Workers’ Autonomy,
deprived of a national co-ordinating structure and a ‘party line’ but conversely more
involved in the immediate struggles of the ‘social territory’. What Bocca (1980) described
as the “archipelago of Autonomia” had emerged by 1975. As factory-based conflict
diminished under the impact of technological restructuring but neighbourhood, student and
‘marginalised youth’ contestations intensified in the mid-1970s, Workers’ Autonomy
evolved into the broader phenomenon of Autonomia. 1t signified a desire for and an
attempted practice of independence from both the capitalist political economy and from the

nation state as the ultimate sites of political power, through forms of ‘mass illegality’, self-

management and ‘counter-power’.



Although the emphasis was above all on the collective, autonomy was also seen as an
individual demand and practice: the diversity of the needs of the individual could not be

subordinated to the voluntarism of party discipline nor to the romantic leftist myth of heroic

self-sacrifice. This autonomy of the individual within the immediate collectivity of a social

movement and the broader collectivity of civil society appeared to find its apposite political

expression in the direct, participative democracy of the assembly and the refusal of

delegation or any form of representative, institutionalised democracy.

The first problem to be encountered in researching such a diverse and socially diffuse entity

1s one of descriptive discourse: which Autonomia are we dealing with? The Workers’
Autonomy of the self-organised factory assemblies of Porto Marghera, Milan, Turin and
Rome whose unifying slogan of ‘workers’ autonomy’ against work and capitalist command
expressed through the factory system and its wage differentials became the symbol of an
expanding series of social conflicts? The Organised Workers’ Autonomy (OWA) of
Negri'®, Scalzone and Piperno'®, the Padovani and the Volsci'®, those who sought to “ride
the tiger’ of the ‘77 Movement, who wished to build a party-like structure of revolutionary
contestation but were driven into prison or exile after 1979? ‘Armed Autonomia’s militants
were mainly from the ‘area of Autonomia’, disillusioned and frustrated by the political
containment and defeat of the ‘77 Movement, who established the many tiny and often
short-lived groups of the terrorist ‘second wave’, characterising the Anni di Piombo (Years
of Lead) as much as the Red Brigades? The ‘creative Autonomia’ of the ‘metropolitan
indians’ (MI)!” with their painted faces and ironic slogans against the Italian Communist
Party (PCI) and its ‘Historic Compromise’'® with the Christian Democrats (DCO); of Radio
Alice and the network of free radio stations (radio libere), street theatre collectives and
small publishers? Or the ‘diffused area’ of Autonomia, which encompassed all these social

realities, including the cani sciolti”’, women’s groups and neighbourhood committees, but

was also in deep contradiction with the more ‘organised’ part of the movement?

The use of the political slogan ‘workers’ autonomy’, from which Autonomia took its name,
originated in the dissident Marxist journals of sociological research and political
intervention Quaderni Rossi (QR) and Classe Operaia (CO)® of the early 1960s. It was
widespread by the ‘Hot Autumn’®' of 1969, by which time it performed the function of a
unifying slogan for disparate NL groups and ideologies, from Lotta Continua (LC) to the



founders of the Red Brigades (BR). Plotting the historiography of the changes in the
concept of workers’ autonomy in recent Italian politics could be the subject of a research
project in itself, for by the time the autonomous local collectives and factory assemblies

came to identify themselves as Autonomia Operaia in 1973, and later as the more general

movement of Autonomia in the mid-1970s, both the meaning and the use had changed.

Autonomia Operaia, as the name implies, was a direct descendent of the operaist*’
tradition, stemming from QR. Operaism (Italian workerism) emerged as a political and

intellectual movement that held to the PCI’s tenet of ‘workers centrality’ but was otherwise
critical of orthodox Marxism’s neglect of working class subjectivity and the ineffectual
reformism of the Historical Left. From this initiative, via CO (a more interventionist split
from QR), Potere Operaio Veneto-Emiliano (a political group and newspaper dedicated to
factory struggles in northeast Italy) and through various local factory initiatives,
particularly in the Porto Marghera petro-chemical plant, Potere Operaio (PO) was born as a
national political organisation in 1969. PO was instrumental in forming an alliance between
the libertarian 1968 students’ movement and the widespread autonomous workers
movement of what became the Hot Autumn. It dissolved itself in 1973, pressurised by the
resurgence of feminism that caused a crisis of militancy and the withdrawal of many
women activists from the masculinist NL groups. The redundancies and restructuring
triggered by the 1973 Qil Crisis accelerated the PCI and unions recuperation of control of
the large factories of the Northern industrial triangle, undermining the presence of PO and
the other NL ‘groups’ within the factories. Contemporaneously, the peak of autonomous

factory militancy, the occupation of the FIAT Mirafiori plant in March 1973, demonstrated

their redundancy, as few of the Fazzoletti Rossi*

were NL activists.

By 1977, the peak of both social conflict in the decade and of the political power and
cultural resonance of Autonomia, ‘workers’ autonomy’ had acquired a quite different
meaning. What had originally been a factory and university-based movement of social and
political contestation had spread to most sectors of society, including the professional

middle classes. The intense period of conflict in the large factories of the North and to a
lesser extent in the southern ‘cathedrals in the desert’®*, mobilised by the non-unionised
southern migrant workers in alliance with union dissidents, students and the NL, had
temporarily thrown the instruments of social control into disarray before being recuperated

by the unions, who halted the spread of localised autonomous decision-making and the



direct democracy of the factory assembly. But while the struggles within the factory were
being rolled back by tactical retreats and strategic reforms (the scala mobile®, the Factory
Councils and the 1970 Workers Charter), the fulcrum of social conflict had shifted towards
the ‘social factory’. An example was the autoriduzione (self-reduction) campaign in Turin
in 1974 where working class communities organised to pay self-reduced fares on public
transport, involving the printing and issuing of their own tickets, in which radical sections
of the unions were also engaged (Cherki and Wieviorka 1980). Similar struggles took place
over the community control of reproductive needs (housing, rent, bills, shopping) and later
of leisure needs (eating out and cinema and rock concert tickets). These conflicts were
allied to the demands of the emerging women’s movement for control of their own bodies
and lives through more liberal divorce and abortion laws and the democratisation and
feminisation of medical and social services. Thus, a new conception of autonomy was

required to mirror the transition from the industrial factory to the social factory, from

traditional working class struggles to those of the NSMs.

Conversely and confusingly, Autonomia also refers to ‘diffused’ and ‘creative’ Autonomia,
the ‘autonomy of the social’ represented by counter-cultural, unemployed and semi-
employed urban youth, students, radical feminists, homosexuals and the cani sciolti. Youth
and graduate unemployment reached crisis levels in the mid 1970s. Many young people
consciously chose to avoid even looking for work (let alone the ‘refusal’ of the late 1960s).
Increasingly, they fled from the suffocating authoritarianism of the traditional Italian

nuclear family to live collectively, often in squatted flats and occasionally in communes®®
27

They survived partially though °‘black market jobs’’ and partially through mass

expropriations of food from supermarkets and restaurants, but also through the “self-
reduction’ of bus fares, rock concert and cinema tickets. This was the sea in which OWA
swam, but it was not necessarily an ideal environment. The irreverent MI of the ‘77
Movement not only mercilessly mocked the institutional Left, but also satirised the
excessive seriousness and self-importance of the ‘revolutionary Left’, of their very concept
and practice of politics, leading some to theorise about the emergence of a ‘post-political
politics’ (Lotringer and Marazzi 1980, Grispigni 1997). It is important, however, to
demythicise the imaginary splits that sections of the Italian media and academy have
presented, between ‘peaceful creativi’ and ‘violent autonomi’. Despite their diverging
political praxis and objectives, there appears to have been considerable interaction between

these two forms of Autonomia, particularly during the ‘77 Movement, suggesting that the



division between cultural and political social movements imposed by NSM theorists like

Melucci and Castells may be more formal than real.

