






























































































































































































































































One of the tenets of theory and practi ce, 1 s that the phi losophy of 

praxis only becomes historical by its continuity of contact with the 

relevant forces or actors. For example Gramscl noted13 that the problern 

with the church was the absence of contact between the 'simple' and the 

lnte11ectuals,14 which allowed the church to maintain control, and at the 

same time to implicitly deprive the masses of their developmental 

potenti a1. As we well know, the post war development has brought the 

masses, not just towards trle intellectuals, but entWined their 

relationships and so to 8 slIperior conception of the Jajo'orhi .15 Hence the 

contact between the intellectuals and masses h8S rendered 

poss/Ple 8n intelleetl181 progress of the m8sses 16. These two 

quotations by Gramsci, were of course related to organic intellectuals of 

the worki ng classes, yet they are still relevant in substance. Practice 

has increasi ngl y di verged from hi s theory because the character of tl1e 

nev'" fundernente 1 class has chanQed. The 1 1 oQi ca 1 end economi c 

13 Gramso; force of Cathc.licisrfI, and how the c,hurch 'stru9gled te. 

prE-vent the official formation of two churches lone for the intE-llectua ls and the othE-r for' simple 

sou ls'. ThE' organisational stability of the church cannot diminished I nor it's ability to 

haye shrewdly recognised that it· s unify ing doctrine (or ideo logy) combines theory to a pr actica 1 

life, a theme that dominates Gramsc;'s the.)ry of social change. 'w'hat is no,'I presented in 

advanc:ed society, is precisel'=, Ule opposite I inasmuch that intellectuals an- in both sh-"h 

of society I that is, the masses have what Gr amsci terms . organic intE' lle(:tua ls " who have the 

capability of making coherent thE' pt-actical problems of the masses. ThE'se problems are ttIOSE' 

that are found in periods of history that hav€' evolved from philosophy and withstood the test of 

time. The integration of 'organic inte llE'ctua ls' with the masses I which characterises advanced 

sooietie-s, is progre-ssively formin9 cultural blocs. Pre-viously, as Catholicism demonstrates, 

socia 1 stability was attained at the- cost of dE'rnJ ing the- . simp le' a "WldEor of the wor ld. 

Today, advanced sociE'ty has created many cultural blocs comprising many intellectuals among 

massE's, which may bE' considered I in point of time, to be dE'monstr ating a cootr adictory terrain 

on which all are accommodatE'd and in conflict slmultaneously. ThE' analogy 'Nith Catholicism is 

that the- intelle-ctual moral bloc forme-d by the- church, ffiS.Ure-d the- political of thE' 

'simp le' by the very se-par ation of the inte llectua 1 strata. 

14 Gr amsci. Op. cit. p 1383 (PN. p 331). 

15 Gramsci. Op. cit. p 1384 (PN. p 332). 

1 6 Gr amsci. op. cit. P 1 385 (PN. p 333). 
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c~laracteri sti cs of (:1 ass, only add to the di ffi culty of interpreting 

contradi ctory posi tl ons whi ch now characterise lower soci o-econorni c 

group~;, either by their relative levels of material and property 

ownership, or by their political values. The point ttere is that 

intellectuals, in the broadest sense, and the masses, are no longer 

separate ent it i es in tOdays worl d of practice. The di ffusi on of educati on 

has integrated these two entities to a closer and indistinct social 

proxi mity resul ti ng in the development that has rei nf orced the progres~; 

of advanced soci ety. 

Freedom and the Ide010gy of Progress. 

Part of our concepti on of what const Hutes po I it i ca I progress .. 

rnust be O"le undefi ned tli:llance bet ween the e:x:tent of pI urall srn present 

and the pO'vver of the state. Freedorn of i ndi vi dual s and the constrai nt 

that surrounds thei r 1 i berty to attai n goals, depends in any soci ety very 

mueJI on the deve 1 oprnent of thei r co 11 ecU ve consci ousness of thei r 

surroundings conditions, and their relative attilHy to make jUdgements of 

their institutions and those in control. The idea of proQre~;s then on the 
"-

empirical level becomes a collective term only when the neces~;ity for 

soci al constrai nts are recogni sed. Educati on .. in g1 vi ng wi der concepti on~; 

of the world, is inevitably the driving force to pushing the frontiers of a 

plural i stl C soci ety. Vet despite thi s deve 1 oprnent, there are many 

restri cti ons imposed that constrai n the consci ous freedom that we have 

attained. My aim here is to S~IOW that the Idea of progress is, among 

ottter concepts, dependent on the extent of consensus conception of 

freedom present.17 

1 7 This is 'int~d to emphasise the co l~ctive conception of freedom and the normatlve e ~ment 

conta'ined 'in human action (as discussed in my presuppositions chapter 3). It is essentla 1 to locat€' 

the individual's conception of freedom and constraints as valid only in his ob~tivity} and not as: a 

basis for ideol091cal formulation of freedom. I refer he-re spt"cifically to theorists individual 

conception w-here~ each ideo log1ca 1 position iror'oE'diate ly presupposes an order that defines the 

natur~ of th~ freedom thilt it should contain, cotTectly so if it is: based on the- obj~chve fn·€'dom .. 

or jnd~ed it's constraints, that practise has r~v~al~d. The problem with diffeorE'ot ideologiGal 
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I s it not contradi ctory to concei "Ie freedom from other Hlan Hie 

soci a1 and materi a1 11 rnitati ons that SOC1 ety rlas revea18d 1 n pr-act] C8 ? 

Does not 'ob j ecti ve real tty' negate the very idea of a monol ithi c 

concepti on of freedom so that the theori sts constructi on of futLJre 

freedom is shaped by the conditions that hi story has presented? I f we 

are forced to accept the above, then can we not also negate a monolithic 

conception of work, free time or leisure time, and ultimately some of Hie 

constrai nts whi ch impede and surround such e concepti on of freedorn. In 

this respect Marx's own 'objective reality' is made, in rli~; ter-ms, 

absolute when he states, 

In f.act, the- re-alm (If fre-e-dom actualllJ be-gins only whe-re- labour which is de-te-rmirlE'd by 

ne-ce-ssity and mundane- conside-r ations ce-ase-s .18 

r·1an< is referring here to his idea of human freedom .. wrlie:rl as El pre­

requisite rnust have shorter working days coupled with what he regerds 

as the necessities surrounding this development. My point here is thElt 

practice must reflect that this is the collective conception of freedom, 

not just Marx's project] on of a future soc1 ety. The nElture and concepti on 

of freedom .. a~; I have already stated elsewhere Bnd in footnote 17 Bt1ove, 

cannot ari se from a pre-determi ned tel eo 1 09i ca 1 doctri ne 1'3
J 

thBt i Sl 

vie-ws of socie-ty, is that 'voluntarism' is mistake-n 1y inte-rprete-d on the- e-mpiri(:d 1 le-ve-1 as 

unbridle-d 'fre-e will' to change- the- conditions of $Ociet':! that is prese-nte-d) r athe-r Ulan frE'e-dorfi to 

act \vith a normative element and r ationa 1 pur~lose- which is quite different. 

18 K. Marx and F. Enge-ls. CapitaL "101. 3. Londorl. I Lawrence- & 'w'ishart. p 820. 

1 9 Gr .arosei attempts tCI make this le-ap by pro jEocting tholJ9ht ir,to thE' future- t,':! lay in9 it's SE'€'ds ir, 

the pre-se-nt. The- promise of what praxis could achieve- lE'ads him to state the- follow·in9 :­

.. Acct?~,ting tht? affirmation that our kM%,-lt?dge of things is oothirt9 other th~, oorselv€'s} our n€'eds 

and interests} that is} that our knowledge- is supe-rstructure (or 1ncOOC 1usive philosophy) and it is 

difficult not to think in te-rms of $Ome-thing real beyond this knowlE'dge-, not in a metaphysical 

sense of a 'noume-flon' J of an ' unJ..'TtOwn god ' or of an 'unknowablE"} but in the- concrete St?nSt? of d 

, relative ignorance' of the re .. lity } of something still ' unknown' which '11m however be- knca-wn on€' 

dalJ whe-n the ' physical arId intelle-ctual tools of mank"iod are mot-e ~rfectJ that is when the social 

and technical c(lnditions of mankind have- mutate-d in a progresslve direction. Wi!! are there-for€' 

making an historical prediction w·hk:t, consists simply in an act of thc'IJ9ht that projects into Un? 

future a process (If deve-~nt similar to that confirmed by the- past to toda'J ". Gr ams:ci. Or (:1t 

p.1 291 (PN. P 368). Th1S point is discussed further in rr~ find 1 (;(lne:1usivns. 
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Marx's basi s of freedom appears to rlave been gui ded by hi s ultimate goal, 

a legitimate enough intellectual enterprise but inadequate if it cflnnot be 

sustained logically. The problem with this approach, as will tlecorne 

clearer, is that freedom abstractl y concei ved has no eXistence,2o and 

without practice one cannot conceive of progress. Of course Marx is 

aware of this when he states in The German Idealogy', 

In re-ality of course-, ...,hat happE'flE'd .... as that pe-ople- 'don fr~dom for thE'msE'lvE's e-ach 

time- to the e-xt€'nt that 'das dictated and permitted not by their ideal of man but by the 

E'xisting productive force-s. 21 

Although Marx has said it differently, he does separate the ideal from 

practical freedom. 

