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- This pamphlet is based. on a talk gi-ven by Paut Cardan at Tunbridgeuiells, Kent, in May 1965"

In ihis talk Card.an deals with a number of subjects not often d.ealtwith in the context of trevolutionaryr politics. ile ciscusses the profoundcrisis in the values of oursoci.ety aad the interlocking crises in science,in education and" in the meaning and. organizatton of work. He makes somernteresting observations on the crisi.s in j-nterpersonal relationships(relations betvreen the sexes and between parents and chilcren) ana-ln nowpeople react to ii. Iie examines the revolt of young people against theinstitutionali2ed nj-ghtmare around. thern and the si6niiicance of theirrefusal to be fitted into the little compartments of the great bureaucraticpyrand-d, alrocated to them by their relders and bettersr.
The author doe-q not deal lvlth the state of world economy, with thefalU-ng rate of profit (or proph"i"j, *iti, trr" shi-fts in the internationalbalaace of power, cr with tt" irr"reasing irrelevance of a fragmentedtradltional left. Instead he atter:ipts io exa.n:-ine some of the molecularpllocesses at work in contemporary society, processes which are both mouldingand subverting it, but certainly changing'ils face beyond recognition":

These changes are beginning to generate tensions and to define nevrareas of struggle not envisaged in the schemas of the traditional socj-atistmovement. One cantt even begin to understand events such as the Comritteeof 1oO at i-ts peak, Berkeley 1)64, or Amsterdam 1965, within the frameworkof trad'itional sociah-st ideas" Trad,itional socj-alists merely echobourgeois thinking when they denounce the tsenseless and meaningless anger
and, frustration'l of tnon-politicatr young people, who having full bellies,should at least behave themselves. rn* i"ia:tional left cannot grasp thesignificance of such events because it sees the only dynamic for socialchange in the ta.narchy of the capitalist market' ani in capitalismrsallegedly tinevitabler tendency to keep wages at a mininum and the vastmajority of tl.e populatj-on at a level of consumption which barely ensuresthelr biological survj-val, For the traditional l-eft, capitalism meansslumps, slumps mean starvation - a starvation which will- sornehow generatesocialist consciousness" It is difficul-t to conceive of an ideology wideroff the mark -" or more contemptucus of the real aspirations of modern
man.



3'ew ttrlags epitomize more dramatically the irelevance of the
trad,j-tional Left - as far as both revolutionary thought and revolutionary
action are concerneh .- .. than its geparation of the problens of politics
from the problems of everyday life..''This eqsay j-s an attenpt to bridge
thls gap. Industryirenaj-ns ioi'-us the most inportant area of struggle,
but nothing that happens in moderrr society should be beyond the concern
of the nodern revoluti,onarJr. That so.rouch of wha_t.goes on around us stilI
seens to be alien to us.ilriia syrhptom-of our ovrn poli.tical a]Lenati.ont
which it is high time we stdrted.consci-ous1y to overcome.

This pamphlet deals with just oae aspect of our ideas. To
see the problem as a whol-e, read3

fEE MEAIYING OF SOCIALISM. by Paul- Cardan, What is a socialist
rad.iction i.n capitalist productioa.

SociaList values.'. A restatement of socialist objectives. The
case for workerst management of producti.on. 1Od.

SOCIA.IISM OR eAReARfSM. The nature of modern society. The
generation of the traditionaL left.

A basis for a revolut{onary, Llbertarian regrouping. 9d"

MODEfiI{ CAPIfAIISM AND REVOLUTION. by Paul. Cardan. A funda-
1 left. The ProbI-ens of oul

society (bureaucratization, poJ-itical apathy, allenation in
production, coneumption and lej-sure). What ane revolutionary
poJ-itics tod.ay. 4/la. ,

OTHER SOLIDIIRITY .PAMFT{LETS

THE I,ABOUR GOVERNi'{ENT VERSUS THE DOChERS 1945:1911" Govern-
ow j.t was

done last time) with an introduction on the Dev1in Report. 1Od.

MOUNT ISA (!h9_-Great Queensland Strikg)" .by Bretta Carthey
a;.d-Em-Tot ispute itr postwar Austra-
lian history. 2ooo miners against the employers, the state
authorities and the bureaucrats of the Australian Workers
union " t/ST7

VIPTNAM. by Bob Potter. Useful background information on all
ffie-Ifrticipants. The revolutionary socialist case. 9d.