3) Periodisation: the trajectory of Autonomia

In December 1973, PO dissolved itself at its third national convention at Rosalina. Dalla
Costa together with most of the women activists had already decided to leave the male-
oriented politics of operaism and ‘workers’ centrality’. Others, like Negri, were moving
towards a less rigid, ‘post-operaist’ position. At a macro-analytical level, this decision
coincided with the Oil Crisis and, after 25 years of uninterrupted growth in the ‘developed
world’, a deepening global economic crisis, combined with the first waves of mass
redundancies, industrial automation and restructuring in Italy. At the meso level, the cnsis
of the NL groups was confirmed by the autonomously organised occupation of the FIAT
Mirafiori plant in March 1973 by the Fazzoletti Rossi, leading Negr1 (1979a) to announce
the birth of the ‘Party of Mirafiori’, a new level of autonomy within the class composition
of the mass worker, a ‘vanguard’ which not only made the unions and parties of the official
working class movement redundant, but also the NL groups, PO included. A new type of

worker and a new set of social actors required new forms of political organisation and

action.

The end of PO and the crisis of operaism were further evidence of the decomposition of the
‘mass worker’ as the central actor in subversive social transformation. This subject's
revolutionary potential had seemingly been spent in the intense cycle of industrial and
social conflict from 1967 to 1973, reaching its zenith in the mould-breaking but short-lived
autonomous occupation of FIAT Mirafiori*®. A new ‘class recomposition’ began to emerge

as the first effects of the post-Fordist automation and decentralisation of production were

felt. Contemporanecously, PO fragmented into dozens of localised assemblies and

collectives throughout urban and industrial Italy.

Workers’ Autonomy emerged in 1973 as a loosely structured network of factory assemblies
and local collectives, linked by publications such as Rosso in Milan and Senza Tregua in
Turin (later by Autonomia in Padua and I Volsci in Rome), and as Autonomia from 1975 by
‘free’ radio stations like Bologna’s Radio Alice, Rome’s Radio Onda Rossa and Padua’s
Radio Sherwood. Relations with the feminist movement continued to be tense and

autonomous women’s collectives were critical of Workers’ Autonomy’s continuance of



some discredited forms of political practice from the NL groups, particularly a macho
predisposition for the use of (sometimes armed) violence, although feminism itself was by
no means synonymous with pacifism®’, Moreover, operaist and autonomist women

themselves were accused of being old-style Marxist revolutionaries by ‘consciousness

raising’ feminism and were 1solated from the mainstream women’s movement.

An innovatory organisational paradigm was constituted, articulating itself first into the
network of Autonomia Operaia, and later into the broader social phenomenon of
Autonomia, the site of the new subjectivity of a recomposed social actor, the ‘socialised
worker’ (Negn 1976 and 1979d, Partridge 1981, Pozzi and Tommasini 1979). Its moment
of self-realisation was the ’77 Movement, when a new type of social autonomy was
practiced rather than demanded by students, women, unemployed and counter-cultural
youth and some self-organised workers. This was an autonomy from the work ethic and
politics of austerity and sacrifice inherent in the PCI’s orthodox socialist traditions as much
as in the DC’s centre-right populism: autonomy as the self-determination of life, time and
space as social pleasure rather than social duty. Such a political project and collective
attitude was anathema to the PCI’s strategy of Historic Compromise with the DC and

support for economic austerity measures as the response to systemic economic and political

crises. Thus, ‘Red Bologna’ as much as DC-controlled Rome, became the site of violent

confrontation between the NSMs and the State, with the PCI prominent in supporting

draconian repressive measures, like the Legge Reale™®.

The kidnapping and assassination of DC president and co-architect of the Historic
Compromise, Aldo Moro, as the pinnacle of the BR’s ‘attack on the heart of the State’,
gave the ‘party system’ the opportunity in 1978 to launch an all-out offensive against the
radical Left movements in general and Autonomia in particular, and ultimately to accelerate
and complete the restructuration of the entire industrial working class with minimal
opposition from the unions. Following the ‘77 Movement’s failure to gain the same level of
popular support, particularly among the industrial working class, as the movements of

1968/69, repression provoked a general riflusso (withdrawal into private life) from political

activism, while pushing the more ‘militarist’ sections of Autonomia to ‘raise the level of
conflict’ through clandestine armed violence and industrial sabotage as the space for open
political activism drastically shrank. This in turn allowed the State arbitranly to equate

Autonomia with the BR, resulting in the arrest of Autonomia’s intellectuals, despite their



previous public criticisms of the BR as an elitist, anachronistic and counterproductive

attempt to topple the State and seize power" ..

The arrest of Negri, Scalzone, Piperno and other OWA intellectuals on 7th April 1979, the

first of several waves of arrests launched by the Paduan PClI-linked judge Calogero, marked
the beginning of the end for Autonomia as a social movement. It was already weakened and
divided by the vociferous internal debate over the use of armed force, as well as 1solated
from the industrial working class by a combination of its increasing use of armed violence
and the PCI and unions’ successful pacification of significant sectors of social protest. The
resulting persecution of autonomist intellectuals and activists, led by judges and journalists
close to the PCI, resulted in various waves of mass arrests and imprisonment on terrorism
charges, and the exile of Autonomia’s core intellectuals and activists. As an attempted
revolutionary neo-Leninist vanguard structure within the broader social revolt, OWA had
been smashed by 1983, although a redimensioned Autonomia survived the bleak political
winter of the early to mid 1980s as a ‘submerged network’ to participate in the creation of

the centri sociali network from 1988/89 onwards.

The final blows to the broader movement for working class autonomy, launched in
1968/69, came with the expulsion in December 1979 of 61 of the most militant autonomist
and NL activists from the Turin Mirafiori plant by Fiat’s revived management, followed in
1980 by an official strike terminated ignominiously by a return-to-work march by 40,000
non-strikers and their supporters, with only token opposition by the PCI and union
leaderships (Revelli 1982). The °‘mass workers’, the protagonists of the Hot Autumn, had
turned their backs on the struggles of the ‘social factory’ and the ‘socialised worker’,
preferring to protect under the sheltering wing of the institutional Left the gains made
during the previous decade from the harsh winds of social pacification, industral
restructuring and economic austerity. The 1980s of the ‘CAF 32 the Pentapartito” ,
political stability, steady economic growth and hedonistic consumerism had begun. They
were to end in the squalid corruption crises of Tangentopoli and Mani Pulite, the symbolic

end of the First Republic and the beginning of the present shift towards a more authoritarian

‘Second Republic’ since the early 1990s.
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4) Hypotheses
Having outlined the definition and periodisation of the research subject, 1t 1s necessary to

state the hypotheses researched in this thesis. Firstly, Autonomia was not a political

organisation or party, but a broad, heterogeneous ‘new social movement’, made up of
differing and sometimes mutually antagonistic internal tendencies, namely ‘Organised
Workers’ Autonomy’, the ‘area’ of ‘diffused’ or ‘social Autonomia’, ‘armed Autonomia’

and the ‘creative Autonomia’ of the 77 Movement, with marked local and regional

differences.