The idea of 8 rBlotive ignoroi7CP of reblit!!.. (if SOIIlBtlil~'7!l stili 
'II'~I.'"">;'I.I.·''' {f .... orr· fr.n+"'lnt r• 1 .... ' ;r· ""n+ ne .... r-e; .... d;r·p'Jte Rl'+ 1·( thot r,"l"lf=..;'--I., ""I'""l}·}·" \11 I I V\ ...... I V C ='1, 1.:0 IILlt ~ ·1 ~. III I~ II.. .. L14 1• I IIUI .. ~L'/"'("y 

is part of the consciousness of man (1n the sense Ulat Gramsci describes 

it flS 8n flct of thotl...qht ), then on whet basis does one stete thet 8/16Ct 

of I hOl/ghl 1/')81 pro jecl sin! a I lJe ftll tire 0 process of development of 

somethi ng that has had no exi stence, except] ng thougt"lt, is freedom. 

WI-len freedom in the present is Hie development of man'~; consciousne~;s 

of his surroundings find the e>-~tent of constreints thet irnpede t·tis 

freedom (footnote 21), the link between Hie t//i"l/lliJ'YIJ oS bll oct of 

thot/phl, anlj freedom having no existence other th.en in thought, een only 

be one of opti m1 sm. rian's 'becom1 ng' is full of the unkno'y'y'n, tlut Hie gep 

beb-veen percepU on, purposeful acU on end men's becomi ng, is tlesed on 

(the 11 nk) a reasonable predi cti on of an earl i er percepti on. Grernsci's 

step here into a form of KanUan teleology, from which experience is 

posleriori and that the idee of freedom is a Ihing -in-ilself, delimits 

the scope of our possible knowledge allowing the free-will to construct 

the world to our way of knowing. Gramsci is drawn to this vie'tl by 

20 To add furt.h!?r to fOQtnote 1 7, OO!? must r~d tht? e ~!"!t of vo ~_l!"!tMism m hlJman ~~tlon ~s 

bQ.coming on the ~mpiric~l ~v~l consciousMss of fr~~. The ~)(t~nt of fr~~dom in r~~1ity is 

then sub jEoct to ~o logica 1 views and 'What is pr acticab le. 

21 K. Marx and F. EngE'ls. T~ German Ideology. Ed. C. J. Authur. La'Wf€'rIC€' & Wishart. Leor.d(·rJ. 

Came-lot Pre-ss. 1985. 'Needs and Conditions'. P 115. 
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noting the following} 

In thE- conc€'ption of ' historical mission' might not a t~l€'ologi(:al root tl€' disc(lve-rE'd ? 

(And) in fact irt marl\! casE'S it assumE'S €'Quivocal and mystical significancE'. But in ottlE'r 

cas~s it has a m~anirtg} that} aftE'r thE' Kantian concE'ption of te-lE'o logy} it can· bE' 

sustain€'d and justifi€-d by thE' philosophy of pr axis. 22 

There is to my vi ew a confl i ct here with the parameters of the soci Ell 

conditions presented at any moment in time and the change thElt can tie 

accomplished by human will. This does not make man an object in Hie 

worl d of experi ence} pre-determi ned and conf ormi ng} nor does it make 

the inverse true} that the world conforms to man's ways of knowing. Tt"le 

philosophy of praxis is a process from which we only know by acting .. we 

cannot assume tJ priori position of causality but recognise it try 

experi ence and modify practi ceo 

Intellectuals who claim to have working cla::;5 allegience} must 

inevitably tie constrained try the requirements of that clas~;. Howevel-, tly 

HI eve ry 1 eve 1 0 f c rit i cal con sci 0 usn e s san d wid e c (I n c e p t ion S (I f HI e 

\·vorld possessed try them, they cannot possibly have a restricted 

conception of freedorn in class terms only) or indeed its constreint~;. In 

my di scussi on on i nte 11 ectual shere in the previ ous section, Eri k. o. 
Wright has implied Hie same try their very participetion in Hie plurelity 

of i nst Huti ons of advanced capitali sm. Thu~; for trle intellectual, 

freedom is his precisely because his attachment to a specific clEl::;s i~; 

contradi cted btl other concept i on::; of soci et~{s p 1 urall sm, and not tI8CEiU~;8 
~ ~ 

freedom concei ved by one class is the otl j ect i ve truth. Also Hie 

phenomenon of dec 1 i ni ng class all egi ance has turned the tredi tl onal 

worki ng classes towards yal ues that cannot possi b 1 Y constrai n them to 

working class values of old. A change in yalues thu~; relea~;ing the 

previous heteronomy, is itself a deyelopment of freedom .. all within the 

same system's rat i onal ity. 
To bri efl y summari se the above we can say that where freedom is 

concei ved in abstract form as thought hsvi ng no epi sterno 1 ogi ea 1 

22 Gr amsc:i. Op. cit. 1 426. 
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f oundati on
l 

no evolvement of man and nature I the i deB of progress C8n 

have no meani ng. 
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Chapter 6. 

Modem Trasformismo: Development of political consciousness and 

the problem of poHtical change. 

I ntroduct ion. 

My a1 m 1 n th1 s chapter is to show that wi thi n 1 i beral democracy, 

and specifically within a framework of polHiclJl power rellJtionships .. 

there exi st mechani sms that whil e functi oni ng 1 n the interests of 

democracy, are nevertheless exposed to potential IJ lternati ve cultural 
} 

and consequent 1 y po lit i ca 1 i nterventi ons. 

My conceptual term 'Modern Trasformismo', which hlJs been 

menti oned in the prevl0us chapters, is taken from Grarnsci's descri pt ion 

of the historical political events of the Risorgimento. which is recounted 

below. Here Gramsci describes how the dominant cultural hegemony is 

Bb 1 e to subordi nate its r1 va 1 s to qai n pol it 1 ca 1 advlJntlJqe. Whil e these 
~ ~ 

events and Gramsci's treatment of them are not di sputed, they are 

inlJdequate to substantiate and expllJin the continuing politicBl stBbility 

that sustains modern democracies. The follo\·ving is a logical analysis of 

e relevant although a small part of 11 berlJ 1 democracy. By itself thi::; mey 

be insufficient as prooC but wrlen such a framework is essociated with 

hi 8tori cal facts 1 it coul d then tie argued that a more concrete content 

is gi ven to the exi stence of the concept inquest ion. 

Firstly my definition of Modern Trasformismo is to be understood 

as, the autonomy existing in litleral democracy, wrlich potentielly 

permits social, cultural and political change to evolve. 

I n order to adequately argue thi s concept in a 'ne",''''' context and 

identify its location within liberal democracy, it is first necessary to 

expand on the abstract re 1 at 1 onshi p al ready descri bed bet ween the 

1 G. Sartori. Democratic Th~ory. Fr~d~rick A. Pra~g~r. N~w York. 1967. p 186. Translation of 

d~mo(:r azia ~ d~finizioni (2nd ~dition). 11 Mu 11no I So logna, 1958. 
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development of crit i ca 1 consei ousness, steted in my genere 1 proposition 

as 'cogni t i "Ie di spo~;i t ions', and al so why its development impedes the 

j dea of a counter-hegemony. Agai n from my general propo~;it i on, the 

reference to the conceptions of freedorlJ tJnd constrtJints which ari~;e 

from educational development, are theorised as having e relationship 

with the political actions manifested. By this I mean firstly., the 

perti ci pati on in the pol it i cal system by all groups. Secondl y the 

subsequent medi at ion whi ch f 0 11 ows attempting to re-al i gn di vergent 

views. And thirdly, the consensus reached to satisfy collective needs 

end w~lich so far has sustained and reformed the present democratic 

system, also contei n~; in its procedural process, the theoretical potenti e 1 

to transform it. It is Uli s integrated process that I call /'Ioo'Brll 

Tr8Sformis.l'ilO, and it is di ff erent from the c lessi cal f orrn whi ch t"las 

been referrelj to in Ule previ ous ctlapters. 

The Historical Background to the concept of 'Classical Trasformismo'" 

I have descri bed TrttS/{i/7"fJism'{} 2 as possessmg dlff erent 

characteristics. For example in ctlapter 1, I stated t~lere was 'lllB 

teno'ellCN of na/l! lco'/ tllOtlO/'its l.n:~~n diverse hie-a/oqies "to /j}f.:rt,7e" If~1 ..",.,-" /--1 v' __ __ .... 