KRONSTAD'I, 1g?1. by Vj-ctor Serge. An erstwhile supporter of
ffie-exanines the facts and draws disturbing
conclusions. 9d.
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INTP.ODUCTION

The theme of the discu.csi$n today is tthe crisis of modern societyt.
I would. like to start by evoking what appears to be a fantastic paradox con-
cerning modern industrial soeiety and the way people U-ve and act in it. It is
the contradiction betr'reen the apparent omnipotence of humanity over its
physical environment (the fact that iechnique is becoming nore and more power-
fuI, that physical conditions are increasingly controlled, that we are able to
extract nore and moreeneigy fron matter) and, on the other hand, the tremend.ous
chaos and sense of impotence concerning the proper affairs of society, the
human affairs, the tray social systems r,rork, etc.

Let me gilre one or two examples. Today a scj-entist can te1l you
roughly how many galaxi-es exist viithin a rad.ius of 6 billion light-years from
the solar system. But I4r llacrnillan, then Prime Minister, did not know what was
happening next doors, during the Profumo affair. This nay seem just a joke but
it epitomizes the whole situation in a rather striking manner. In the same way
we are able to extract enormous amounts of energy out of tiny bits of matter,
yet if in a factory or any other organization bosses try to extract one
additional rnovement from the workers there is tremendous resistance, and even-
tually they may not succeed.

This is not to say that from the point of view of what one might call
the t internal environmentr of society there have not been changes, in some
sense even big, progressive changes. So calLed prosperity is nore general than
it.was (ttiougtr one oughi to see ilore precisely what this prosperity eonsists
o-i,). There is a spreading of cul-ture. There is an expanding society. f'here
is better health and so on. But here we meet a second paradox. ft is that
this socieiy r'ihich produces so mueh - and where the population has, to some
extent, a share in this expansion of weal-th - that thi-s society which has
apparently created less cruel living conditions for most of the people who live
in it, does not preseni an i-mage of greater satisfaction, of greater happiness
for a greater nu-nber of people. People are dissatisfied, people are grtrmbling,
people are protesti-ng, constant conflicts exist. Even if dissatisfaction takes
on different forms, this richer and more prosperous society possibly contains
more tensions vtithin it than most other societies we have known in history.

These parad.oxes offer a first,,vay of d"efining the crisis of modern
society. 3ut this is a superficial vray of looking at the phenomena which con-
front u.s. Tf we go a bit deeper, wefIl see that the crisis manifests itself at
all levels of -"oeial life.

?, THE CRISIS OF VALUE S

Letrs start from an aspect which traditional Marxj-sts consider just part
of the rsuperstrrrcturet of society, as a derived and secondary phenomenon, but
t^rhich i+e consider to be very important, ie the erisis of social and hurnan
-ra1ues.
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No society can exist r:rithout a set of values which are recognj-zed in
practi-ee and adhered to by the quasi-totality of its members. The problem here
is not to know if these values are right or wrong - or whether they conceal
real mechanisms whereby some people succeed. in exploiting others. For the
cohesion, for the working c,f all the societies ,*e have known - even of soeie-
ties divided into classes - such a set of values has proved necessary. They
are what constantly orients the actions and notives of people and. makes them
cohere into a social whole. This function cannot be ensured just by violence
or coercion, nor even just by the penal 1aw, which says tyou ought not to do
thisr otherwise you go to prisont. There must be something more. After all
the law only states what is prohibited. It cannot provid.e positive motives,
a positive orientation enabling people to fill the content of social'life.

d.iminish the importance of the phenomenon) that such a set of values, sueh a
system of accepted goals and common beliefs as to whai is right and what is
wrongr what ought to be done or not done (irrespective of rrhat the penal Iaw
says) hardly exists any more in today's society

There was a problem in all societies, in all historical phases, about
the place of man in the world anci about the meaning of life in society and of
life in general. Ey"ry period of history attempted to give an answer to these
questions. The problem.here is not r+hether these answers were right or wrong
but the mere fact that an answer was forthcoming gave a cohesion, a sense of
purpose, a sense of meaning to the people living in these periods. But today
there i.s no clear answer. We know very well that religious values are out,
for all purposes practically finished. What used. to be cal.led noral values
(inasmuch as they can be distinguished from religious vaLues) are also practi-
caIly finished. Are there really any aceepted noral stand.ard.s left in todayts
society?

At the level of officiality, of the powers that be, of the press, etc,
there is just an official hypocrisy which al-uost explicitly recognizes itsel-f
as sheer hypocrisy, and does ;rot even take its own standard.s seriously. And j.n
society at large there is an extremely r^ridespread cynicism, constantly fed by
the examples provided by social life (scandaLs and so on). fhe general j.d.ea is
that you can do anythi-ng and that nothing is wrong, provided you ean get away
with lt, provid.ed that you are not caught.