Secondly, while the individual and collective practice of autonomy is a key characteristic of
all new social movements, Autonomia was completely distinct from classical single-issue
social movements, such as the European anti-nuclear movements, in that it encompassed a
spectrum of diverse social actors and their contiguous social conflicts. Furthermore, it did
not seek only to radically reform aspects of capitalist society (as do single-issue social
movements) but to foment a ‘mass insurrectionary counter-power’ from the grass-roots of
civil society which would directly challenge State power and cause a terminal crisis in
capitalist socio-economic relations, so precipitating an immediate passage to communism

without having to ‘take power’ and create a transitionary socialist society.

Thirdly, the historical core of Autonomia, the autonomous workers’ movement (AWM),

embodied in practice the operaist theories on workers’ self-organised autonomy and the
‘refusal’ of capitalist work, and can be considered as a new social movement for its historic
and antagonistic break with the parties and unions of the ‘institutionalised’ Left and their
value system based on the °‘digmity of labour’. Workers’ autonomy through self-
organisation led to a rejection of the historical organisational forms of both the Old and
New Lefts, namely the hierarchical political party and its subordinate trade unions, and the
adoption of an informal network of localised collectives based on consensual decision-
making through direct democracy as the overall movement structure. ‘Armed Autonomia’
created ‘parallel structures’ of organised, semi-clandestine violence combined with legal
political activism, in opposition to the clandestine model of the terrorist ‘armed parties’,
and as a militant response to State repression and neo-fascist violence. The counter-cultural
youth movements and antagonist communicative action of ‘creative Autonomia’ within the
‘77 Movement represented a form of ‘post-political politics’ that broke with the neo-

Leninist political practice and culture of OWA and the New Left groups.
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Finally, Autonomia in particular and the Italian NSMs of the 1970s in general raised
questions concerning central political and social issues (the ‘refusal of work’, forms of
democratic participation, models of political organisation, the place of urban youth
subcultures within civil society, the role of new forms of antagonist communication and

political language, the uses and nature of political violence), most of which remain
unanswered, but no less relevant to the development of contemporary Italian civil society.

In effect, Autonomia was the principal movement of a generation of refusal: of capitalist

work, of the delegatory principle of the party form, of the clandestinity of the ‘armed
parties’, and ultimately of ‘politics’ itself.

5) Summary of chapters

Five main conceptual frameworks were identified as being key to an understanding of the
political, social, cultural, theoretical and historical significance of Autonomia: the ‘refusal
of work’, forms of political organisation and violence, youth counter-cultures and forms of

antagonist communication. They were discussed in the three main chapters of the thesis.

5.1) Workers’ autonomy and the refusal of work

The ‘refusal of work’ was theorised by operaism as a widespread practice among the new
‘class composition’ of the 1960s, the ‘mass worker’, particularly those of the autonomous
workers movement in the large factories of the northern ‘industrial triangle’. This shifted
during the 1970s into a generalised refusal by youth to enter the factory or workplace as
part of the search for an alternative society based on pleasure and the expropriation of
‘secondary’ cultural needs more than ‘primary’ physical ones®*. However, the refusal of
work was countered by post-Fordist technological automation and industrial restructuration,
leading to the re-emergence of mass unemployment and divisions within the working class
between the ‘guaranteed’” employed and the ‘non-guaranteed’ unemployed and
underemployed. Some operaist intellectuals, above all Negri (1976, 1979d), claimed that in
fact a new type of worker, the ‘socialised worker’ (operaio sociale), had substituted the
‘mass worker’ as more central to the needs of post-Fordist capitalism and was therefore
potentially more antagonistic to its project of industrial restructuration and economic
austerity. With the defeat and demobilisation of the NSMs by the end of the 1970s, a
critique emerged within Autonomia of the refusal of work and of its potential to be

recuperated within the post-Fordist organisation of labour, where workers’ knowledge of
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labour-saving ‘tricks’ was expropriated as part of the Toyotist ‘just-in -time/total quality’

production model.

5.2) Forms of political organisation and violence

The concept of ‘autonomy’ was key to the various forms of political organisation within
Autonomia. These included the more tightly organised workplace assemblies and political
collectives associated with OWA which attempted to form a national network with
aspirations of becoming a neo-Leninist ‘revolutionary vanguard party’, able to directly
challenge the political and cultural hegemony of the institutional Left over the Italian
working class. However, OWA'’s attempt to impose its residual organisational model on the
heterogeneous spectrum of the ‘77 Movement was fiercely resisted by the more fluid,
localised structures of ‘the diffused autonomy of the social’, namely those movements, such
as women and counter-cultural urban youth, who effectively refused the concept of political

organisation itself and were often characterised by an emphasis on cultural interventions.

A further political form emerged in the late 1970s as the myrnad of small semi-clandestine

groups of ‘armed Autonomia’ attempted to differentiate themselves from the clandestine

paramilitary cellular structures of the terrorist groups by combining in ‘parallel structures’
open political activity with clandestine ‘armed actions’, more against ‘things’ (i.e. industrial
sabotage) than people. Most of the ‘armed Autonomia’ groups, however, quickly collapsed
under the weight of their internal contradictions, seeking to be part of the ‘autonomy of the
social’ while engaging in an ‘armed struggle’ whose politico-military logic of frontal
opposition against the State led to a residual process of clandestinity and separation from
the movements. In the midst of the concomitant crisis of Autonomia, those that were not

disbanded by the State dissolved themselves into the larger terrorist groups by the early
1980s.

5.3) Youth counter-cultures and antagonist communication

Perhaps Autonomia’s most innovative and lasting contribution to contemporary Italian
collective action came in this field. ‘Creative Autonomia’ consisted of the ‘free radio
stations’, the MI and a galaxy of artistic collectives and small independent publishers,
placing linguistic experimentation and the immediate satisfaction of cultural needs at the
centre of their actions. They not only sought autonomy from the stifling conformity of

traditional ‘bourgeois’ culture, but also rejected the NL and OWA'’s political culture, while
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secking to create a ‘post-political’ politics. This apparently most ‘marginalised’ section of
Autonomia, culturally comparable to the punk movement, was the first to demobilise with
the recrudescence of violence and repression in the late 1970s. However, their counter-

culture was the most influential part of Autonomia for the Italian ‘antagonist movements’ of
the 1980s and 1990s.

6) Conclusion

While similar social movements have existed throughout recent urban advanced capitalist
societies, Autonomia, 1n its various spatial and discursive articulations, can be said to
represent one of the most massified and radical ruptures with both the Historic and New
Lefts, as well as with capitalist institutions and values. It encapsulated the conflict between
the libertarian practices and socio-cultural needs of a new generation of social actors and
the gathering drive by the State and its ‘party system’ towards economic austerity, the
reduction of the ‘social capital’ of the Welfare State, and the reimposition of labour
discipline and social peace in an attempt to resolve the deeply embedded economic and
political crises of the 1970s. Caught in a rapidly diminishing no-man's land between
terrorism and State repression the project of autonomy attempted by a significant sector of
post-industrial working class urban youth was squeezed out of existence by 1983. Many of

the ‘new social subjects’ had already turned to the new forms of individualism and
consumerism that became embedded in the 1980s, the most self-destructive being Western
Europe’s worst heroin addiction epidemic. However, autonomy as both individual and
collective praxis has become fixed as the prevailing characteristic of the NSMs of the

radical libertarian Left of the 1980s and 1990s, and is now prevalent within the nascent

global anti-capitalist movement.

