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FEMINIST CHALLENGES
Edited by Carole Pateman € Elizabeth Gross
Over the past decade, an impressive body of feminist criticism of social and political theory has been created. These

essays raise far-reaching questions about the conventional assumptions and methods of contemporary theory and
show very clearly how feminist theorists are challenging the most fundamental pre-suppositions and categories of

‘male-stream’ society. $24.95 pb

SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY IN TRANSITION

Edited by Mark L. Wardell and Stephen P. Turner

Current sociological theories appear to have lost their general persuasiveness, in part because they fail to maintain an
integrated stand towards society and the practical role sociology plays in it. The authors explore various facets of this

failure and offer ways of reconstructing sociological theories to give them more moral and political immediacy.
$30.75 pb

POLICING AT THE CROSSROADS
Edited by Warren Young and Neil Cameron
Policing at the Crossroads examines the major questions facing the police today — and the people they serve. Public,

political and community issues are raised in a time of intense debate and change. Contributors include the Minister
of Justice, Geoffrey Palmer, leading criminologists and members of the police force. $24.95 pb

THE LOGIC OF RACISM

E. Ellis Cashmore

From interviews with 800 people from widely different backgrounds — young, old, black, white, unemployed and
professionals — the author built up this vivid portrait of race relations. He finds that, however intolerable racism is,

there is a logic involved which is remarkably resistant to rational argument. The power of this logic must be
understood before we can begin to strike at the causes of racism. $61.60  $24.15 pb

THE IDEOLOGY OF MOTHERHOOD

Betsy Wearing

This penetrating study seeks to demystify motherhood by investigating what the mothers of young children believe
about mothering, how they experience it, and how the current ideology of motherhood affects their lives and their

roles in the family and society. The result is a vivid and provocative picture of women caught up in the treadmill of
contemporary society. $41.75  $21.95 pb
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Symposium on ‘The Right’

Editorial Introduction

The three papers that follow are united by a concern with the ‘Right’ as a political and
social phenomenon. Spoonley, drawing on theoretical traditions represented by Poulantzas
and Laclau and Mouffe, sets the scene by elaborating the structural framework within
~ which the ‘Right’ operates. Knight et.al. instantiate the structural framework in the context
of recent events in Queensland, and shows that, while some of the specifics are different
in New Zealand, there is a structural continuity between the two contexts. Ryan'’s paper
brings the focus sharply onto New Zealand with a penetrating analysis (from the same

theoretical tradition) of the discourse of the ‘Right’, which looks beneath the surface -

disparities of the groups and their issues, to reveal an ideological unity, bound together
with an agreed rhetoric. .
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The Old Petty-Bourgeoisie and Fascism;
Politics, Ideology and Poulantzas’

Paul Spoonley
Department of Sociology, Massey University

The question addressed here is why a fraction of the petty-bourgeoisie, the old petty-bourgeoisie (see belc?w
for a definition and discussion), should have a representational tie with fascist or right-wing extremist

organisations.?

One reason for addressing this question arose from the need to identify the different fascisms that dominated
in various countries in the 1970s and 1980s. In Britain from the 1970s, neo-fascism was most obviously articulated
in the National Front and its equivalents. The representational tie here was between the working class and
such neo-fascist organisations. Husbands (1982), in discussing London’s East End fascism, characterises it as
based in relatively homogeneous working class communities and reproduced in a socially transmitted vigilantist
culture. By comparison, neo-fascism and right-wing extremism in the 1970s and 1980s in Australia and New
Zealand (and to a lesser extent Canada) was dominated by groups that articulated their political concerns differ-
ently, although still obviously part of fascist tradition, and adopted different strategies for conveying their point of
view. Probably the most influential group in both Australia and New Zealand has been the League of Rights
(see Spoonley, 1981, 1984). The League represents an example of an organisation that reflects the ideological
concerns of the old petty-bourgeoisie. In both countries, the League has been associated with the politics of
Social Credit. In Australia, it replaced Social Credit in certain states while in New Zealand, the Social Credit
organisation, the third major party in New Zealand politics, has to compete with the League of Rights for
ideological authenticity in its articulation of Major C.H. Douglas’s views and in representing the concerns of
the old petty-bourgeoisie. It is this representational tie which requires elaboration.