- t" d tl.-l:It n'U.n{i,r,·-·t "'$:.·ic,,·"" J:.r tl I I I U {..fe'III; 'J);:' / {..f l L';:' L.' 

propellsit II to f/lid/tlll 6thi SI/SI8ili/ll.ll 0 st obl e Bqlii//bril/f/i .. 

descri pti ons carry Ule idea of f1 exi tlil ity to accommodate di ff erence~;., as 

indeed they do. But primarily Grarnsci's concern with its pre~;ence is 

associ ated more with the parl1amentary phenomenon of pol it i ca 1 

mutability of elite individuals and political groups. While theoretically 

capable of transforming the system to social1sm, in practise it functions 

only to maintain the status quo by the corruptive party dealings of ~;elf 

2 "Classroo Trasformismo" can bE' d~fin~d as a syst~m of transformation and adaptation of 

political part~s and individuals, according to th~ opportunity of th~ molit€'nt. It is the movement 

of ~lit~, as individuals or groups, from o~ political party to anoth~r I so altering Un? balanc€' (If 

pow~r. But, as history as so far shown, it has favoured only the dominant moral and int€' llE'(:tu.3 1 

l~ad~rship . 
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interest. This is what he referred to as closs/col tros/ormisrlh7. 

Although Grarnsci is not the first to use Hlis term in the politicol 

~;ense} hi s hi stori cal anal ysi s of the Risorgi menta and otlservance of 

po 1 it i cal events whi ch subsequentl y emerged} 1 ed hi m to theori se the 

importance of 'the movemerlt 0/ the politicO' I elite' and the moral and 

intellectual direction that could potentially arise from its development. 

It must be sai d however} that Gramsci di d not pursue in depth the full 

i rnp 1 i cat ions of the i ncreasi ng effect of education on the masses. In 

retrospect of course we are able to see that the political elite have 

increased dramat i call yin thei r numbers and parti cu1 arl yin the 

individual power they wield} so as to change the character of this 

concept in keepi ng with the changi ng envi ronment. Such en omi ssi on is 

hard to understand in vi e·· .. v of the very great detail anal ysed by Grarnsci 

dialectically for all his concepts. It is even more inexplicatde ........ ·hen one 

is remi nded that hi s concern with 'c 1 assi co trasf armi smo' caul d readi 1 y 

be interpreted as the terrai n on whi crl an alternative moral end 

intellectual direction could be politically progressive~} and that ell its 

activities wouhj cease with the subordination of its rivals and the 

comi ng of the 'New Order'. 

The political events of the Risorgimento are depicted tly Grern~;ci 

as the practi ca 1 manit estati on and power of Trasf ormi smo. The domi nant 

political party in this period} the 't'loderate Party', represented a 

relotively hornogeneous group wiHI 11s oirn rnodestly set olHlough 

organi call y progressi ve. On the other hand the so call ed 'Acti on Party' 

was not attached to any specifiC historic class and ultimately took the 

aims of the Moderate Party as those of its own. The inevitatde if not 

rather simplistic conclusion} is that the Action Party was first guided in 

its aims} and then ostenSibly submitted intellectually and morally to 

the Moderates. From the unfurli ng of these pol it i cal events GramSCl 

stated the f 0 11 owi ng; 
ThE- SijJ:,r€'macy of <I social group manlf€'sts its€'lf in two ways, <IS 'dominant' and gi .... ·ing 

3 Gramsc1. Op. cit. P 1818. 
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'inte l1ectlJ~ 1 and moral leadership'. ..... A social group ean I or rather must I haVE' 

leadership even before gaining governmental power (this is: a principal condition of 

gaining po·wer).4 

The intended reference to the t10derate Party conti nUl ng to di rect the 

Action Party after the events of 1870-187E., is effectively describing 
Trasf ormi smo in action: 

...... Trasformismo .. is not other than the parliamentary expression of this intellectual 

hegemonic action I mora l1y and po litiea lly .5 

From these observati ons I Gramsci's percepti on of the modern I tal ian 

state is that it is characteri sed by a cont i nui ng Trasf ormi sma by an eyer 

growi ng domi nant class 

Rather one can say that the whole life of the Italian state since 1848 onwards I has been 

char aC:terised by T r asformismo I that is blJ a growing dominant class in th€' mould shaped 

by the t10der ates after 1848.... 6 

The clear interpretation here is that the moral and intellectual direction 

has been unchanged since Ulese t1istorlC events It t1e~; tlecome 811 

8spect ot the tllllctioll ot donlli78tioll inasmuch that the absorption of 

the elite from opposit i ona i groups is to render H-Iem impotent for long 

periods to come. Added to this view is the eyidence, quite apparent 

througt-Iout advanced capitalism, that socialist political per-tie':; t-Ieve e 

hi gh proporti on of thei r elite from the upper classes, B poi nt wl1i cl1 

Gramsci was well aware.? 

The hi stor1 C deve 1 oprnent of Trasf orrni srno therefore t1es a 1 vieys 

been regarded in its classical form as a parliamentery pt-Ienomenon of the 

elite rnovi ng from one pol it i cal party to another, either es i ndi vi dual s or 

whole groups, accepting its moral and intellectual leadership. 

Today c lassi cal Trasf ormi smo may well be a conti nui ng 

phenomenon in a diluted form, but it too has evolved to embrace Hie elite 

of the masses whose power is si gnlfi cant in the extent of the pol it i cal 

movement they potentially hold. It is to this we can no¥/ pess. 

4 Gr.lmsci. Op.cit. pp 2010-2011. 

5 Gramsci. Op.clt. p 2011. 

6 Gramsel. Op.cit. p 2011 . 

7 Gr amsci. Op. cit. P 39E .. 
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The potent i 81 for pol i tical change wi thl n 1 i beral democracy_ 

The idea that the present dernocracy can be eJlanged, is based on 

the premise that society is a determining one, in which choice~; .. given 

the condit 1 ons and C1 rcumstances, can be a process for soci a 1 and 

political change. The problematic surrounding this thesis is contained in 

the following Question. J.Jlflot is it t!Jot impedf.s 0 del7J[lcrolic Sl6'/P 

from embarking on a process- of radical politicelend sociel cliollpe from 

l'Yithill ? Or put another way, COil there be gelJe-rote-a" from J·y/tllf,'!., 0 

revolt ogoillst derno[.ro[.y itself ? The whole construction of social 

and political change theorised by Grarnsci, was in just sueJI a manner. 

But from my following discussion we can begin to see how the rnodern 

deve 1 opment of advanced soci ety makes hi s theory of transf ormati on, 

dHfi cult to ground in practi se. 

There is Y'I it hi n 1 i tlera 1 democracy a substantial 1 atent power 1 i nk 

bet ween the i ndi vi dual and deci 8i on makers, although one's i rnmedi ate 

thought is probably contrary to this vie'vY. The link, essentially the 

extent of cultural poYv'er that is transmit ted, has to tie vi ewed on the 

basi s of its hi stori cal development and the pract i ca 1 outcome of tile 

extent of freedom that is obiectivelq available. It wa~; Rousseau who had - '-
an aversi on to the noti on of represent8t i on of one's i ndi vi dua 1 

soverei gnty by an elected representati '.Ie, maki ng in Hie process a 

soverei gn Parl i ament. But it is nevertl18 1 8S~; t~lroug~1 thi s very proce~;~; 

that the delegation of individual sovereignty is lost. The exercise of 

power is therefore awarded to others. Consequently as 1:1 collectivity, 

the masses have delegated power which is tested at periodic intervals to 

re-establish the political direction of that power. However the fact that 

power is delegated by popular suffrage tends to hide a major mechanism 

of democracy. That is, relinquishing direct power does not mean that its 

de 1 egati on has depri '.led the i ndi vi dual of the effect of that Bct ion, Bnd 

the power that is transferred through it. For with the choice of delegate, 

is a1 so transferred an element of the moral and i nte 11 eetuE! 1 1 eflder~;hl P 
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that the indiviljual has accepted as the phllosoptiical viewpoint 8rllj 

directive in society. It t~lerefore must follow th8t the masses wI-la, one 

way or another, are parti ci pati ng and therefore subscri bi ng to the moral 

8nd intellectual direction, transfers through their elected 

representatives the custodianship 8nd m8intenance of that fund8mental 

viewpoint. Of course the question of how the moral and intellectual 

direction is attained by the masses, which includes the educated/3 is 

essent i al as part of the 1 ogi c of thi s thesi s and to whi ch I shell now 

pass. 