NOTES

' Autonomia é la capacita di darsi una regola adeguata al Desiderio ,e non l’arte di tenere il broncio al
mondo. Settantasette [discontinued], 3.97, [web: http://www.taonet.it/77web.htm].

% A typical example of the conspiracy theory approach that has plagued recent Italian historiography is by the
Guardian’s present Italian foreign correspondent Phillip Willan (1991). His byzantine convolutions about
Gladio (the Italian section of NATO’s ‘Operation Stay Behind’, a clandestine network of ‘sleepers’ to be
activated to resist a Soviet invasion or the advent of a PCI government, whose long suspected existence was
finally revealed in 1991 causing a national scandal), the Strategy of Tension, the Red Brigades, the Moro
Affair and Autonomia reach the point where he claims Negri was a somewhat unlikely CIA agent. For an
alternative account of Gladio and its alleged connections with the Strategy of Tension, see Coglitore and
Scarso (1992). The political exiles Scalzone and Persichetti (1999, n4&5, p7) attack the dietrologia (backward
looking) of sociologists, political scientists and journalists sympathetic to the DS (ex-PCI) who practice a
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discipline which “predicts the past” and “feeds on conspiracy theories”, particularly the “destabilisation
conspiracy’ to prevent the PCI/DS coming to power (until 1996):
“According to this logic, the history of Italy, from [1945] until the DS’ 1996 electoral victory
(...) is interpreted as the plot of a ‘double State’: one corrupt and with hidden ramifications
which has criminally held onto power during the First Republic; the other loyal and legal which
made itself a bulwark against the atavistic subversion of the dominant classes. It is superfluous
to add that the PCI-PDS-DS was always the essential pillar [of rectitude]. On the nature of the
conspiracy, two ‘doctrines’ have confronted one another: the first (...) has hypothesised the
‘conscious and direct role’ played by the social movements and in particular by armed struggle
(...) against the PCI; the second has hypothesised about ‘heterodirection’ [l’eterodirezione], the

‘unconscious complicity’ of the Red Brigades in particular, as if they had been nothing more
than pawns manoeuvred by hidden powers.”

They also have harsh words for the Situationist conspiracy theorists, De Bord (1979) and Sanguinetti
(1979), accused of suffering from “maniacal conspiracy and metaconspiracy obsession syndrome”
(ibid.).

> A further development of the concept of the ‘mass worker’ (see note 5) by Negri in the 1970s was the
operaio sociale, a ‘class composition’ theoretical elaboration of the ‘new social subjects’ of the post-1968
NSMs, particularly the then emerging ‘precarious’ worker in the mid 1970s post-Fordist reorganisation of
labour, who was often also a student and had even greater mobility than the ‘mass worker’. Perhaps this
theoretical social actor is the most relevant residue of the social conflicts of the 1970s, the predecessor of the
casualised intellectual worker typical of the continuous restructuring and “flexploitation” (Gray 1995) of late

20th century neoliberal capitalist society. See chapter four for further explanation of this Autonomist Marxist
‘class composition theory’ concept, as well as Pozzi and Tommasini (1979) and for an English excerpt, see
Negri (1979d). Negri has since updated his class composition theory to the 1990s with the ‘immaterial
worker’ (telematic workers whose product is ‘immaterial’) (see Negri and Lazzarato, 1994) and to the 21st
century with the concept of ‘multitude’, the principal antagonist subject in globalised society (see Negri and
Hardt, 2000).

* Fabbrica sociale. See chapter 4 for a definition from Cleaver (1979).

> The operaio massa was an Italian ‘workerist’ concept describing the dominant class composition in the
factories of Northern Italy from the mid 1950s, constituted principally of young, unskilled and semi-skilled
internal migrant assembly line workers from Southern Italy, most typically employed at FIAT’s Mirafiori
plant in Turin, with a similar economic role to other immigrant workers in Europe like the Turkish ‘guest
workers’ in West Germany and the ‘Commonwealth immigrants’ in the UK (Scalzone and Persichetti 1999,
Crouch and Pizzorno 1978). They were no longer controllable within the Fordist paradigm of union
negotiations, productivity deals and the unwritten social pact between the parties of the reformist Left and the
Italian state, the political basis of the ‘Economic Miracle’ of the Fifties and Sixties. Hence, this industrially
deskilled and socially uprooted ‘mass worker’, who first emerged historically in the Taylorised car factories
of Detroit in the 1920s and 1930s, contrasted with the socially and culturally more homogenous ‘craft worker’
(operaio artigiano) and ‘professional worker’ (operaio professionale), the mainstay of the PCI and the CGIL
trade union federation in the immediate post-war period. The southern ‘mass worker’ saw autonomy from
these culturally alien and politically stifling structures, let alone from the North Italian culture of work, as the
central strategy for both meeting their needs and expressing their diversity. Thus, they did not identify with
the unions and the PCI and became the backbone of the autonomous workers struggles of the ‘Hot Autumn’
(see note 20).

6 Figures taken from Balestrini and Moroni (1997, p14). Of the 15,000 incarcerated (often for up to the legally
stipulated maximum of 5 years and 4 months of remand before facing trial) after 1979, only 6,000 were

actually sentenced. A total of 40,000 denunce (political arrests) took place approximately between 1968 and
1982 — “almost South American data”, as one informant commented.
7 The carceri speciali (special high security prisons for mainly Mafia and political prisoners) were introduced

by decree and without parliamentary consultation or approval as part of the packet of emergency measures of
1975.

8 Co-ordinamento Nazionale Anti-Nucleare/Anti-Imperialista.

? Popular Front for the Liberation of Metropolitan Indians Palestine: a Syrian-based Marxist-Leninist
organisation within the PLO formerly led by George Habash.

' Often squatted and sometimes conceded (by local government) public buildings, such as disused schools or
factories, taken over by groups of youth, usually from the area antagonista (the successors of Autonomia) or
anarchists (but also extra-comunitari immigrants and even football fans) to use as meeting places and centres
of cultural, social and political activities, given the lack of the provision of such facilities by local
government. A social phenomenon almost unique to Italy, where squatted housing is now much rarer than in
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Britain, it has mushroomed in the 1990s resulting in over 100 centri sociali occupati/autogestiti
(squatted/self-managed social centres). See Ruggiero (2000), Wright (2000) and Montagna (2002) for
analyses in English of the centri sociali. In Italian see Adinolfi et al (1994), Democrazia Proletaria (1989),
Dines (2000), Ibba (1995), Moroni (1994), and Sorlini et al. (1977).

"' The only remaining NL party, Democrazia Proletaria, merged with Rifondazione Comunista on its split

from the ex-PCI in 1991. Il Manifesto remains only as a national newspaper, the only independent mass
circulation daily in Europe to still call itself ‘communist’.

12 Autonomia Operaia Organizzata. See case study in chapter §.

'3 The term ‘autonomous’ refers to groups who organised autonomously and considered themselves part of the
broader ‘area of Autonomia’, but often maintained a distance from the autonomi (autonomists) of Organised
Autonomia.