Undoubtedly part of the explanation for the differences between the fascisms of Britain in contrast with Australia
and New Zealand lies in the nature of those societies. The first has an urban industrial history which is lacking
in the latter where the rural and provincial sectors have been dominant, at least until World War Two. The
relatively recent decline of these sectors in political importance has challenged the status of various groups;
the development of petty-bourgeoisie neo-fascist organisations is one effect. But there is also a rather broader
question pertaining to the politics of the old petty-bourgeoisie under modern forms of capitalism. The economic
recession of the 1970s and 1980s has reduced the already marginal profit levels of small commodity production,
and the increase in the ‘non-productive’ spheres (unemployment, state administration etc) have encouraged the
conspiratorial views of the petty-bourgeoisie. Their willingness to embrace and articulate utopian and anti-
modernist arguments provide the pre-conditions for a representational tie between the old petty-bourgeoisie
and right wing extremist groups.® The question then becomes one of identifying the circumstances under which
such a link becomes established. The starting point is Poulantizian analysis and the

1. I'would like to acknowledge the help given by Chris Wilkes and Professor Graeme Fraser in preparing this paper. An elaboration

?cf :islggc“t:nogt; this discussion will appear in Politics of Nostalgia. Racism and the Extreme Right in New Zealand (Dunmore Press,

2. The term ‘fascism’ is used here in a relatively loose fashion to refer to a tradition of reactionary politics that is dominated by well
ﬁt::h‘s:ecti themes L(:ll]u-Scnptgsrn_, racism, authoritariansim, sexism) and which has played a partiglgrly important role in the pol},tics of
thosz wﬁoc;:llvc:gt ist societies in the twenueﬂg century. But the_re are important distinctions within this tradition, especially between
e ialf a ct:;poglate szlzuf and certain petty-bourgeois groups who are opposed to such a structure. To acknowledge this

3 b i ;:.Ic y in the New Zealand context where most major reactionary groups fall into the latter category, the term extreme
night-wing is also employed. This distinction is discussed more explicitly elsewhere (see Spoonley, forthcoming).

3. See Spoonley (1984; forthcoming) for more detailed case studies of such groups and their politics.
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discussion revolves around the discourse overlap between the old petty-bourgeoisie and the traditional concerns of
fascism. It is clearly insufficient to argue that the interpellation of the old petty-bourgeoisie is simply the result
of hegemonic processes and that it essentially reveals the views of dominant class fractions imposed upon a
dependent stratum. The ideology of the old petty-bourgeoisie, at least the reactionary elements, represents a
profoundly critical view of the activities of these dominant fractions and of many of the institutions of a liberal
democratic society. Thus this world view and the ideological struggle it represents is an important precondition
for the establishment of representational ties between the old petty-bourgeoisie and fascist groups.

THE PETTY-BOURGEOISIE: A DEFINITION

Wright and Perrone (1977:33) define the petty-bourgeoisie as those who do not sell their own labour power
nor purchase, except in a very limited way, the labour power of others, but they do own their own production
unit. The small-scale production of goods and the provision of services characterises petty-bourgeois enterprises.
Wright and Perrone (1977) go on to point out that the petty-bourgeoisie employ the labour of others so that
the criterion ‘employs labour power’ is limited in its discretionary power, especially in differentiating between
the bourgeoisie and petty-bourgeoisie. Technically correct, in practice the size of the workforce in petty-bourgeois
enterprises differs noticably from other production units, as does the nature of the employment. For instance,
the petty-bourgeoisie typically employ non-contractual labour that often works part-time, is either poorly union-
ised or does not belong to a union, and is often recruited from within the family.

A central problem with the term lies in its past use as a residual category that has been invoked in theoretical
explanations to account for counter-revolutionary elements. As Maier (1976:517) comments, both Marx and
Engels developed the concept to explain the setbacks of 1848 and it has tended to retain the role of deus ex
machina. The contribution of Poulantzas has been to regard the petty-bourgeoisie as having a serious potential
in political and ideological relations although ultimately restrained by the dichotomous class structure of
capitalism. The petty-bourgeoisie are thus not seen as politically impotent nor trivial and outmoded (Bechhofer
and Elliot, 1981:184).