Firs t1 Y it i s n e c e s s a ry to dis c u s S tti e can c e p t 0 f c rit i cal 

consei ousness, and ho'y'y' it is related to the development of educ8t ion 8nd 

linked to the moral and intellectual direction. T~le question I must first 

r,ne-o 1 e- nn\1./ ... ·s::rn \1,,'0 s::.e-c-oc-e ',Mhot""IOt- ... ·t-; t; .... s::. 1 ("'nnc'("'; ,-,I Ie nee-c· ; c· ; ndoud s::r iJ ... ··_· .... · I-...J) IIU I' ,-""UII 11 1_ • • ~.J-.,.} __ ~.-..J III ....... I .... ·f ................ Ul ......... ·II·J ...... ·JY-...JII . ....,o,J '-.' III \.· ...... u U 

contritlutor to tt-Ie development of Hie triO n:, 1 and intellectu8l direction, 

and what secti on of the popu1 ati on if not all, subscri be to its 

development? To answer the first question, ttie prerni~;e taken from rny 

genera 1 proposition, is that educati (Ina 1 development and its sub~;equent 

di ffusi on througt-Iout soci ety gi vi ng wi der concept ions of H-Ie y%rl d, 1-ltIs 

enab 1 ed si gnifi cant proporti ons of the masses to rati ona 1 i se ""'lith Hlei ,­

present conditions of 1 if e and prevail i ng ci rcurn::;tances. Fi rstl y Hie 

defi nit i on of crit i ca 1 consci ousness that Gramsci associ ate~; wi HI 

pro f e s s ion a1 i n tell e c t u a1 sis, 

The capacity of professional inte llectua Is to ably combine induction and deduction I to 

gener a lize , to deduce, to take from one sphere to arlother) d criterion of di:s:crimination, 

adapting it to ne\\; conditions ect; is a 'speciality'} it is not something given frc'ITI 
Q 

common sense ... 

Gramsci makes clear that in his view, the ability to think critically i~; tin 

intellectual function in the sense that it is for the 'trained mind'. But it 

is my view that the ability to deduce} to generalize and discriminate etc, 

must a1 so be mental functions whi ch have degrees of ascendi ng 

efficiency according to the level of intellectual training afforded. 

8 As defined in this study (see AppE'ndix 4 at thE' bac:k of this Ulesis). 

9 Gramsci. Op. cit. p 33. 
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oHler words, one does not arrive at the pinnacle of this intellectual state 

other than by i nte 11 ectual deve 1 oprnent, a process in whi ch the mi nd is 

applf ed to tas~:s in a mettwdical way. From this poi nt of view m~ 

assert ion is that at educational 1 eve 1 s beyond the compul sory 1 eavi ng age 

pupil s are, by and large, submit ted to mental trei ni ng of i ncreasi ng ri gor­

that 1s pursuing a process of critical thinking, albeit at levels inferior to 

the prof essi onal 1 nte 11 ectua 1. For 1 nstance medi a studi es in secondary 

schools in the U.K., instill the idea of interpreting the meaning .. its 

distortion or otherWise, of transmitted information relative to Hie world 

they can observe. 

It is an exerci se in di scri mi nati on, trai ni ng Hie rni nd to di scer-n 

bet ween the i nf ormat i on transmit ted and what isreal.. either in Hie 

present or in an historical conte,~t. In Italy general studies of tlOUI a 

pol 11 i ca land envi ronmenta 1 nature .. are introduced at Hie lower and upper 

secondary schools, W~li(JI question Italy's many SOCial and political 

controversi es inc 1 udi ng nucl ear, ethni c and poll uti on i ssue~;. These are 

raised in conjunction v· ... iUI the parent~; of Hie communities, encouraging 

crit i cal debate~;., so that the pupi 1 s are not Hie reci pi ents of a 8i ngl e 

vi e\,vpoi nt. But even rnore di ffused than medi a studi es and equal1 y 

requiring relative levels of critical thinking, is the stUdy of literature 

and history. Interpreting cultural meanings in different rlistcwical 

contexts, is no less a training ground for the organisation of thoughts 

and the 1 earni ng ski 11 s requi red for later and more compl e:x: task~; in 

cri tical thi nki ng. Consequently, the deve 1 opmenta 1 process from v...tli ch 

levels of critical thinking are acquired, is related to levels of educetion .. 

in terms of the increasing specialisation end complexity of tasks to 

trai n the human mi nd in th1 s form of mental funeti on. 

If the educated, significantly represented in the total resident 

populati on in advanced soci ety, 10 have recei ved scholastic trai ni ng, 

10 This is b.a:s:~d on c.alcul.atlons of th~ nlJmb~r of p~opl~ in th\? r~sld€'nt population th.at hno? 

K 'It 1 17 25% of tt,· qua Hfil?d at dip lomab , advancl?d (' A') and dl?gt"1?1? 1l?VI? 1 in Italy and the U. '. ~ a y oJ. t' 

population of those 19 years of age and abovl?, and fot" thl? UK, 15.37% of those 18 years of age 
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acqui ri ng re 1 aU '.Ie 1 eve 1 s of i nte 11 ectua 1 abil ity to crit i call y thi nk, ho"."'''' 

is the majority of thi s group then attri buted with the i nheritence end 

f ormati on of the moral and 1 nte 11 ectua 1 dl recti on, and thei r sutl~:equent 

influence reflected in the masses es e whole? Indeed why should there 

be an homogeneous way of thi nki ng to produce a moral and i nte 11 ectuel 

direction, engendered and historically developed from the messes ? 

Certal n 1 yin a diff erenti a 1 soci ety, one woul d not expect to see such a 

cultural development produce attitudes, opi ni ons end bel i ef s, that waul d 

conform to uni versa 1 concepti ons of the worl d. The process of crit i ca 1 

thi nki ng even in its elementary phase of development, is to produce 

Dreci se 1 y those mental characteri sti cs 'vvt-Ii ch defy 1-lOmogeneity, other­

than as a rati ana 1 outcome of the ChOl ces available. Thi s coul d 1 eellj to 

consensus, the 1 atter not necessaril y refl ecti ng a uni versa 1 opi ni on, but 

en agreement to comply. 

The re 1 aU onshi p bet v· ... een the O1a::::::8S in :::oci ety, to wrli crl I 

include here the intellectuals, and the moral and intellectual direction .. 

is an historical one. Its epistemology is based} as Grarnsci has described 

H, on the way philosophy is a conception of the worllt He stete::; 

that philc,sophica 1 acHvity is not to bl? conc:E'ivE'd solE' l'J ·:.s the- "indiyidlJa 1" I? labor ation of 

sy ste-matica 11y coht?rl?nt (:once-pts} but also and abovl? all as a cu ltlJr a 1 battlt? to 

tt-ansfot-m tht? popular "mt?nta lity " and to diffusl? the phllosophica 1 innoyaHorls \y·h;ch ",{ill 

demonstr ate thE'msE'lvE's to bE' "historically tt-UE''' to the- e-xtE'nt that tht?'J bt?(:omt? 

concrE'tt? 1y -i.E'. histot-ica 11y and s.ocia 11y - universa 1. 11 

By ref erri ng to the (tiltllroi I",,9.t tIe ta t/llllSft"t/71l the papll/or ·meIl1611(t;·"} 

Gramsci is indicating that cultural activities at various levels whicl1 

come into contact with one another through the use of language .. and wrl8t 

has become 'common sense', lead to collective action. This relatlonsliip, 

whi ch is constantl y ensui ng bet 'y'y'een different culturEIl strata, he 

describes as developing in the following manner, 
An histor-ic .let C.ln only be- performeod by "collective- man" and this: pre-s:uppOSE'S thE' 

attainment of a "cultural-social" unity through which a multiplicity of dispeorS:E'd w111s} 

and abovE' , both for 1 981 ) 

11 Gramscl. Op. cit. pp 1330-1331. (PN. pp 348-349) 
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·witt. heterogeneolJs aims, are WE" lded together with a single aim, on the basis of a 

common conception of the world, both general and particular} operating in transitory 

bursts (in emotional ways) or p€'rmanently 'where the intellectual base is so well rooted , 
assimilated and ex~rienc€'d that it bE-comes paSSion. Since this is. the way thir'9s 
happen} great importance is assumed bl~ the general question of languagE', that is} the 

question of collective 1y attaining a single cu ltur a 1 "climate" .12 

On thi s basi s= Gramsci argues that there is an educational re lat i onshi p 

between the new generation and the Old, where contact and experiences 

are absorbed. Thi s then develops to the extent that it becomes 

historically culturally superior13. This he claims, exists betyveen 

intellectual and non-intellectual. elite and followers, rulers and ruled, 

so that, 

EVE"t-y relationship of "hegemony" is necess.ari1l~ an educational relationship and occurs 

not only "dithin a nation} bet-'deen the various forces of which the nation ;s composed, 

but in th€' intern.ationa 1 and w'orld 'wide field} bet"d€'en complexes of national and 

continent a 1 civilisations:. 14 

I f we can deduce from wrlat has been writ ten at1ove} that ttle soci al 

re lati onshi p bet ween different cultural strata in its activity, is an 

hegernoni cone} that is} 1 t provi des the fundamente 1 vi evvpoi nt for e 

whole SOCiety a moral and intellectual leadet-~;hip, then the relationship 

between society's intellectuals and Hie non-intellectuals, is an integrel 

and substantial part of thi s process. Thus w'e have Hie 1 i nk tlet ween Hie 

crit i cal thi nker and the moral and i nte 11 ectual di reet i on of soci ety, Hie 

thi nkers' re lati onshi p V'lith hi story and hi s envi ronrnent, wtd ch is Ulen 

translated by the same educati onal process to Hie non-i nte 11 eetua 1 .. wrlo 

becomes an elemental contri butor to the coll ect i ve vi ewpoi nt and \,vorl d 

concept ion. 