'4 Antonio (Toni) Negri remains a controversial figure among the remnants of Autonomia, capable of arousing
extremes of admuration for his theoretical brilliance or hatred among many of his ex-comrades for his
‘disassociation from terrorism’ (perhaps misinterpreted as disassociation from the movement) and flight to
relative privilege as an internationally renowned university professor in Paris, while less prestigious comrades
were left behind in prison or have had a much more arduous exile. Born in Padua in 1933, Negri was a
leading intellectual activist and theorist of Potere Operaio (PO) and Organised Workers’ Autonomy, and a
major contributor to most of the ‘workerist’ publications from Quaderni Rossi (QR) in the early 1960s
onwards. He was elected municipal councillor for the PSI in Padua in 1959 and edited the party’s regional
newspaper, Il Progresso Veneto (a supplement of which reported on the upsurge in industrial disputes in the
area 1n the early 1960s and was called Potere Operaio) until he left in opposition to its decision to form the
first centre-left coalition government with the DC in 1963. He had already begun to work directly with the
hitherto poorly organised and barely unionised petrochemical workers of Porto Marghera, organising a
reading group on Capital together with his wife, Paola Meo, and the philosopher and future PCI deputy and
DS mayor of Venice, Massimo Cacciari. Contemporaneously, QR began publication, edited by Raniero
Panzieri, a senior PSI figure and by 1960 an Einaudi editor, and Romano Alquati, a Marxist intellectual, in
Turin, and with notable contributors such as Asor Rosa (later the PCI’s main critic of the 77 Movement),
Bologna, Tronti, Foa, Reiser and Fofi from Milan and Rome and Negri from Padua. However, Negri, Bologna
and Alquati preferred a more direct intervention in factory struggles splitting from QR in 1964 to found
Classe Operaia and then Contropiano. He contributed to Potere Operaio (by 1967 the journal of the Porto
Marghera autonomous workers and after 1969 the national weekly of PO) and other ‘workerist’ publications
in the late 1960s and early 1970s, particularly La Classe. He also wrote for non-workerist journals like Aur-
Aut and Critica del Diritto, the journal of Magistratura Democratica (the democratic judges organisation).
He had won the Professorship of Philosophy of Law at Padua University in 1959 and later the Professorship
of State Doctrine in 1967, teaching at the Institute of Political Science which became the national and
international centre of operaismo. Here Negri worked with Sergio Bologna, Luciano Ferrari Bravo, Sandro
Serafini, Guido Bianchini, Ferruccio Gambino and the ‘workerist’ feminists Alisa Del Re and Maria Rosa
Dalla Costa until he and many of his colleagues were arrested under terrorism charges in 1979. With the
students movement of 1968 and the ‘Hot autumn’ of 1969, Negri helped to found PO, for whom he was
responsible for international relations and the translation of the main workerist texts into foreign languages.
His political activity continued to centre on factory struggles, particularly those outside union control on
issues like health and safety and resistance to speed-ups, as he developed his theories on the ‘refusal of work’
and (post-PO) the recomposition of the °‘mass worker’ as the ‘socialised worker’ through industrial
restructuring. He became PO’s most important and internationally renowned theoretician with a series of
publications with Feltrinelli, Italy’s most radical publisher, in the 1970s (see Bibliography and C.Feltrinelli,
2001, for an account by his son of its owner’s colourful life and mysterious death). However, by 1973 Negri
was leading a faction within PO calling for its dissolution into the emerging area of ‘workers’ autonomy’, the
precursor of the Autonomia movement, resulting in his expulsion but also PO’s divisive dissolution. In the
same year, he and former members of the Gruppo Gramsci refounded the Milanese magazine Rosso as the
organ of the Collettivi Politici Operai, which also became known as Rosso and was to be at the centre of the
‘Organised Autonomia’ project. With Emilio Vesce and Franco Tommei, he also founded the journal
Controinformazione, but left after one issue in disagreement with the involvement of the Red Brigades. By
1976 he had become the most well known, and for PCI and DC opinion makers, ‘infamous’ voice and face of
Autonomia. His relentless persecution by the Italian authorities had already begun, resulting in a brief period
of exile in 1977 during which he began to teach at the University of Paris VIII and at the Ecole Normale
Supérieure, at the invitation of Louis Althusser. After charges of inciting his students at Padua University to
violence were dropped, he continued to live and work in both Ita{ar and France. However, a press campaign of
extraordinary vilification was the prelude to his arrest on April 7 1979, along with the intellectual leadership
of Autonomia, accused of being the ‘brains’ behind the Red Brigades and the architect of Moro’s kidnapping
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and murder in 1978. After four years of imprisonment, including involuntary participation in the Trani prison
revolt of 1982, he availed of the law on ‘disassociation’ and was released from prison under parliamentary
immunity in 1983, having been elected a deputy of the Radical Party. Following the removal of his
parliamentary immunity by a handful of votes (the Radical Party deputies abstained) and under threat of
rearrest, he escaped to Paris the same year to join the growing community of Italian political refugees,
founding the heterodox Marxist journal Futur Anterieur and collaborating with the philosopher and

psychologist Felix Guattari in various publications. He re-entered Italian extra-parliamentary politics in 1993,
when he collaborated with some of his former detractors among the Padovani of Radio Sherwood (a Paduan
free radio station formerly linked to Autonomia) to produce the first issue of Riff Raff, in which he presented
an updated, computerised version of the ‘socialized worker’; the ‘immaterial worker’. In 1997 he voluntarily
returned to Italy to complete his prison sentence of 23 years for moral complicity and armed insurrection
against the state in the hope that the then Ulivo (Olive Tree) centre-left coalition government would enact an
amnesty or at least a significant reduction in the sentences of political prisoners from the 1970s, so allowing
the exiles in Paris to return. However, neither of these solutions has yet to materialise despite repeated
attempts to get the issue debated in parliament. In 2001, he was released from prison under house arrest. He is
now an internationally recognised Marxist authority following the hugely successful publication of Empire in
2000 (heavily influenced by Foucauldian ‘bio-politics’ and lauded as the ‘Communist Manifesto of the
globalisation era’), co-authored with the North American Marxist academic Michael Hardt with whom he has
frequently collaborated. He also writes regularly for the independent communist national daily newspaper, 1/
Manifesto. Somehow, he has also managed to be the father of two children and a prolific academic author
since the early 1960s with works on Spinoza as well as several publications in various languages on state
theory and philosophy of law. (Biographical note based on Negri 1988a, p269-271, and S. Bologna 1980b,
180).

P’ Toni Negri, Oreste Scalzone and Franco Piperno were the founders of Potere Operaio (1968-73), the New
Left ‘workerist’ organisation that successfully campaigned to subordinate the students’ struggles to the
‘workers’ centrality’ of factory-based class struggle. On PO’s dissolution all three were to become leading
intellectual activists within Organised Autonomia and were arrested in 1979, accused of being the strategic
leadership of the Red Brigades. After periods of imprisonment all three escaped into exile, Negri and
Scalzone to Paris and Piperno to Canada. Both Piperno and Scalzone had been members of the PCI before
1968 when they were among the leaders of the Rome students’ movement, Scalzone being badly injured by
fascists during an occupation. Piperno, along with Adriano Sofri, the founder and ‘leader’ of Lotta Continua,
helped to establish the workers-students council in Turin during the wildcat strikes at FIAT in the summer of
1969, while Scalzone edited La Classe and helped to establish PO. From 1970 onwards, Piperno was PO’s
main organiser. Scalzone moved to Milan in 1970 and became active in mass demonstrations there. In PO, he
was responsible for building relations between PO and the general movement, being particularly active on the
question of political prisoners and the struggle against the ‘special prisons’. His growing popularity both in
PO and in the wider movement made him a natural national spokesperson for PO. He and Piperno wanted to
further centralise PO’s leadership in 1973, in opposition to Negri’s successful attempt to dissolve PO. After
PQO’s dissolution, he founded the magazine Linea di Condotta and the COCORI organisation. More of an
activist than a theoretician, Piperno withdrew from political activism from 1975 to 1977, becoming a leading
member of Organised Autonomia following the 1977 Movement, during which Scalzone emerged as the
leading spokesperson of Autonomia, particularly at the Bologna Convention. In 1978, he and Piperno set up
the magazine Metropoli. Unlike Scalzone and Negri, Piperno escaped arrest on April 7 1979, but was
arrested in August and extradited in October from Paris. After escaping into exile again to Canada, he
returned to Italy in 1986 and now teaches physics at the University of Calabria, writing extensively on the
problems of time in physics, economics and linguistics. Scalzone continues to live in Paris where, as the
spokesperson of the remaining exiles, he actively campaigns for an amnesty for political prisoners and exiles.
All three have continued to write articles and books on the 1970s (Biographical notes based on S.Bologna
[1980b, p148] and Virno and Hardt [1997, p266] ).