Poulantzas (1979:237-39) argues that the petty-bourgeoisie occupy two distinct places in the relations of produc-
tion although there is a unity on political and ideological planes. The traditional petty-bourgeoisie are those
involved in small scale production, that is artisan work or small family businesses in which the same person
is both owner and controller of the means of production, and small scale ownership principally involved with
the circulation of capital. This group can be contrasted with a newer group, the non-productive salaried employees
who are involved with the circulation of capital or who work as civil servants. The growth of the latter group
is linked to an expansion in the use of technology. Both groups, it is argued by Poulantzas, exhibit similar
political and ideological tendencies.

This theorisation of fractions within the petty-bourgeoisie emphasises the importance Poulantzas places on
the divisions between mental and manual labour. The new petty-bourgeoisie are defined by their relationship
to the monopolisation of knowledge and by the processes of exclusion and inclusion that control access to
that knowledge (see Abercrombie and Urry, 1983:71). Thus the differences between mental and manual labour
are used to differentiate waged labour from the petty-bourgeoisie, and to distinguish the two major fractions
in the petty-bourgeoisie.

But while the Poulantzian distinction between old and new petty-bourgeoisie is useful, the argument that they
share political and ideological tendencies is contested. Poulantzas acknowledges certain differences (e.g. the

4. Bechhofer and Elliot (1981) define the petty-bourgeoisie in terms of its dependent position but the notion of dependence is a complex

one and it is questionable whether dependence is a sufficient basis on which to elaborate a theory of the petty-bourgeoisie as a distinct
stratum (see Winter, 1982:143).
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new petty-bourgeoisie’s committment to the cult of efficiency an.d 'technological neutrality) but thes? can I?e
extended with quite different political implications. Specifically, it is argued here that the representatlo'n'fll tie
between the traditional petty-bourgeoisie and fascist groups is strongest. In contrast, the new petty-'bourgeolsle, or
non-productive salaried employees, do not share the economic circumstances of thfa small.commodxty producer, or
necessarily the same political and ideological consciousness and struggles, especially with regard to the modern
interventionist state. As Abercrombie and Urry (1983:72) point out, the new petty-bourgeoisie are directly involved
with the expansion of the state and the growth of monopoly capital while the old petty-bourgeoisie are concerned
to see the contraction of both. In Caplan’s (1977) words, there is a tension between service and status, between
the civil service who are part of the state apparatus and the status of those petty-bourgeoisie whose interests

are seen as opposed to the state.

Thus new and old petty-bourgeoisie are contrasted by their relationship to the modern state. Those members
of the new petty-bourgeoisie who are not so directly linked to the state do share the old petty-bourgeois com-
mittment to property ownership and the market, and are suspicious of the power of the state. Here there is
rather more potential for a unified ideological and political position between fractions although it tends to
be limited for two reasons. The first, and most important, is the involvement of these members of the new
petty-bourgeoisie in monopoly capital so that they do not necessarily share the opposition of the old petty-
bourgeoisie to monopolies. This is emphasised by their growing unionisation in countries such as Britain,
Australia and New Zealand which, while not resulting in alliances with working class organisations, nevertheless
moderates the anti-proletarianism of the old petty-bourgeoisie. The second difference arises from the location
of the new petty-bourgeoisie in large urban centres compared with the traditional petty-bourgeoisie whose major
spheres of influence and strength have tended to be in smaller provincial towns and rural areas. The urban
location of the former group has exposed this fraction to a number of liberating influences. These differences
have obvious implications for the subsequent articulation of material interests in political and ideological rela-
tions, but there is a further matter in the Poulantzian conception that requires elaboration.

Laclau (1979) offers a theorisation that elucidates aspects of Poulantzas’s analysis. Laclau (1979:114) notes that
the petty-bourgeoisie are separated from the dominant relations of production in society, and thus the contra-
dictions between them and the dominant bloc are posed not at the level of the relations of production but
at the level of the ideological and political relations which constitute the system of domination. He argues
that these contradictions are not class contradictions, although every contradiction is over-determined by the
class struggle, but reflect an interpellation that derives from popular-democratic struggles. A contradiction
at the level of the mode of production is expressed at an ideological level in the interpellation of the agents
as a class while a contradiction expressed in terms of domination, and specifically as the ‘underdog’, is expressed
through the interpellation of the agents as the people (Laclau, 1979:107).