What in Western Europe had appeared, for some time to be a sort of uni-
versal value welding society together, narnely the idea of the nation, of
national power, of national grand.eur, j-s no ionger an accepted. value. What was
after all its reaL basis - or the pretence of a reaL basis - has disappeared.
fn the past it was often a mystification when great nations pretend.ed. that they
were playing inportant roles i-n world affairs. Bqt today no nation can claim
this except for America and Russia. And even for them this I leading role in
world affairsr is clearly seen as being just an entanglenent in the inpasse of
nuclear power.

Could knowledge or art provide values for society tod.ay? First of all
let us not forget that knowled.ge or art are important or have meaning, at least
today, for only very limited strata of the popu'l,ation. More generally, in his-
tory, wherever art has, played a role in social 1ifp, it has never been as an



end j-n itself" ft has been as part of a community which was expressing its life
rn thls art, This was the case in the Elizabethan period. ft was the case in
the Renaissance. It rrras the case in Ancient Greece. The Greeks or the people
during the Renaissance did not live for art, but they put great value into their
art because they recognized themselves and their problens in it. Their whole
life had a meaning which was expressed in its highest forq in this artistic

1{hat about knowledge? Again in the strict sense, it is limited. today to
a small minority. And there is a tremendous crisis developing in science. This
has follor,r'ed the increasing division within particular sptreres of knowledge,
the increasing specialization, the fact that a scientist today is necessrrify
someone who knoi+s more and more about less and less. At. least a&ong scientists
rvho. take a broad -';ievr tliere is a deep feeling of crisis in ielation to what
e,ven yesterday was considered to be the solid basi-s of factual knowledge.
Newton thought he was disco.reri.ng eternal truth, that he.was read.ing a page outof the eternal book of nature or of God's ereation. Today po scieniist-
believes that in discovering a llawr he'is discovering an eternal tnrth. He
only knows that he will p""hupu be the object of threJ Lines in a history of
phys-ics oi of chemistry where.it r^rill be said ?attempts to explain the pecu-
liarities of thi,s experiment by trt. in 1965; provided some tropes that led. to
theory X. This however was later superseded by the construction of theories
Y and Z,t

S,:'ientists themselves, like Oppenheimer for instance, are dranatically
a"ware of .yet another aspect of the crisis.' It is that with this. specializa-
tion they have not only isolated themsel-ves from the whole of society but that
they have also isolated themselves from each other. There is no longer any
scientific community with a common }ang.""Ce. As soon as you go leyona the . ,limits of a speciality, people,cannot'rea11y communicate, beeause there i" so
-r-itt:t e common ground.

\rihat is happening, in these circumstances? ltrhat values today does
society propcse to its citizens? The only value which surrrives is consrmption.
The acquisition of more and more, of newer and newer things is supposed com-pletely to fill peoplers lives, to orient their efforts, to make them stick to
worl<, etc. I wonrt clirrelI much on all this, which you all know very well . ftll
only stress how much al-I thj-s - even as a mystification - is only a partial and
unsatisfactory answer. Already t.oday people cannot fill their lives just by
working to earp more money, in ord^er to buy a more modern TV set and so on and
so forth. This is fel-t more and more. The profound reason for this feeling is
of course that in its content this consumption d.oes not express organiq human
needs. It is more and more manipulated, so that purchases can becelme,in outletfor the ever-gt'owing rnass production of consumer goods. fhis whofe pattern of
existenee almost by deflnition becomes absurcl. The vaLue which having newer
and more ihinns can possess is caught up in a process of perpetual seif-
refutation. It has no end. The only point is to have something more, some-.
thing newer. Peop1e become aware of what ln the USA is now ca]led the rrat
ra3er. You just try to earn more so that you can consume more than the neigh-
bor-'.rs. You somehow value yourself more than the neighbours because you have
a h:Lgher consumption standard, and so on.



3. WORK

Now 1et us try to see hor,r the crisis manifests itself in the sphere of
peoplers activity. We can start first of all by examining what has happened" to
work.

Since the beginning of capitalism the permanent tendency has been to
destroy work as a meaningful activity. 'u,/hat previ-ous1y might have been the
relation of say the peasant to his 1and, or of the artisan to the object he was
making, has been progressively destroyed with the industrial revolution, with
the division of labour, with the chaining of people to extremely partial as-
pects of the production process. Together with this has developed" the constant
and ever growing attempt by eapitalist firms, and now by the oanagerial bureau-
craeyr to intervene more and more d.eeply into the labour process. They seek to
direct 1t from the outside, not only to direct the final results of the work,
the ends and the method.s of production, but even precisely to define the ges-
fures of the workers through time study, through motion strrdy, etc. This has
been established practice now, in ltrestern industry, for over half a century.
The meaning of work has not only been destroyed so to speak from the obiective
side. Nobody any longer produces a thing, an object. People just produce com-
ponents, the preci-se destination of which is often unknown to them. The
meaning of work has also been destroyed. on the sub.iective side, in the sense
that even when producing a bit, at least in the system as it exists, you are
not supposed to have a say as to how to produce this particular bit.