' The Paduans and the Volsci (named after a street in Rome where they were based) were the axis around
which Organised Autonomia mobilised.

'7 Indiani metropolitani. See chapter 6.

' The compromesso storico was made with the DC from 1973 to 1979 when the DC suspended the system of
‘imperfect bipartism’, which had hitherto guaranteed the PCI’s permanent exclusion from power, on condition
that the PCI reined in working class social and industrial conflicts. The PCI’s leader Berlinguer proposed this
strategy through a series of articles in the PCI’s theoretical journal Rinascita in late 1973 on the supposition

that the USA-sponsored coup d’état against Allende’s elected socialist government in Chile that September
signified the definitive closure of the ‘parliamentary road to socialism’.
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1 «Stray dogs’: those disaffected former members of the NL groups (particularly LC) critical of dogmatic
Marxism and wary of further organisational involvement.

20 This was the project of Panzieri, Tronti, Alquati and various dissident PCI, PSI and trade union intellectuals
to theorise, through a revival of Marx’s ‘workers’ enquiry’, the ‘class composition’ and ‘self-valorisation’ of
the ‘mass worker’ present in the upsurge in autonomous working class militancy during the ‘Economic
Miracle’ and mass internal migration from South to North from the mid 1950s onwards. See chapter 4, Wright
(2002) and Roggero (2002).

*! The name given to the period of wildcat/chequer board/hiccup strikes, internal factory demonstrations and
industrial sabotage carried out by over five and a half million workers (25% of the labour force), almost
exclusively self-organised autonomously from the unions and the PCI, during the autumn of 1969 (Katsiaficas

1997). Arguably this unprecedented period of industrial unrest and social revolt began with the Revolt of
Corso Traiano in Turin in July 1969 (if not with the first autonomously organised strikes in Milan and Porto

Marghera in 1967/68), in which most of the southern part of the city, built in the 1950s and 1960s as a
workers’ dormitory around the giant FIAT Mirafiori plant, erupted into revolt for three days following a
police attack on a workers and students march. The huge wave of working class unrest begun in 1969
continued unabated, reaching its peak with the armed occupation of the Mirafiori plant in March 1973 by a
new generation of even more militant workers (the Fazzoletti Rossi — Red Bandanas) who organised
autonomously even from the New Left. From then on the effects of technological restructuration,
redundancies and the unions’ recuperation of consensus and control through the Factory Councils began to
dampen down the autonomous workers’ revolt, which nevertheless continued at an exceptionally high level
until the 1980s (Italy and the UK were the countries where most man hours were lost per year due to strikes
and absenteeism throughout the 1970s). The most important aspect of the 1969 Hot Autumn from the
perspective of class composition was the leading role played by non-unionised internal migrant workers from
the South (contemptuously referred to as crumiri [scabs] in the 1950s by the PCI-dominated North Italian
workers), whom the ‘workerists’ identified as the ‘mass worker’. In addition, there was the ‘new working
class’ of white-collar technicians, scientists, professionals and off-line office and service personnel,
previously excluded from blue-collar union-management deals and again formerly considered as ‘scabs’ by
blue-collar workers. Sergio Bologna, who worked as a technician at Olivetti in Ivrea, Piedmont, in the early
1960s has focussed much of his research and analysis on the struggles of the techno-scientific working class
composition in the 1970s. The recently-formed New Left groups, based on the 1967/68 students movement,
were heavily involved in the Hot Autumn and even more so in it aftermath, particularly Lotta Continua in
Turin, Potere Operaio in Porto Marghera (near Venice) and Milan, and Avanguardia Operaia in Milan. The
autonomous workers broke from the PCI’s ‘economist realism’ and the unions sectorial demands by chanting
“We want everything!”, demanding major wage increases delinked from productivity, decreases in work
rhythms and the end of wage differentials between the various grades of blue-collar and white-collar workers.
The strikes were organised locally by factory assemblies over which the unions had no control and which co-
ordinated at a city or regional level. 13,000 workers were arrested and 35,000 were dismissed or suspended,
but by December 1969 the employers had conceded their demands (Brodhead 1984). The 1970 Workers
Charter (Statuto di Lavoro) officially recognised these gains and the reality of workers self-organisation
within the factories by instituting the Factory Councils and the scala mobile (see note 24). The largest
outbreak of industrial unrest since 1920/21 soon spread to working class districts, where the emerging
women’s movement as well as the students (many of whom came from working class families) and the New
left groups became active in the self-organised neighbourhood committees (comitati di quartiere) which
organised rent and bill strikes, the self-reduction (autoriduzione) of transport prices and housing occupations
to demand an overall improvement in working class living standards.

2 1 agree with Lumley (1990, nl12, p45) on a preference for the use of the anglicised “operaism” and
“operaist” (which will be used in this thesis henceforward) rather than ‘workerism’ and ‘workerist’ “...since
the English [version] carries certain pejorative connotations which the Italian term does not”.

# Red Bandanas; used to hide their identity during internal factory demonstrations and spazzolate [sweepings]
against non-strikers, foremen and managers. See also case study in chapter 4.

* The expression coined for the State’s unsuccessful attempt to develop the Mezzogiorno’s economy in the
1960s by building huge industrial plants, such as the iron and steel works at Bagnoli, near Naples, in rural
areas without the necessary infrastructure or a trained work force.

% Literally, ‘escalator’; a sliding scale system that was supposed to protect wages against inflation through
automatic annual pay rises. It was considered to be one of the main gains made by the post-1968 workers
movement, but was gradually dismantled, with the acquiescence of the CGIL-CISL-UIL trade union
leadership, under the austerity policies of the late 1970s. Seen by neoliberal economists as a principal cause of
inflation itself, it was abolished by a decree of the Craxi government in 1984, a decision ratified by a
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referendum in 1985, characterised by low participation and little public discussion. Its abolition represented a
major defeat for the overall workers’ movement and deepened the PCI’s crisis.

** The issue of ‘practising communism in everyday life’ is one of the main differences between the Italian
Autonomia of the 1970s and the German Autonomen of the 1980s and 1990s, since most autonomi probably
remained living at home given the difficulties of squatting flats and economic survival outside the family,
while most autonomen probably live outside the family and in squatted communes and houses, given a more
extensive welfare state and greater tolerance of squatting. As a result, the politics of the personal and the need
to combat sexism and racism in everyday life as well as at the political level is more present in the Autonomen
than it was in Autonomia (Katsiaficas 1997).