The first contradiction is the sphere of class struggle; the second, that of popular-democratic struggle
(Laclau, 1979:107).

For the petty-bourgeoisie, the dominant contradiction is one ‘whose intelligibility depends on the ensemble
of political and ideological relations of production and not just relations of production’ (Laclau, 1979:108).
Thus, while Poulantzas directs attention at the specific political and ideological tendencies of the petty-
bourgeoisie,® it is left to Laclau to identify the source of this determination in their position outside the dominant

5.  Abercrombie and Urry (1983:73) comment that whatever Poulantzas intended, the focus is almost entirely on determination within
the sphere of production while the political dimension is hardly seen as relevant and the ideological is reduced to the difference between
mental and manual labour to the neglect of other ideological determinations (of nationality, racism and sexism). This tends to ignore

the complexity of Poulantzas's theorisation, although his case is certai i i i
che Spledty of Puid 8 is certainly not aided by his formalism. See Lacau and Mouffe (1985)
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relations of production, their subsequent concern with relations of domination and an interpellation based
on popular-democratic struggle.

In contemporary terms, the political and ideological concerns of the petty-bourgeoisie reflect changes in the
capitalist mode of production and the role of the state. The expansion of monopoly capitalism and of the
liberal state are seen to challenge petty-bourgeoisie commodity production, especially with regard to the use
of technology and labour. The traditional use of non-contractual labour differs markedly from the dominant
form of social organisation where family and work are separated. The nature of monopoly capitalism adds
to the feeling of siege by reducing the profits of the traditional petty-bourgeois enterprise. As Scase (1982:158,160)
notes, the old petty-bourgeoisie stress the importance of market forces, of property ownership and small com-
modity production as a means of rationally distributing societal resources. But the nature of modern capitalism
with increasingly large-scale corporate dominance and an interventionist state set the parameters within which
small-scale capital accumulation must operate. Financial institutions and monopoly capital are seen as curtailing
the control of small commodity producers over their investments and resources (Scase, 1982:153), and of under-
mining ‘market forces’.

The result is a crisis in confidence in the ‘natural’ or ‘automatic’ reproduction of the system, and this crisis
is necessarily transformed into an identity crisis for the petty-bourgeoisie (see Laclau, 1979:103). One response
is to seek support for their position from the state. Their position in the forces of production, however, means
that they fall outside the major axis which results in ineffectual alliances or a lack of concessions when the
traditional petty-bourgeoisie do align themselves politically with the state. Further, they are suspicious of the
state because it is commonly held to promote interests opposed to those of the petty-bourgeoisie, notably those
of finance capital and the proletariat. There is a sense of injustice at the profits made by the finance capital
while the ‘real producers of the wealth, who . . . proceed to do the work and to take the risks for marginal
and insecure profits’ (Conway, 1981:29), are felt to be inadequately rewarded. This suspicion of monopoly capital
and production combined with a position outside the politics of the dichotomous class struggle of capitalism,
results in an ideological and political position which is simultaneously hostile to and supportive of aspects
of capitalism, which in turn explains the tendency of the old petty-bourgeoisie to vacillate between political
positions that are respectively progressive and reactionary (cf. Conway, 1981:5).

From below, the old petty-bourgeoisie feel threatened by the power guaranteed to the proletariat and its organisa-
tions by the state and the possibility, however distant, that production may be socialised. Thus the petty-
bourgeoisie is suspicious of the major power groupings of politics and as a result their access to elite structures
and central institutions is circumscribed by this view. Their main contribution in many western capitalist societies
comes in the form of a moral ideology and advocacy that is committed to private property and small commodity
production. It is this ideological contribution that signals the fascist potential of the traditional petty-bourgeoisie.