Consensus of the Mosses_ 
The readiness of so many individuals to act in conformity with the 

majority} a condition of solidarity} does require some explanBtion es to 

12 Gramsci. Op. cit. p 1331. (PN. P 349). 

13 Gramsc:i. Op. cit. p 1331. (PN. P 350). 

14 Gramsci. Op. cit. P 1331 . (PN. p 350). 
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the type of compliance that must be present. To return to Grarnscl's 

anal ySi s above of the hi stori cal re lati onshi p bet ween tt1e mas~;es erllj 

i nte 11 ectual s, that is, the transf ormi ng of the popll/or me!)t oj/til so thElt 

wrlat is hfstori{:oJJy trlle becomes SOCiOI!{l II!)/¥ersol, is for Gram~;ci, EI 

complete and rational answer. However in the ligrlt of some theoreticEll 

development in this area and the researches of both Almond and VertlEl 

(1963) and M. Mann (1984) in particular, some useful comments can be 

added. 

To act in conformity with the moral and intellectuel leedership of 

society, requires some form of compliance if one is to reasonEltdy 

assume that Gramsci's hi stor1 cal account, although estatd i shi ng t-IOW 

i nit i a 1 commitment to authority is produced .. is s11 11 found went i ng. One 

CEm start from the undisputed observation that there is of course sorne 

consensus in society, for without it there can be no basis for- legality.15 

Eiut to argue what type of compliance exists witrlin the notlon of 

consensus, is also to assume that the masses have not necesseri 1 ~ 

who 11 y accepted whet i s lil~,-torjcol/!I trlle, but conform for dirf erent 

reasons. Here the ret;earches of both, Almond and Verbe and t··1i ct-Iae 1 

Mann, are relevant for dlff erent reasons. 

One may regard that to establish a majorit~ consensus is 

suffi ci ent without neces~;ari1 y knowi ng the specifi c rea~;ons for 

conformity. This under certain circumstances I would accept, but it 'will 

not do for Hlose intent on de ... .'eloping a counter-hegemony, and Gramsc:i's 

assumption of the extent and effectiveness of revealing the liistorieb} 

tnll!"! is dependent on it. 

Michael t1ann in his research of the social cohesion of liber-al 

democracy in the U.K. and the United States, asks the f 0 11 owi ng questl on .. 

(To) what extent do the various classE's in society internallze norms, values and beliefs 

which legitimate the soda 1 ordE'r ? 16 

15 P. S. Cohen. Modern Social ThE-ory. ~ineman, London. 1975. p 145. 

16 M. Mann. The Social Cohesion of Llber a 1 DeITIo(:r acy. American So(:io logic:a 1 Reo',.-iE'w 35 (197(1) : 

P~I 423-439. Also in Classes, Power., and Conflict. Edited by Anthony Giddeons and David 

Held.1984. p 376. (pp 373-395). 



The Questi on mi ght well contai n in its general meani ng the f 0 11 owi ng, 

to jaJ·n-Bt extent do the vtfriOllS eltfsses in society intern6lize tlie vB/lies 

of the morBI tfnd intelleetllBI direction in 0 lilrerol delrtO(rOC~1 ? And 
.... 

a 1 so the statements reQui ri ng responses contai n under ttle he~di ng .. 

Horn/ollistie ond Contlietl/tfl Im8g8s of ... ~OCi8tll , the character that could 

be adapted to suit my Question ina meani ngful way.17 From ttle 

interpretation of his results, Mann concludes that, 

A significant me-·:s:s:ur~ of cons~n$US and normative harmony may be n~~ssary among 

ruling groups, but it is th~ .abs€-rrc~ of cons~nsus among lO·YI€-r classes ·",(hich k~e-ps the-m 

compliant. And if w~ "Wish to explain this lack of cons~nsus} we- must rellJ to some 

exte-nt on th~ Marxist th~ot-i~s of pragmatic* rol~ acc~pta~ and manlpul:stlve 

soda lization .18 

One coul d interpret from these fi ndi ngs that eittler Grarnsci t·las tleen at 

1 east in part correct in hi s asserti on that the educated have transf orrned 

tFle poptllo.r 1"rl8:nt 6lit~1 , to the extent that ttley see no oHler acceptatll e 

alternative. Or that the internalization of the mOt-al expectation:; of the 

ruli ngc 1 ass} has not been wholly achi eved. Wt·li ct·, ever i nterpretati on one 

makes, it does not reJect Grarnscl's hi stori ca 1 anal ySi sin terms of 

consensus, only trlat the type of compl i ance wtli ctl produces conformity 

has not been estab 1 i shed. 

Trle research of A 1 rnond and Vert1a .. 1 eaves some di ffi culty as to 

FlOW one shoul d assess the type of cornp lianee ~we::;ent in Hie rna:::::;!?::; I 

pri maril y tlecause ttle 1 east educated in tlOHI I tal y and Hie U.K., produce 

quite di ff erent resul ts. There appears to be a re lati vel y t·li gt-I 1 eve 1 of 

pol it i ca 1 awareness of the 1 east educated in Hie U.K. compared to Hlat in 

Italy.1~ The latter case lacking, boHI in interest and political 

information. As the researchers measure of political cognition Vv'ElS 

based on sflbjeelive estirlltftes ol expostlre to/loliticBlolldgov8177l:rle/?16} 

17 M. Mann. Op. cit. Tabl~ 2 .. pp 380-381. 

18 M. Mann. Op. cit. p 391. '* Mann dist1nguish~s between two typ~s of acceptance- of corlse-rlsu:::: 

..,.~ acceptance} 'WMre the individual complies because- he- ~,~rceiv~s no r€'alisti(: 

a lternativ~} and nonnative acceptance, whe-re the- individual lnterna lizes the mot· a 1 

exp~ctation$ of th~ ruling class and views his own inferior position as legitimat€'. 

1 9 Almond and V~rba. Op. cit. Table 11 .6} p 57. 
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o//oirs /0 i.e, essenti ally througrl respondents abil ity to i dent ify 

po lit i ci ans at the national 1 eve 1, they accept that they have tapped only tl 

lJ//lited ospeel of the [:opocitj/ to liSP j,lIoJoJ''ledge. And yet in the same 

research, which includes also Mexico, they too at the lower educational 

level lacked information, but always readily gave opinions. Consequently 

the J8ck of cognition is In the Italian case} according to Alrnond 8nd 

Verba, related to the lack of political interest and therefore alienated. 

This might well be so, but it does not explain very satisfactorily why the 

results for Mexico should be so completely different. I am of Hie view 

that there is a deeper cultural reason for Italy's lack of political 

awareness among the 1 ess educated, whi ch 1 i es in thei r di senchantrnent 

with pol i t i ci ans si nee the Unifi cat i on of I tal yin the 1 ast century. But 

even tJli::; on the evi dence produced, show::; that it di rni ni shes wi HI the 

acqu1 S1 ti on of educati on. As A 1 rnond and Vertla state, 

'vtithirl each nation the more educated segment is: more fully irlvolved in the- political 

system, is: more fully a participarlt in politics. The- less edu(:ated segment is: less likely 

to take a full participating role-.21 

I f we take into account that I tal y's resi dent educated has increased tly 

nearly threefold since 19E,l , then the logical conclusion tlased on Alrnond 

and Verba's own statement atlove J is that there rnust be an increase in 

the trend of pol it i ca 1 parti ci pati on. Hovvever one is agai n sf. ill 1 eft 

wi ttl0Ut estab 1 i stli ng the type of comp 1 i ance withi n n,e appat-ent 

consensus frorn Hie rnasse~:. It IJoef: 8ppe8r U·,8t Hie only re8~:on8td 8 

conc1uf;ion here is that, without a level of cognitive developrnent, which 

is suffi ci ent to enable a 'menta l' part i C1 pat ion i n pol it i cs, the type of 

responses produced} wi 11 be i nadequ8te to determi ne the nature of 

comp Hance present. Once ag8i n,8s with Mi chae 1 Mann's rese8reJI, A 1 rnond 

end Verba's fi ndi ngs do not di sprov8 Gran1sci's hi stori cal anal ySi s. 