Now this development, this destruction of the meaning of work (which is
a necessary concomitant of the whole system) has very important effects. It
manifests itself as a subjective alienation of the worker from the r,rork process,
through the fact that the worker feels both like an outsider and at the same
time like a manipulated person. It also manifests itself socially, one could.
almost say objectively, because, despite all, modern production requires the
active participation of men both as individuals and as groups.

The real subject of modern production is less and less the lndividual
worker, It is the group, the team of workers. Now at this level you again
have the same phenomenon. The existing management of production does not want
to accept the fact that the real unit of the work is more and more a team, a
collectivity, because the resistance of a group to imposed ruLes of work and to
attempts to destroy the meaning of work is greater. It is much easier to mani-
pulate people at the individual 1eveI. A contradiction i.s engendered.

The crisis of mod.ern work is not only expressed as misery on the part
of the worker, but as an objective impasse of the production process. Modern
production reqires the active participation of men both as ind.ivid.uals and as
groups. Yet the methods r^rhieh are necessarily established by the system as it
functions today, seek to d.estroy this very participation at the same time as
they require it. the manifestations of this phenomenon are both an immense
waste in production and elso a perrnanent conflict in ind.ustry, between people
who merely carry out instmctions and those who direct them.

6
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4 PCLIT ICAL ALIENATION

Now let us pass to another sphere: the sphere of politics. Everybodyis familiar with the erisis of polit:."". rt has been talked about for a longtime, under the term rapathyr. what i" ,puirry and what are its roots?
After a certain historical development both the State and various otherinstitutions (rite 1oca1 government) ;;ffi; inc"easingly bureaucratized, likeeverythlng else in modern society. Political organizat:-ons - not only thebourgeois, conservative political organizations, but the political organi-zations created by the working-class to struggle against the:r-rling crass andtheir State - and even the triae unj.ons ,"ru"i.rrrorved in this process. rrre-spective of its other aspects, this bureaucratization meant that people wereexcluded from running, tniir own affairs. 

lasvrvrr usou{' '/rlaL peep'Le were

The fate of trade unions is now more or less reft to appointed officials,to people elected for long periods. fhese people act in such a way that therank and file are prevented from expressing their views. They are preventedfrom having any genuine activity wiinin thI union. fhe rank and file serve asa sort of support, paying fees-and. obeying ord.ers. trrom tine to time they areeven" given orders to strike. But they arJntt supposed. to have a rear say inall this' By a natural reaction the rank and file estranges itself from theorganization, be it the trade unj.on or the.party.

I donrt know how far this has already gone in Britain, but on the conti-nent lre are familiar with trad"e union branch ieet:.ngs where the two or threeappointed officiars turn up and perhaps half a dozen other persons, out of 200people who were supposed to be there.- Now, of course, ruhen this happens a sortof vicious circle is set up. The bureaucru"y-rrgr"", tyou see! we call uponpeople to come along and discuss their affairs. They d.on?t! somebody has totake over to sorve ar-r these problems. so we do it. we do it fqr then, notfor our own sake.] -This is partly propaganda and self-justification by thebureaucracy but it is also partly trrre. what is not usually seen is that thisvicious circle always started at some specific point where ihe wish and tendencyof people actively to participate, to tate over their own affairs, .lras opposedand finally destroyed- b;r tne wi-rr of the bureaucracy, using arl the means at itsdisposal.

The same thing happens in the purely political organirations. These arebureaucratized' tl", treep people away from active participation exeept i.nperiods of rcrisisr when the ruler" *.y suaaenry call on people to he1p. fhis isexactly what d.e Gaulle did in France, in 19G0. He appealed over the radio:rHelp rne against the revolt in Algiers!t or 
"orrru" he had previously produced.a constitution, whereby the populrtio, would be kept firmly in place for T years.Then, just like that, when a-"ri"i* arose, he called for help. Dicr. he erpectpeople to take the equivalent of their Morris }tirror" to the airports, and helpfight the parachutists from Algiers? ----- --'i

fhere is a growing consciousness in the population at large that poriticstoday is just a manipulati-on of people, a manipitrtion of society to servespeeific interests, The phras.g;tiruy are all;h" 
";;; u"";;"i;;ich you oftenhear rapathetict or 'non--poiiti_cal-' people *"*) 

""presses first ;i..ii;;-;;;"._
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tive truth. ft also expresses, as a first approximation, a very correct atti-
tud.e. It has been perceived., after all, that those who conpete to rule society
are all part of the same gang.