27 Lavoro nero: the post-Fordist sector of precarious, short-term, low paid, deregulated and illegal sweatshop
labour now done by the extra-comunitari (non-EU) immigrants.

*® For an analysis of the decline in union and autonomous worker militancy in Fiat’s Mirafiori plant in Turin
during the mid to late 1970s, leading to the historical defeat of the 1980 strike, see Golden (1988). Her
resecarch work was sponsored by Laboratorio Politico, a PCI think tank journal founded by the ex-operaists
Asor Rosa, Cacciar1 and Tronti, to examine the PCI’s policy change towards the Factory Councils (CDF)
following its realisation of having lost hegemony, leading Lama and the leadership of the CGIL to decide to
redimension the CDFs’ powers as they could not be directed from above. The decision to delegitimise the
CDF coincided with a major capitalist offensive to restructure industrial production, introducing new
technologies which expropriated workers of their knowledge of the productive cycle and forcibly reimposed
factory hierarchies, using the instrument of the cassa integrazione (redundancy arrangement under which
workers received 90% of their salary for one year) to expel the most militant ‘vanguards’ (Interview with
Primo Moroni first published by Democrazia Proletaria (1989) and also by the Centro di Documentazione
Fausto e Jaio, Centro Sociale Leoncavallo, Milan, 4.01, [web:
http://www.ecn.org/leoncavallo/storic/moroni.htm].

# According to Ruggiero (1993), among the approximately 200 armed groups which proliferated during the
‘second wave’ of terrorism in the late 1970s, there were also several feminist armed organisations which
carried out armed actions against doctors who, as ‘conscientious objectors’, refused to carry out abortions in
the public sector while doing them clandestinely in the private sector.

** Introduced in 1975, before the terrorist upsurge of the Anni di Piombo (Years of Lead) of 1978-82, this
fiercely contested measure based on the unrepealed fascist Codice Rocco was the first in a raft of emergency
legislation still on the statute books today. It gave the police and carabinieri increased power to use lethal
g?rce, resulting in 350 deaths up to 1985, according to Balestrini and Moroni (1997, p661).

Scalzone and Persichetti (1999) nevertheless accuse Negri and other OWA intellectuals of rewriting their
opinion of the BR after their arrest in 1979 and later ‘disassociation’ from terrorism. For instance, they claim
that Negri temporarily collaborated with the BR in founding the journal Controinformazione in 1973,
although Negri (1988a) claims that he left as soon as he realised that the BR were involved. They conclude
that the ambivalence of Negri and others on the BR and terrorism has contributed to the failure to find a
?olitical solution to the 1970s and an amnesty for the remaining political prisoners and exiles.

* The acronym used to describe the triumvirate of Craxi, Andreotti and Forlani, which dominated institutional
politics in the 1980s. Bettino Craxi was the PSI leader (1976-1993) whose government of 1983-87 was one of
the more durable since 1945. He skilfully outmanoeuvred the PCI and became the DC’s closest ally in the
1980s, championing the introduction of Thatcherite neoliberal reforms. He became the most illustrious
political scalp of the ‘Clean Hands’ judicial crusade against corruption in business and politics, dying in exile
in Tunisia in 2000 before he could be extradited. Giulio Andreotti was the eminence grise of the DC regime,
leading various rightist coalition governments before being tried in the mid 1990s and eventually acquitted for
long suspected links with the Mafia. As Moro’s main rival within the DC, he was also suspected of indirectly
promoting his murder by insisting on a hard-line stance of non-negotiation with the BR after he was
kidnapped. Forlani was a senator, government minister and senior figure within the DC who gained notoriety
in the early 1990s by calling for a historical revision of the role of the Resistance in the liberation of Italy

from nazi-fascism and for criminal investigations to be carried out on a series of revenge killings of fascists in
1945 in the traditionally communist Emilia-Romagna region.

** The name given to the five-party coalition governments led by the DC and the PSI that dominated the
1980s.

* The influence of Heller (1974) on the Italian autonomists theoretical and political praxis was evident.
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CHAPTER TWO:
PERSPECTIVES - NEW SOCIAL MOVEMENTS, MARXISM AND AUTONOMIA

“We must recognise the working class not only as an object of exploitation, but also as an
object of power, not only as a passive subject constructed through the dispositives of
capitalist domination, but also, and above all, as the active subject that constitutes itself

and projects a new society starting from its own needs and desires.” (Michael Hardt')

1) Introduction

The aim of this chapter is to explore the development of new social movement theories
(NSMT), particularly those of Alberto Melucc1 (1980, 1981, 1984, 1985, 1988, 1989,
1994, 1996), an Italian sociologist and arguably the leading theoretician on new social
movements (NSM) from a primarily cultural, ‘post-Marxist’ perspective, and Manuel
Castells, (1977, 1978, 1983, 1997), a Spanish sociologist who has developed theories about
urban social movements from a principally political, ‘pro-Marxist’ viewpoint (Buechler
1995) in order to have an overview of the most relevant social theories informing this
research project. I will then outline the debate between various forms of Marxism and
NSMT, particularly over the ‘newness’ and historical significance of the NSMs, as well as
within Marxism itself over this contentious issue. Finally, I will outline my own

perspective on new social movements that will underpin the analysis of Autonomia in this

thesis.

2) New social movement theories: Touraine, Melucci and Castells

In the following section, I will compare the main new social movement theorists and their
rival schools of thought 1n the study of collective action to identify better the potential
lacunae that offer space for new research. I concentrate on NSMT as it has focussed on the
Western European social movements of the last 40 years and, as a form of post-Marxism,

has the issue of social class closer to its theoretical core than other social movement

theories. First, however, 1t 1s necessary to briefly outline the main sociological approaches
to the study of social movements in order to place NSMT within an overall analytical
framework. Resource mobilisation theory (RMT) has been the dominant paradigm in North
America since it challenged the functionalist precepts of Smelser’s collective behaviour

theory (CBT) in the 1960s. McCarthy, Zald and Tilly are among its main exponents and its
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central premise is that “rational actors [engage] in instrumental action through formal
organisation to secure resources and foster mobilisation” (Buechler 1995, p441). Another
predominantly North American theoretical perspective is social constructionism, based on
the works of Snow, Benford, Gamson and Hunt. It brings a “symbolic interactionist
approach to the study of collective action by emphasising the role of framing activities and
cultural processes in social activism” (ibid.). The European NSMT of Castells, Touraine,
Habermass and Melucci, developed as “a response to the inadequacies of classical
Marxism for analyzing collective action [due to its] economic [and] class reductionism”
(Buechler 1995: 441-2). NSMT looks instead to “other logics of [collective] action based
in politics, ideology, and culture outside political economy and the sphere of production”,
as well as “other sources of [collective] identity such as ethnicity, gender and sexuality
beyond the industrial proletariat” (Buechler 1995, p442). Buechler concludes that there are
two essential types of NSMT, a political version whose ‘general orientation’ is ‘pro-
Marxist’ (Castells), and a cultural version whose general orientation 1s ‘post-Marxist’
(Melucci). The contribution of the fourth main theoretical stream on NSMs, political
process theory, a more recent attempt to combine RMT’s focus on the ‘how” of collective
action with the ‘why’ focus of NSMT by emphasising the relationship between NSMs and
the state, will be discussed in the concluding chapter since its principal exponents, Tarrow,

della Porta and Diani, have closely analysed the Italian NSMs, including Autonomia.