Mediotion. 
The acqui sit i on by the masses of the moral and i nte 11 ectuel 

20 A lmond and V~rba. op. cit. p 57. 

21 Almond arid V~rba. Op. cit. p 319. 

139 



di recti on} cannot be other than by an hi ~;tori ca 1 process i nvo 1 vi ng 

conflict. The evidence for this is clearly seen in the re1ation::Jlip 

exi sti ng bet V-teen the state and C1 vil soci ety. For exarnp 1 e} the 1 eV~di ng of 

fiscal requirements} licensing of all kinds .. military obligations, policing .. 

ond 0 ·",hole range of subsidies} must reflect not only the potentiol for 

the permanent existence of conflict._ but also the political nature of the 

control that must be present. It is within this context of conflict that 

the pri nci p 1 e of rnedi ati on is the f oca 1 poi nt in co 11 ecti '.Ie action whi C:rl , 

reveals the social relationship adopted to resolving competing ideas and 

practi ces. It is pri maril y the process of medi at i on as practised tly 

par1 i amentari ans, the deci si on makers, that is my specHi c concern her-e. 

As in exchange theory .. reciprocal eXChange can be based on an equality of 

exchange} where the parti ci pants have an understandi ng of what is 

requi red from each. 

But parliamentary mediation commences a~; a process in whictl the 

balance of power is for the rnof:t part .. unequal and itf: purpof:e is to f:hift 

the bal ance so that ad)antages and disadvantages are negot i ated 

SpecHi c to tt"le parli amentari ans y..··here power has tleen delegated .. the 

proces~; of medi ati on is one that takes its strength from Hie di ~;tri tll.Jt i on 

of power located in the sectional interests representelj tly group::: or 

individual members. Without this distribution of pQ\,·yer the principle of 

trledi at ion 'vvou1 d tlecome unnecessary. 

But the important question which now arhe~:, is to wrlat extent 

can the moral and i ntell ectua 1 1 eaderstlip} del egated in ttle manner 

described} defend its dominant position during the crucial stages of 

medi at ion? The questi on bears di rect 1 y on to the strategy adopted by 

Gramsci in theorising a counter-hegemonic struggle, which is the 

subject of chapter 7. The answer to this question lies in who has HIB 

pohtical authority, that is} legitimate politicol power. 

C1 aus Off e (197B)22 in hi sarti c 1 e stated bel ow, cogentl y argues 
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the 1 ocati on of pol it i cal authority in 8 democrati C 80C1 ety, and whether 

mllhorftll is yes teo' in the constittlt iOli or prfYJ/e...qB pm'fer prot/ps. 

Certai n 1 y from the argument I heve pursued here I tru3t 1 egit i r-nacy is 

claimed by the masses in the moral and intellectual leadership they hollj .. 

thus making politicel parties and institutions subordinate to that 

authority. Thi s vi ew does not accord with the exp 1 anat ions of the 

modern democreti c systems as espoused by confl i ct end i ntegret ion 

theori es23
, as neither supports the noil on that pol it i eal Elutrlority is 

indi rectl u deri ved from the masses. .J But it does f 0 11 ow from mu 
,J 

argument, substantiating the claim of political authority by the masses, 

trlat the Question above relating to how the moral and intellectual 

1 eeJljershi pis defended in 11 bera1 democracy .. takes a pre judi ci e 1 posit ion. 

By thi s I me en that even in e democratic system there must tie an [j 

priari posi t i on on whi ch rnedi et ion i s be~;ed. The process cornrnence~; on 

the a::;surnption trlet it::; political auU-lority is derived frorn trle rncwal and 

i nte 11 eetue 1 1 ealjerst'li p. 

PorI j omentory Consensus, 

There is equal itet i ve dirf erence in content tlet ween Hie 

consensus found In the 8cceptence of the morel and intellectual 

Soe:iology E'ditE'd by Paul ConnE'don. PE'nguin Books 1978. pp. 3:38-421 . 

23 Tt.€'sE' t ....... o modo? ls of SOC:1o?ty .. conflict Of CO€'fClon on thE' onE' SldE' and conso?nsus clr intl?9r atiort . 

on th€' othE'f J havE' bE'E'n SutTclur,dE'd by much controvE'rsy. EssE'ntia 1llJ I ",rith tho? formt?t" mod",l 

onl? associates ch.ar act€'ristics of coercion, division.. hostility I dis sensus I c-onflid I 

malintegration and change. For the latter mod~l .. Un? associat€'d charac:t€'ristic:s arl? I cohfsiorl .. 

solidarity .. conser,sus .. reciprocity .. c-o-opl?r ation J integration I stability and peorsistl?nct? (ThfSI? 

model attributes are taken from Modern Social Theory by Percy S. Cohen. Heir,eoman , London. 

1 975. P 1 66). Writers that or!€' assoc:lat€'s ....... ith conflict modo? ls ar€' .. K .t1arx, K .Mannheim and 

C. Wright Mills J seoe R. Dahrendorf
J 

Class and Class Conflict in an Industrial SOc:1eoty, Stanford 

University Press , Cat 1959. Those associated ....... ith integration models arE' T. Parsons. An 

Outline of the Social System. In Theories of Soc-iety (T. Parsons .. E. A. Sh;ls I K. D. Naegflt? I and 

..J. R. Pitts .. eds.), Frel? Pr€'ss .. NI?"Yi York. 1961. s. 1"'1. Upset. Sociol(lg'~ of Demo(:rac':j 

NflJ ... ·lifd I 1 965. 
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direction~ and the consensus ultimately produced as an everyday process 

from the deci si on makers of soci ety. On the one hand the apparent 

consensus of Hie moral and i nte 11 ectual di recti on} becomes accepted by 

the majority predominantly by the cultural inculcation already described 

above. But the everyday consensus of the deci si on makers, whi ch is 

primarily my concern as the holders of delegated power, is preceded by 

the mediatory process. The very presence of SUC~I a process implies that 

dissent 1S negotiable, with a reasonable prospect of an agreement to 

accept the ma j ori ty deci si on} a consensus. 

The content of this consensus is in my view} unlike that produced 

by the masses} because it is pri mari 1 y based on a rational agreement of 

circumstances and/or events at a moment in time. However apart from 

this dHference} the concept of consensus itself means different thing~; 

to different writers. For example} Almond and Verba (19E.3) in their 

research of fi ve countri es} whi C~I includes al so I 1.a 1 y and the U.K.} stre~;s 

trl/ .. <1tJ·J··I.7J-tll1~·iess 5nd ca-ap8l'·5tioli as forming the basis of consensus. 

Lipset (1963) .. stresses generalized tleliefs in equality and achievernent, a 

commitment to 'ult i mate va I ues·. Dahl (19E.7); t'lcKenzi e and 5i 1 ver (19E.P)} 

regard social norms and ad~!erence to the 'rules of the garne' tiS 

important. The rllies [If the g5l17e and ca-aperoti(lll.. may be the most 

powerful of these attrit1utes} if one accepts that through the principle of 

mediation} the 5 priari ih7sitiall of the moral and intellectual direction 

is preserved. The concept of trust worthi ness is one that rni ght 

reasonably follow from this position. The statement below from Almond 

and Verba supporting a consensual vi ew among the eli te} is based on a 

logical deduction of human behaviour and pragmatism} 
If th~r~ is no cons~nsus: within socil?ty} thl?r~ can b~ littl~ pot~ntiaHty for t.he p~ac~ful 

r~so lution of po litica 1 diff~r~nc~s that is: ass:ociat~d v,rith the d~mocr abc procE'ss:. If .. for 

1nstanc~ I t~ incumb~nt e1it~ consider~d th~ opposition ~lit~ too threatening .. it is 

unlik~ly that th~ 1ncumb~nts: would allow a peaceful comp~tibon for ~lit~ pos:lt1on.2~ 
Whil e Almond and Verba's research in thi s respect concentrates on Hie 

cH i zen 1 eve 1 regardi ng the management of cleavage, whi ch 8:;sent i ell y 

24 A lmond and V~rba. op. cit. D 358. 
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subordinates conflicts on the political level to .. some higher (WBrr5I-cI)Ji7~~7 

ottft(ldes of so/fdorft.Y", they can see no reason v·my cleavage is not 

managed by the elite in the same way. They state, 

This balance (behleen consensus .and c leav age), furttlE'rmorE'} must bE' maintainE'd on the­

E'lite as well as the citizen lev€' 1. Though olJr data arE' not rE' levant here I it is quitE' likE'ly 

that similar mechanisms operate on the elitE' levE'l as WE'll. The e1.aborate formal arid 

infot-ma1 rules of etiquette in the legislatures of Britain and the UnitE'd StatE's I for 

example I foster and indeed require friendly relations (or at least friendly "Vlords) 

behleen supporters of the opposing parties. And this tempers the- inte-nsity of 

partisanship. It is not that partisanship is destrol..l e-d as a siQnificant force' rather it is 
- - I I 

kept in place by more general norms of social relationships.25 (my brackets: above) 