This was even reco gnized., during the 1959 General Election, by the
serious bourgeois press (papers like the Economist'and the Guard.ian). Th"y 

"orr-plained that there was no d.iscernible difference between tir" tory arrd Labour
progranmes. This was very bad, because the beauty of British democracy was thatit worked on a system of two parties. But in order to have two parties you nust
h1t" .@igg which makes the two parties rea11y two, and. nol;ust two,faces of
the same gang. There must be sone real differences, at least in what they say,if not in what they do. Today-Gse ?differencesr are less and less.

What is the end result? Parties (and, in the ease of the USA, presidents)
cannot clain support on the basis of ideas or of programmes. Presidents orparties are now sold to the populati.on, like various brands of toothpaste. Anrimager of Kennedy, or of Johnson, of Sir Alec or of Wilson is created. public
rblations experts ask themselves rfsnrt Wil-son' corning over as too nuch.of an
egghead.? Shouldnrt he say something or .other to eomect this lmpression? What
should he do to get support from that 5% sector of the electorate who reallylikes Sir Alec because he is rather stupi-d and who donrt want a Prine Minister
who is too clever? Should.ntt llilson try to say sonething stupid next ti4e?t

fn the end politics becomes praetically undistinguishable from any other
form of advertising or sale of products. In this respect the products are im-material, though they. matter in other respects

I will not dweII on the fact that all this does not just create a sub-jective crisis. It isntt just that we resent' the fact that society is 1rn thisway. A11 this has objective repercussions. In an Italian town, during the
Renaj.ssanee, a tyrant might have sueceeded in keeping the population cowed.. But
a modern society, riith its established n;les'and deep-going institutions, cannot
be nanaged. on this basis, even from the point of view of the ml-ers themselves,
It cannqt be zr.rn with the total abstention of the population from any interven-
tion or anv control in politics, fc,r there is then no control by the reality on
the politici-ans. . They run amok and. the result is, for instance, Suez. Here
again the crisis impinges.upon, the workings of society itself

5. FAM I LY RELATICNSHI PS
Another fie1d in tthich the crisis manifests itself very deeply is that

of family relatiorrships. We all know.the big changes which have been going on
in this respect. the traditional stand.ards, the morality, the behaviour which
characterized the patriarchal family and r^ihich pre.railed in Western Europe tiII
the turn of the centuly are breaking d.own. The pivotal factorr' namely the
authority of the man, of the father, is breaking doun. sex morals, as they
existed, are disintegrating. The relations between parents and child.ren, as
they existed traditionally, are being nore and. more disrupted. And. in a cer-
tain sense nothing is put in their place

We ought to stop for a mj.nute and seek to qnderstand irhat ihis really
mesns. 1.would like to be elearly und.erstood. 0f course the patriarehal
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family and'the correspondi-ng moral-s were, from our point of v-iew, absurd, in-human, alienated. Thatrs one l-evel of discussion. But at a deeper ]evel, thequestion is not of our judgment. A society eannot function haruoniously unlessrelations between men and women and the uptringing of children are somehorqregulated. (r don't mean, of course, a mechanistic, legal ,"gr_rutiJ")";;";'*annerwfrich allows people really to live their lives as individuals of one sex withthe other, in a f,lanner r,ihich al-lows new gener,ations to be procreated. and broughtup without coming into conflict with the existing social arrangernents.

This tfunctionalf aspect of the family existed. in the patriarehal family.I,t etisted, or could have existed, in.a matriarchal family. ft exists j-n aMoslem polyga-noic family. The question here is not of naking judgments. Inthese societies- there were ways of solving - and noi just legalistically so1-ving - the problen of relatlons between man and woman, between parents andchildren' These methods combined the 1egal aspects, the economic aspects, thesexual aspects and deeper psychological Trrrri--or" might ca]l tire F;;i;;iaspects of the creation of new human bei-ngs, more or Less adapted to the exis*ting form of social life. But tod.ay what"r,ras providing this type of cohesion,nauely, the traditional patriarchal fanily, is more and more broken down. And.with it are broken down all its concomitants: trad.itional sex morals, trad.i-tional relations between the father and mother, traditional relations betweenparents and children.

At first sisht nothing elnerges to replace the traciitional concepts.This creates'an enormous crisis which manifests itself in some read.lly d.is-cernible fo:ms like the breaking=up of families, the homeless children, thetremendous probl-em of youth today, the rblousons noirs' (;;;; ;;-;;;"")] ut".All this goes extremely deep. In a certain sense what is at stake here is thevery problen of the continuation of society. T donr t mean just biologicalreproduetion, but the reproduction of perstnali-ties, having a certain relationto their envi-roninent.