Poulantzas (1979:254-56) lists the main elements of petty-bourgeois ideology but his discussion is generally
disappointing. The major criticism is a standard one: that Marxist analyses are often reductionist. Laclau (see
above) offers one response. Urry contributes a similar observation when he says that there is a presupposition that:

. . . there is only one kind of struggle in capitalist societies, namely class struggle . . . It is therefore
reductionist, treating gender, racial and generational struggles as derivative from class struggle. The
fact that someone who is a member of a particular grouping of gender, race or generation has also

a particular class membership, does not mean that the struggles of that grouping are entirely structured
by class struggle (Urry, 1981:16).

Urry’s (1981) discussion on the reductionist and autonomist conceptualisations of ideology is interesting although
his own theorisation is inadequate. Firstly, he argues that ideology is an effect which seeks to conceal the causes
and consequences of practice (Urry, 1981:7). Thus ideology is:
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(i)... embodied within such a practice is a concealment of the causes, nature and consequences

_of that practice or of some other practice; and . . . .

(ii) that this concealment is in the interests of one or more of the dominant social forces in society
(Urry, 1981:45).

Laclau (1979:101) criticises Althusser for describing ideology as self-subjection to the dominance of the system
because it means that all ideology is therefore dominant ideology. Urry can be criticised for the same reason.
His definition would apply to hegemonic |deo|og>{ but by definition excludes deviant and revolutionary |deo|ogi|es
Secondly, Urry (1981: Z{argues that the mterFe lations of ethnicity, class, re||8|on and poltics can be understood
in terms of two primary interpellations, spatio-temporal location and gender. This is as reductionist as the
analysis offered by Poulantzas and which Urry has criticised. In the present context, an interpellation based
on'race’ would seem to be as imf)ortant as either of the primary characteristics identified by Urry. 'Race’ when
combined with gender is critical. Interpellations that centre on 'race’ are linked through a unified discourse
with ideology on the family, the respective positions and roles of women and men (e.g. male dominance and
women's'role" as breeders of'race') and to issues of biological reproduction. Racial determinism invokes gender
determinism, and vice versa.

Laclau (1979:93 ff) is also critical of the Poulantzian approach to ideology but offers more in response than
Urry. Laclau argues that Poulantzas has an ambiguous and limited conception of ideology.

Poulantzas has the tendency to dissolve fascist ideological discourse into its component elements
to such extremes as to simply deny its unity: fascism then has a distinct political discourse for each
social sector (Laclau, 1979:95).

Specific elements can be attached to a number of classes or fractions, and nationalism, racism or sexism can
be representative of aspects of the ideology of quite disparate classes. Therefore it is clearly important to identify
the unity of an ideological discourse (ct Laclau, 1979:100), and specifically the relationship of the various
elements and the way in which the ideology is interpellated. In Laclau's (1979:100 terminology, the unity of
the ideology comes from a specific interpellation which is governed by organising principles. The unity does
not imply a logical consistency but rather the way in which an interpellation evokes others to result in a'package’.
This Althusserian conceptualisation avoids the problems inherent in Poulantzas's approach and allows the inter-
pellation as constitutive of ideology to operate in the same way for the ideology of dominant fractions and
for revolutionary ideologies equally (see Laclau, 1979:101).

FASCIST ELEMENTS IN PETTY-BOURGEOIS IDEOLOGY

The traditional petty-bourgeoisie offer a competing view of social reality. They seek to deny the validity of
other interpellations, specifically those that are held to represent the interests of monopoly capital, of major
financial institutions and of the proletariat. Petty-bourgeois ideology is advanced as the basis for reconstructing
the entire ideological domain (Laclau, 1979:103). Below are some of the key elements that both reflect the par-
ticular ideological and political concerns of the old petty-bourgeoisie and which link their interpellation to

fascist ideology.

(1) Conspiracy Theory

A conspiracy theory is a convenient method of endowing competir;jg ideologies with a threatenin%02r7ne%ative
h 27). Li

status. It makes the world immediately self-evident without contragictions (Coward and Ellis, 1 et
anJlﬁaat) (f &5<7e8:+ /) arque tkat a conspYracy{ theoryrlls an extens?on 0 ?storicegl mora‘ismnwrﬁcl!] deﬁnes co)m ,tfng

ideologies as illegal. Given the defined illegitimacy of these ideologies and the threat that they are seen as offering,
it thus becomes permissible to seek their destruction: This millenial perspective provides the

82