The point here is that Almond and Verba see no reason to dnrvV a 

distinction between the citizen and the elite level in the form of 

consensus that emerges. However as they do not include I tal ~ in Hie 

above I the conc 1 usi on that rni ght be reached here is that the 1 eve 1 of 

t ru s tan Ij co - 0 p e ra t ion a t HI e cit i zen 1 eve 1, w t-Ji C t-I i S rn u CJI 1 (I W e r f (I r I tal ~ 

than for Britain and the United States26, can also be reflected tlet"vveen 

Hie elite at Hie political legi~;lative le'·le1. It coullj be argued Ulat Uleir 

research from today's vi e'yvpoi nt, mi ght be consi dered as beari ng the 

effects of the afterrnatti of Hie seconlj 'vvorlIj war, and Hierefore not 

ent ire 1 y 8i gnifi cant when re lated to contemporary attitudes. But as the~ 

furHler clairn .. and indeed supported b~d my arguments above and in 

chapter 1/ (The Italian Case), Italy's st-Iort political hi~;tory since Hie 

Risorgirnento, tias imbued attitudes of mistrust in Hie ~;tate and 

politicians. Further and to sarne e:x:tent contradictory, it is Hie 

consi stent argurnent of Almond and Vertla that education affects an 

individual's political attitude.27 This introduces an important factor 

whicti was not previously present in 19f,3~ at the time of their re~;earct-I, 

and relates to the extent that education has expanded in all countries, 

and particularly for Italy. Also with respect to the ~Iigher educated, 

according to Almond and Verba's datal all countries researched,displayed 

25 Almond and Ve-rba. Op. cit. P 360. 

26 Almond and Verba. Op. cit. s~e table IX.2 I P 21 3. 

27 Almond and Verba. Op. cit. P 31 E. . 
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the same characteri sti c regardi ng trust and helpful ness of others28 , 
which is greater than for the lower educated. The only conclusion one 

can draw from this is that the educated elite, the decision makers in this 

case, are more likely to be consensual regardless of their political 

ori entat ion. 

Summary and comments. 

By exami ni ng a small but important part of 1 i tleral democracy.. I 

have tri ed to show the extent of autonomous movement whi ch e><:i sts and 

where some mechani sms operate. 

Modern Trasformismo in the. conceptual framework discussed, 

encompasses thi s autonomous movement and can be seen on tt"le one hand 

as havi ng the capacity to conti nuall y assi milate and ad j u,:;t to nev·j 

situat ions, through a process of educati on .. medi ati on and consensu~;. And 

yet on the other it can also be seen as vulnerable, where a counter­

hegemony can potenti ally develop, fl rst through the development of a 

ne\·v culture, and then subsequently as a political movement. 

It was from the historical event~; of the Risorgirnento .. that 

Gromsci concei ved of ho'v\'" the domi nont morol and 1 ntell ectuol 1 eodershi p 

was rei nf orced .. not tly Hie masses, but as a parli arnentary phenomenon of 

elite moving from one power bloc to another as individuals or groups. In 

H!e new' conception of \"i"t"!Bt ! ~!B"'·le termed ·t'lodern Trasformisrno', H!e 

el ite ore no longer, in odvonced SOC1 ety, the domoi n of ony S1 ngl e 

pol it i ca 1 party .. but diffused throughout all soci ety's inst it uti ons, and 

representing a significant although a minority proportion of the masses 

It is thi s fundamental di ff erence of how pol i tical authority now emerges 

from the mosses in the form of the moral and 1ntellectuol leodership, 
J 

which gives liberal democracy both its potential to shift its ideological 

position, or to continually reform its institutions. 

The emphasi s for the development of Modern Trasf ormi smo hes 

28 Almond and V~rba. Op. cit. P 318. 
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been argued as one whi ch is pedagogi ca 1. Commenci ng from Gram2.ci's 

assertl on that the domi nant hegemony is a call ecti ve cultural activity .. 

tlet ween the educated and the 'popul ar menta lay', to the ultimate forms 

of consensus whi ch demonstrate that educational deve 1 oprnent i ~:; 

strong1 y connected. But can one refute the pedagogi cal re1 at i onshi p and 

sti 11 have adequate grounds to exp 1ai n the present soci a1 and pol it i cal 

development? I f we di smiss Gramsci's epi stemologicel exp1 enat ion of 

the growth of cultural hegemony, by co 11 ecti ve acti vity bet'vveen 

different levels of cultural groups, how do we then explain the gro\'\"ing 

consensus bet ween those who are educated and those who are not, and 

more specifi ca 11 y .. what was causal to thi s consensus 

This finally twings me to the contentious argument of the 

functionalist approach as an e~<planation of social processes. It i:; 

difficult to avoid stating .. U,at Hie idea of pro!~re::;s of western ~;(lcietie:; .. 

whi ch education ha':; seemi ngl y favoured, is not in evi dence. But it wou1 d 

tl e e Qua 11 y d if fie u It to den y the a ff e c t 0 fed u c a ti (I non the rn e sse~; ,or 

that confli ct and consensus resi de together. 

One can vi ev ... · the development of t'lodern trasf (lrrni srno es 

produci ng an everyday process constructi ng a soci a1 \"./or1 d, wtli crr is tr,en 

constantl y 1 eani ng to'vvards adaptati on (If surroundi ng cflanges Eiut 

equally one can also argue the extent of conflict present .. and the type of 

comp liance produci ng consensus. Thi~; is also 8 process const ructi ng the 

soci a 1 worl d and can therefore make the noti on of progress seem 1 ess , 

f avourab 1 e. As both of these two statements are vall d, they must tIOU, 

be a representation of objective reality. I think that this is a good 

exarnp 1 e of how vari ous soci al processes, defy reject ion. 
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Chapter 7_ 

The "Integrol state" and the nature of oppOSition 

to political changR 

I ntroduct j on_ 

If po litica 1 scill?nclI? mll?ans scill?nc:1I? of thE' statll?.. and the- stat€' is the- e-ntir€' 

comp lE')( of pr ac:tic:a 1 and thll?ofe-tic:a 1 activitiE's with which thE' fU ling (: lass not 

unly justifies and maintains its dc,minance} but managE's to 'w'in th", dC:ti"V'", 

conse-nt of those- OVe-f whom it fule-s, the-n it is obvious that a 11 th€' €'ss€'ntia 1 

que-stions of sociology are- nothing othe-f than the- qu€'stions of politkal 

scie-nce-. 1 

As we h a v e see n inc hap t e r 2., the eon e e p t 0 f the s t C! t e, 1 ::; 

not vi eVv'ed by Grarnsci as a repressi '.Ie i n~;trurnent at the tlehest 

of the domi nant forces, but ass] mi 1 ates a 11 the educat i 'Ie 

functi ons so that the ent ire cultural b 1 oe cornpri ::;i rll~ tt-Ie \·vho 18 of 

soei ety, becornes i ndi vi si til e f rom the state. To tie sure} the ~;t ate 

fl8S the capacity to call upon coerci '.,Ie forces] n tt-Ie last instance 

to mai nt ai n cant ro 1. But prj maril y, the .... vho 1 e concepti on of the 

extensi on of the state.. as Grarnsci theori sed it, includes the 

apparatus of hegemony and therefore is i nvol velj in the strugg1 e 

for consciousness of the realit~d that is pre:;ent. Tt-lis is the 

crucial objective to Y'l"hich Gramsci's theory of change is directed 

I n the context of thi s study.. the questi on of how di ff er-ent 

political parties are then integrated in the hegemonic apparatu~; 

of society, does imply that either the ideological basis for their 

exi stence is not in confl i ct wi th the dami nant hegemony .. or that a 

true understanding of their class position has not been properly 

assessed. The issue here is, can we assume that the deve 1 opment 

of pol it i ea 1 parti es and the rnora 1 and i nte 11 eetua1 vi e .... "s tt1e1d 

ho 1 d, are categori sed si mp1 y as those that are of the doml nant 

moral direction and that the rest are sutlordinate to the cr-itenij 

set, or is the development of the dominant moral direction} one 

Grams:ci. Op.cit. p.1765 (F'N. p 244). 
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that is ernergi ng as a co 11 ecti '.Ie contri bUti on by ell pflrti (:i pati ng 

pert i es due to the ct-,arecteri st i cs engendered tty Trasf (lrrni ~;rno_ 

\Ai h i i e e CI c h DO i it i c CI i D CI rt y CI t tern P t s to s t CI rn pits SUD e ri (I rit y 0 v e r 

others, tt,e persistent pClrticipation as a collective rne,jiating 

body, mClkes the struggl e for consci ousness of a specifi c class, 

harder to rnai ntai n. 