From the point of view of the uhole neru.s of problems that exist aroundthe family, sex' parents, children, men and women and so on, noboriy knows forcertain what he or she is expected. to do. -v^Ihat is his or her role? Whatrforinstance, is the place of thel{oilan in todayrs society? you can make her oneof fifteen wives in a harem, you can make her the victorian matron, you canmake her the Greek woman in the g]maeceun, but somehow or other she has to havea certain place in society. You can say" as Hitler did, that her place is inthe kitchen with the chlldren and/or in church. This is coherent. It is in-human, it is barbaric, but it is coherent. But what is the place of the womanin tod'ayts society? Is it to be just like a man, uith a small physical diffe-rence? Is she to be a person ivho has to work most of the time? 0r is sheprimarily a wife and mother? 0r is she both? And can she be both? rs itfeasible? Is soclety creating the conditions whereby this would becomefeasible? Total uncertainty about these matters createp a tremendous crisj-sconcerning the status and even'the personality of womon. rt creates a completedisorientation which IiteralIy and immediately affects fnen. Ivlen, have a sortof privilege in this respect, in the sense tnat ttrey appear nore or less tocontinue in their traditionar role. They are outsider. ea:,ning a riving. Butthatts a fallacious appearanee, beeause raen and r,romen in this respeet are ab-stractions. What happens to women affeets roen. You canr b define the twobeings except in relation to each other.



10

fhe most d.ramatic effect of this uncertainty is upon the younger gene-
ratj-ons. Through largely unconscious mechanisns, about which we know somethi-ng
today, thanks to Sigmund Freud, children take models, identify themselves with
this or that parental figure according to sex. Perhaps they even do this in a
wider fanily context than just in relation to the biological father and mother.
But this presupposes that developing ehildren find. before them a woman-aq.other
and a man-father with patterns of behaviour, attitudes and roles which even if
not d.efined in black and white neverthel-ess correspond to something fairly
clear and certain. Inasmuch as all this is raore and more questioned. in todayt s
society, children cannot grow up with the help of this process of identifi--
cation, a process which is partly necessary, though it can be seen as aliena-
ting as weIl. Development today is not, as before, helped by the parental
figures.

the child was helped by these figures. In a certain sense it chose out
of thea what corresponded to its own nature. At any rate it used. to find. a
structured character, e person ln the deepest sense of the word, in front of it.
The child used to develop in relation to these persons even if, as in previous
generations, it struggled against them. But today the situatlon is like a haze.
fhere is increasing uncertainty as to what a man and a woman reaJ-1y are, in
their reeiproeal polar d,efinitions, as to what their roles are, as to what the
relations between them should be.

An imnediate consequence is, of course, the total uncertainty which
d-ominates rel-ations between parents and child.ren. There are stil1 families
where the old autarchic, pa,triarchal attitud.es and habits prevail, where the
remnants of the o1d ideas persist, where parents have a sort of master power
over the children, Even more, the fanily is stil1 sometimes seen as an object
in the possession of the father, of the paterfamil-ias. fhj.s was the attitud.e
of the Ronans but in fact it persisted in Western Europe for a very long ti-ne.
In a certain sense, the children and" even the wife existed for the father. He
could do with them what he wanted, what he liked. !,Iith linitations, this atti-
tude perslsts in some quarters, 0f course it comes into conflict w:ith the
attitud.es of children and. young people today, of the teenagers, who are in
revolt against it.

In other fami-lies, there is the opposite extreme: disintegration.
Child.ren just grow up. The parents play no role whatsoever, except perhaps
providing pocket money, shelter and food.. One d.cesnrt see what on earth they
are there for, once they have procreated the children. fn these conditions one
might as well say r let us nationalize the child.ren as soon as they are born.t .
fn a certain sense the role of the parental couple in relation to the ehildren
has d.isappeared,

In the najority of instances condibions are somewhere in between. The
parents are in perplexlty, not knowing what to do and often giring brltal alter-
nate strokes of the wheel to left or right, in their attempts to guide the
ed.ucation of the children. They are ?Iiberalt one d.ay, And the next day they
are shouting: rThis is enough. From tomoroi+ you will be in at 7 otclock every
evening.r Then, of course, there is a erisis. And. after the crisis they nake
concessions. And so on and so forth.
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today will easily un$erstand that unless sonething happens the effects wiII be
muIti.pIied. to the nth d.egree, when the children of tod.ay will have to produce
and. bring up children of thei,r own.

.