All versions of NSMT share a model of “societal totality”, which Buechler (1995, p447)
defines as an “attempt to theorize a historically specific social formation as the structural
backdrop for contemporary forms of collective action”, and which is “perhaps [its] most
distinctive feature”. In the political version this societal totality is “advanced capitalism”
whose “image of power” 1s “systemic” and “centralised’’, while in the cultural version it is
the “information society” whose image of power is “diffuse” and “decentralised” (ibid.).
The political analysis is state-oriented at the macro and meso levels, while the cultural
analysis is more meso and micro level, being focused on civil society and everyday life.
Regarding movement activity, the cultural version claims that collective action “eschews

strategic concerns in favour of symbolic expressions”, while the political version sees it as

retaining a “role for instrumental action towards strategic goals” (ibid.).

On the debate over whether NSMs are demonstrably ‘new’ or just the contemporary

versions of ‘old’ movements that existed throughout the 20" century if not since the 1789
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French Revolution (Tarrow 1991 and Brand 1990), both the political and cultural versions
of NSMT reject this viewpoint. The former posits their ‘newness’ by recognising their
antagonistic role without rejecting that of working-class movements, while the latter
regards them as having displaced working-class movements as the dominant form of
collective action. Regarding the question of ‘movement orientations’, of whether NSMs
are ‘reactive’ or ‘progressive’, the cultural version sees new movements as defensive and
rejects the category of ‘progressive’, but the political version of NSMT claims a potential
for progressive orientations if the NSMs are allied with working-class movements. On the
evaluation of movements, the political stance sees political movements as the most radical
and cultural movements as apolitical, while the cultural overview sees cultural movements
as the most radical and political movements as co-optable. As for the ‘social base’ of the
NSMs, the cultural version of NSMT has “analyzed [this] in terms of nonclass
constituencies or issues and ideologies”, and the political “in class terms via contradictory

locations, new class, or middle class” (Buechler 1995, p457).

By comparing the strengths and weaknesses of the political and the cultural versions of

NSMT, I aim to identify some of the lacunae in NSMT’s approach to such hybrid and
anomalous movements as Autonomia. Starting from their general orientations, both the
pro-Marxist (political) or post-Marxist (cultural) versions assume an orthodox, Leninist,
version of Marxism, directed towards the state and a vanguardist model of political party-
promoted social change based on the industrial working class. This conflation ignores
recent neo-Marxian theories of the state and social transformation that problematicise
orthodox Marxism as much as NSMT has sought to do, but from the Marxist perspective of
political economy, none more so than Italian autonomist Marxism®. In fact, NSMT and
particularly its post-Marxist variant have been criticised for their over-hasty abandonment
of political economy, based on “generalisations made from very partial views of only
certain movements™ (Adam 1993, p316). Adam concludes that theory on NSMs needs to

include the political economy of social movements and that theoreticians need to “learn

from the analyses generated by theses movements themselves” (ibid.).

Regarding the societal totalities outlined by all forms of NSMT, the cultural version of
NSMT's ‘information society’ presents the production, symbolic coding and distribution of
information, knowledge and culture as the line of social demarcation rather than classical

sociological or Marxist concepts of social class based on socio-economic categories. This
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approach focuses on the centrality of cultural modes and norms in collective action and
identity, but understates the role of perceived or real social and economic marginalisation
processes in the mobilisation of new social movements. With its idea of power as
decentralised and diffused throughout civil society, the ambiguous relationship between
NSMs and the state, based on negotiation and confrontation, integration and repression, 1s
also minimised. For the political version of NSMT, ‘advanced capitalism’ is the societal
totality and power is seen as systemic and centralised, tying in with structuralist and
orthodox Marxist views of the capitalist state as the embodiment of power against which
NSMs must construct instrumental actions towards strategic goals in an essentially
defensive stance. Herein there is a link back to the cultural version via Habermas’ notion of
NSMs as defensive phenomena seeking to defend private and public lifeworlds from
colonisation by the state and the capitalist economy, although he does recognise a resultant
state legitimisation crisis (Habermas 1981). The result is that the cultural version of NSMT
recognises the subjectivity of NSMs and their diffused cultural power within civil society
but as essentially de-politicised phenomena devoid, or even wary of transformational force

vis-a-vis the economy and the state.

Conversely, the political version identifies the political struggle of collective action for

objective counter-power, with the state as its interlocutor and society and the economy as
the site of this contestation, if in an objectifying state-oriented mode. It minimises,
however, the ‘everyday’ sphere of cultural experiences and intersubjectivity that can lead
to mobilisation, form collective identities, drive contestation and constitute the ‘newness’
of NSMs compared to the ‘old’ social movements based principally on the organisations of
the industrial working classes. What is needed, therefore, 1s a theory of new social
movements that seeks to venfy the extent of both their internal subjective cultural power
within civil society at the micro and meso level of analysis and their external objective
political power versus the state and the economy at the meso and macro level of analysis.
Such a theory could then be used to enter the four principal debates that Buechler (1995)
has identified on, firstly, the ‘newness’ of the NSMs; secondly, whether they are
progressive, reactive or purely defensive; thirdly, whether cultural or political movements
are the most radical; and lastly, whether their social base is composed of ‘contradictory
locations’, ‘new middle classes’, ‘non-class constituencies’ or social agglomerations

around issues and ideologies. The question of the social composition of NSMs is central to
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the debate between NSMT and various Marxisms over their significance 1n contemporary

social conflict.

3) Marxism and new social movement theories

The debate between Marxism and NSMT over the legitimacy and efficacy of the model of
the new social movement as a method of explaining the intensification of social conflict in
Western societies since the late 1960s has been reinvigorated since the Fall of the Berlin

Wall and the consequent collapse of ‘real’ socialism, giving rise to neoliberal theories
about the ‘end of hiétory’, meaning the end of class struggle. This debate 1s central to the
analysis of a social movement such as Autonomia, a part of which came from the Italian
dissident Marxist ‘operaist’ tradition, while another ‘creative’ element attempted to go
beyond Marxism. NSMT's critique of the Marxist analysis of class struggle can itself be
described as a form of post-Marxism, attacking classical Marxism’s analysis of class-based
social conflict with the post-industrial thesis, according to which post-war systemic
changes have precipitated the end of the capital - labour conflict as the central
contradiction of contemporary society. The birth of the welfare state and the public
services-based ‘new middle class’ in the 1950s and 1960s, the supposed social base of the

NSMs, has displaced the industrial working class as the main actor in social antagonism.

Touraine (1977, 1982, 1985, 1988, 1992) rejects classical Marxism's economic and political
determinism, according to which the development of productive forces and the dynamic of
class relations inevitably give rise to social and political conflict. He also criticises its denial
of the multiplicity of concemns and conflicts within movements, leading to a construction of
the image of movements as homogenous actors with a high level of strategic ability. He
claims that classes are not defined only in relation to a system of production, a basic tenet of
Marxism, and that there has been a shift in the principal arena of conflict from the economic
to the cultural field. His theories are equally opposed to both functionalist ideas of
‘collective behaviour’ and Marxist theories of social life, which both reduce social action to
structure, integrative in the case of functionalism or conflictual in Marxism. According to
his post-industrial programmed society theory, new social classes have replaced capitalists
and workers as the central actors of conflict. The category of social movement, “an agent of
conflict for the social control of the main cultural patterns” (Touraine 1985, p785), defines
both the rules by which society functions and determines the specific goal of sociology. His

‘social movement society’ thesis states that society is the product of reflective social action
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