€ E DUCAT ION
There is an equi.valent to all this in the problem of education. fhe

traditional relationship; well expressed in the words tmasterr andrpupilt, is
bei.ng d.isrupted.. It is less and ]ess tolerated by young people. The teacher
or professor is no longer in the.real position of master towards the class, as
he still was 10 years ago. But in the existing system it is impossible to
shift over to another relationship. It ls inpossible rea1ly to admit a new
reLationship between ad.uLts and children.

Although the adult is ndcessary for the ed.ucation of the children this
relationship must be shaped in a completely new way. the child.ren's community
ought to be able to ac'quire the capacity to manage its own affairs, and even in
a certain sense to manage its ovrn proeess of education, only having adults
there to learn from, to borrow from and, in a sense, to use. Some attempts at
modern pedagogy recogni-ze all this but their attempts are limited by the whole
social framework. We have a crisis in e'ducation in this respect.

We also have a crisis in education in another respect, nanely in reLation.
to the content of education. fhis is not just the crisis in the relations be-
tween educator and educated. It is a crisis concerning what education is about.

fn the 19th century there r^ras sonething in the conduet and content of
education.whieh correspond.ed more or less to a neat divisj-on of socief,y into
c1asses.. For the ehildren of the,rhighert classes you had the humanities and
secondary education. For the children of the rlowerr classes there was elemen-
tary education, just enough to enable them to understand factory work, the bare
ninimum. Today, both these objectives are in crisis.

In a certain sense the hunanities are out of date. There. hss been a tre-
mend.ous degradation of fclassical-' education. No one is eapable of showinS lhe
relevance of hr:manities to life today. Is there any relevanee? Perhaps there
is, but only a really living society could restore for itself the meaning of
the past. Otherr,sise the meaning of the past becomes something completely ex-
terrral. It becomes: llet us look at the Renaissance, let us look at the
Elizabethans or at the Greeks. They were living i-n a harnoni-ous world, contrary
to our own.t And thatrs all. It is not really possible to translate into
todayrs terms the meaning of past cultures.

0n the other hand., it is impossible for the expand.ing and exploding
technology of tod.ay to leave general education at the present leveI. People
who are going to. enter modern industry must have technical skills, must know
more, even if only about techniques. Their educational needs are j.ncrsaslng
at a tremendous rate. Hovr is this to be dealt with? The solutions found in
todayts society are all internally contradictory. One solution consists in
trying to give to the children an essentially technical eclucation. For reasons
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which concern the whlie seb*up of society, and which are partly economic, you
have to start this speeialization very early. But this is not only extremely
destructive for the personality of the children, it is also self-destructive,
ft is self-destruetive in the sense that given todayts rate of technological
development and change yLu cannot have people whom you have so to speak aIlo-.
cated once anCfor all to a very limited speciality. This type of edueational
crisis expresses itself in industry through the increasing demand for pro-
grammes for adult re"-edcr,cationr in the demand for whatrs now called a tperma-
nent ed.ucational processr . Bui in order to be able to absorb in later life
whatever this ?perrnanent ed.ucationsl proeesst may offer (if it ever materia-
lizes) you must have as general a grounding as possible. It is obvlous that
if the basis on which ycu sta:'t is extremely narror+, then further ed.ucation
beeomes an inpossi-bl-e propcsition. Here agAin there is a sort of internal eon-
flict which illusrrates ihe crisls of this leveI.

7. SOME CCNCLUSICNS
let us trSr 1q sua up. A11 that we have discussed i-npinges upon the two

basic concepts, the two polar categories which create society: the personality
of man and the strrrc hrre of the social fabric and its cohesion.

At the perEg-qgt Level the crisis manifests itself as a sort of radical
crisis j.n the meaning of }ife and of hunan motives. It is no accid.ent that
moder:n art and 1i'cereLture are nore and more, if I may use the expression, rfu1l
of the void.r. In the so-cl3.J- attitudes of people, the crtsis shows itself in
the destruction and disappearance of responsibility. There is a trenendous
crisis of socializatlon" There is the phenomenon whi.ch we call privatization:
people are so to speak withdrawing into themselves. fhere is practi-caI1y no
community 1ife, -ties becone extremely disrupted and so on. As a reaction to
this there are new phenotrena, for instance youth gangs, which express the need
for positive socialj-zation. But socialization in the more general sense, that
is the feeling that what is going on at large i-s, after all, our own affair,
that we do have to dc something about it, that we ought to be responsible, all
this is deeply disrupied. This disruption contributes to a vicious cirele. It
increases apathy and mr.llti.plies its effects.

Not+ there is another very i,mportant side to at1 these phenomena of crisj.s.
the time left does not allc-,r me to do mo::e than mention it. When we talk of
cri.si-s, we should unde:star.d. that it is not a physical calamity which has fallen
upon contemporary socie'by'., ff there is a crj.sis, it is beeause people do not
submit passively to tire present organization of society but react and struggle
agalnst it, in a great many wayF" Ano, equally important, this reaction, this
struggle of the people contains the seeds of the new. It inevitably produces
new forms of life and of social- rel-ations.

In this sense, the crisis rve have been describing is but the by-product
of struggle.

lake for instance the changing position of women. Certainly, at the
origin of the disruption of the o1d patriarchal order, there had been the tech-
nieal and economic devel-cpnent of modern soeiety, industrialization, etc.
Capitalism had des"brcyed the old faraily patiern by drawing women into the
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factory, then talking them out of it, etc. But this is only part of the story.
A11 this could very well have left the o1d orcer uncharL.ged.r-ii women had notreacted in a given way to the'new situation. And that is precisely what hap-pened'. Idomen, after a while, started demand.ing another sort of plaee in society.
They did not accept the o1d patriarchal state of affairs. And I d.onrt nean thesuffragettes, lad-y Astor, etc. There has been a silent pushing and stmgglbgoing on over !O years or more. liomen have finally conquered a sort of equiva-lence to men in the home.. GirLs have conquered. ttre right to do as they likewith themselves without being considered iprostitutesrl etc.

The same i-s true about youth. The revolt of youth has been conditlonedby the whole development of society. At a certain stage the teenagers no longer
accepted- to be treated as mere objects of the father, of tnu parents, of thepersons who were their tnast.erst .ti]l they were 21, till theJr married, tilI theyearned a living, etc. Young people more or less eonquered this position.

In these fields of the family, of relatlons between sexes and of theparent-child rela_tionship, something new is ""u"Ji"s.- 
p;;pi;-;re struggling todefine for themselves (although not in explicit iurr") a sort of recognitior., orthe autonomy of the other person, of the responsibility of each one flr iri" o*1ife. There is an attempt to understand the other pur"oo, to accept people asthey are, irrespeetive of 1egal obligations or of the absence of regal oULi-gations (or wneiner adur-tery is forbidden or not forbidden, for i;;;;;";i:-People are trying to materiallze this in their l-ives. They are attempting toconstruct the couplets relationship on the eoncrete reality of the two personsinvolved, on their real will and. desires and not on the basis of external con-straints.

I think there are also hopes when you l-ook at the d.evelopment of rela-tionships between parents and children. There is a sort of recognition thatthe children exist for themselves, now, and. not only when they are 21, fhereis a graduatr realization'that if-you have producea initar", yL,, have not pro-
duced them only to extend your own personality, only in order to have a smal-Ifamily realm where you can..domi-nate (just as you have been dominatcd. all day bythe boss at work)r where you can say tr am master here.. Shut up.r There is an
awareness that if you .are procreati-ng ehi-ldren you 'are procreatfng them for
themselves, that they have a right to as much freed.on as they can exert at each
and every stage, that you dont t make then obey formal rules t" yo.r, own arbit-rary wiIl.

?he same thing 1s true about work. ff there is a crisis in modern indus-try, it is not just because the system is irrational or even because it exploitspeople. It is because people react. They react in two ways. First of a1i. theyconstitute what ind.ustriaL sociologists have long known as t informal groups and
organizations r. That is they constitute tearns of work, they establish informal
connections in order to get the work done. These cut across official channels
and underu.ine the offieial meehanisms for transmitting orders. Workers find
ways and means of doing their i^Iork vrhich are noi only different from but cften
even opposed to the official .ones. Mor:e aad-..,more, in mod.ern ind.ustrial socie-ties, workers react through open stn;.ggle. This ls the meanj-ng of theunofficial strikes concerrring conCitions of r,rork, cond.itions oi life in the fac-tory, and control of the produetion process. However ml-nor these issues may
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appear, they are rea.I.ly very important. Their meaning is that
be dominated, and that they manifest a will to take their rives
hand.s.

So we see that the crisis of modern society is not without issue. It
contains the seeds of something new, which is energing even now. 3ut the new
will not cone about automatically. Its eraergence will be assisted by the
aetions of people in societn, bI their permanent registance and struggle and by
theiroften unconscious activity. But the new wi1] not complete itself, will
not be able to establish itself as a new social system, as a new pattern of
social life, unless at some stage it becomes a eonscious activity. a conscious
action of the mass of the people. For us, to n$ffirte this corr"Eiil
action and to help it develop, whenever it may nanifest itself, is the real new
meani,ng to be grven to the words trevolutionary politics'.
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