Tt,e concepts of the 'hi stori c bloc' end the 're 1 CIt i on::; of 

force', already introduced in chapter 2, together underpin the idea 

of hovy' a potential counter-hegemony can evolve. The existence of 

a doniinant cultural hegernony, hes tleen the result of a process of 

hi stori cal deve 1 oprnent, frorn v'lhi ch the events that cornbi ned to 

produce relation~; of forces (footnote 9 chapter 2), have ~;tarnped 

their tleneJ, rnarks on history by the formation Clnd developrnent. of 

an historic tl1oc. If, CIS we understClrllj frorn Grarnsci's theory of 

the integral state, that there are rnClny hi::;toric ttlocs at various 

1 eve 1 s 0 f de vel 0 p rn e n t a rllj s u til) r din d t e tot h e do rn ina n t til (I c} U-I e n 

the idea of political cJlange pre::;uppo::;es that one group'::; political 

developrnent and distinct ideological direction will .. given the 

means through the obJect i ve condi t ions presented .. ovet-po ... ·ver ttle 

dorninant hegernony by its OY\'TI superior rnoral and intellectuel 

dire c ti 0 n . But i s it al sop 0 s s i til e t h CI t CI d v CI nee d soc i e t y . -:; 

deve 1 oprnent.. and the changi ng confi gurat i on of i L:; dorni nant 

historic bloc, is no longer attle to cornpletely Clssirnilate the 

hegernony of other pol it i cal parti es, 'vvhose resi stence 1 S 

manifested by 8 call ect i '.,Ie ro1 e in stl8pi ng ttle form and content of 

the niora1 end intellectual direction? t'ly point here is that if one 

is to accept the concept of the relation of forces and its role in 

making real the events that con-,bine to form a dorninant historic 

b1oc,2 then we cannot ignore other events that heve subscrit1ed 

2 'Ylhat must be remembered here is that Gt-amsci conceived the concept of the relaht)rl~ 

of forces fot- his O'ylrI particular ends relating to achieving r adic:a 1 chang€'. However} a:: I 

argued in chapter 3, this concept is equally explained as social chang€' and as such w€' 

must considet-, to put it in Medon's tet-mino logy, not only those functions that ar €' 

manif€'st but also thos€' \\'hic:h an? 1at€'nt. I cannot rl?gard it a::: legitimate for Gr arl'l~ (1 tCI 

choose those events of histonJ . important as they wet-e and no doubt significant in thew 
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to produci ng the present pol it i ca 1 party deve 1 oprnent, 1. e, 

advanced soci etll's re1 ati '.Ie stabl'11' til d l·t ;:t ;:t an po 1 iCel1 polar-ising::' 
trend. 

r1y ai rn tlere is to sho· ... '" how the present developrnent of 

pol it i cal parU es for both cases} is di mi ni shi ng the ideal ogi eel 

differences by their active participation in the political system. 

My reason for developing the above, is to shaYv' that 

Grarnsci's notion of i ntegraU ng conceptuall y the state and e1 vll 

soci ety, is fl awed. Hi s purpose was to cornt,i ne H-,e cultural and 

po 1 it i cal blocs of soci ety so that they coul d emerge as the 

dominant intellectual and rnoral order, as Yv'ell as the state party, 

In the concept of tt-Ie integral state, Gramsci sees the preparetion 

of the state-party, 'rnodern pri nee' .,4 as the embryo of Hie 'ne'v"," 

order·.5 Ttle di scussi on here therefore is one showi ng Wt-,y H-,ere 

is no reasonat,l e concepti on of a 'uniti ed call eet i "Ie Yv'ill' that i~; 

related to a single political party. 

The I ntegrol Stote 
Frorn the inception of Fascism in Italy in 1922 and the 

def eat of the pro 1 etari an revo 1 uti on in the west, was for Grarnsc1, 

J udgi ng tlY hi s writ i ngs in the ttli rt 1 es J the ttl rth of t-li::; concepti on 

of the state \-vhi ch chall enged the marxi st basi s of vi e"Ni ng it in 

i nstrurnental tern-,s.: i.e .. the econon-,i c di sti net ion tlet Yv'een tla~;e 

and superstructure. Tti8 theoret i ea 1 con::;truct i on of t~le 

'expansion of the state' when related to Gramsc:i's theond of 

re vol uti 0 nary c han 9 e , can a p ply to any form 0 f c 1 as::; ru 1 e .. 

although of course hi s a1 ni \-vas speciti call y soei ali sni. The poi nt 

here is that the nature of the pol it i cal struggl e to achi eve crlemge J 

entails equally understanding the nature of the state itself and 

that it is independent of class. Gramsci made the f 0 11 OWl ng 

;nf1u~nc~ on oth~r ~v~nts J as th~ on ly ;nf1u~nc~s that matter. 

3 The tet-m 'polads;ng' ;s us~d h~t-e ;n the sense that support fot- each pol1tic-ill party 

has stabmz~d. 

4 Mod~rn pdnc~ J th~ commun;st party. 

5 Chdst;n~ BuC:;-Glucksmann. Op. c;t. p 290. 
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statement in expl i cati ng the state whi ch 1 s a conveni ent poi nt 
frorn whi ch to proceed: 

ThE' conCE'pt of rE'VO lutionary and of intE'rnationa list, in tho? rrtodE'rn 5E'rrS';' (of thE' 

~dord, is cotTE'lahvE' with the- pre-cise- COfICE'pt of tho:- statE' and of c hss: litH? 

undE'rstanding of thE' statE' mE'ans littlE' class consciolJsne-ss (and undE'rstanding 

of tht? statE' e-xists not only whE'n onE' de-fe-nds it, but also w·he-n onl? attacks it irl 

orde-r to o",e-rthrow it) ; hE'ncE' the- low le-ve-1 of e-ffe-ctive-ne-ss of thE' partil?s, I?te. 

Gypsy bands or political nomadism are- not dange-rous phenomE'na.6 

So by understonding the complexity of the state, the rnectioni:::trls 

that retain it (defend it) or release it (overthro'vv it), Eire better 

revealed. In the following I shall explain the pre~;ent political 

party development in conjunction 'with Gramsci's noti on of the 

Integra 1 state. 

The Grarnsci an concept of the 're 1 ati ons of f ot-ce' .. is rea 11 y 
the f 0 u n d 8 ti (I non \ ...... h i c h all 0 the reo nee p t s f 0 11 0 y,(7 T t1 e f I) t- C e '; 

he has in rrtind that ...... /111 lead to radical political ct-Iange are the 

deve 1 oprnent of produeti ve f oree~;.. the re 1 aU on~:; of pol it i co 1 

forces and tt-Iose bet vv'een pol it i ca 1 parti es as we 11 8S pol it i ca 1 

re 1 aU ons that are potenti ally mi 1 Hary. 'vole have al ready di scu~:;::;ed 

in chapter Z, anlj footnote 41, that these rel ... "1·/it:'/lS af lO/T2~:' iJre 
'--h,c,r-- -·f er-l· C'p.d bit r,,/-,?p<n,·,-· ""'nd ,-. .-.,.-, i"'/.· ... .-.-I,·,,,.-,.:;-l ...... u lj t. _. "_I _" ~ ''-J __ {,. L'.' ... ". U &:. '{J -'.l "J .fL- , '-'} I L·.' rnornent~;.. 'Nhi cti 

requi re to be carefull y studi ed in order that the correct 'rnornent' 

is observed for a subsequent arllj pol it i call y fruit f ul acti on to 

occur. To take no advantage of such 8 ' conjunctional rnornent' tlY 

the possi b11 i ty it off ers of eff eetl ve 1 y i nterveni ng.. tt1at i~;, tly 

men's own ...... 1111 and capability is, in the context of transforrning 

the poli ti cal systen1, to have further contradi ctory situati ons. 

These conj tJncti onel rnornents are dependent on phenomena that 

6 Gr am:s:ci. Op .cit. P 326. (PN. p 275). The- t-e-fe-t-e-noe- to 'Gy p:s:'~' t-e-<s lly re late-s to th", 

e-a:s:e- ;n which Yolunte-e-t-s could bE' t-e-cruitE'd duE' to thl? past social oompostion of Ital'J la 

point me-ntion in PN. p 203). 

7 This point is ct-itica 11y argue-d by N. Bada loni in Dit-E'zionE' Cons apE' YO lE' E' SpontanE'ita' 

in Ideo loQi.:. e- AzionE' po 11tic.:., Rom.:.., 1972. P 73. Also .a shot-t account is qU1)te-d m 

Cht-istin; Buci-Glucksmann. op. cit. P 71. ThE' b.asis of thE' contention Ulat rl j:: an::~n 
amonQ ..,,Ilt-iters of Gt-.amsci, is intE'rpt-E'ting thE' social toto lity .as some-Udng diff€'t·t?n f 

frorfl ~hE' historic bloc. Whether an historic bloc is cre-.ate-d or not, B.adoloni argu€'s .. is 

dE'pende-nt on thE' ob jE'ctivE' conditions: that makE' it poss:ib It?. 
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are presented 'occa8i onall y' or by acci dent} and carryon 1 y; 
'minlJt~ w~i9ht in hist(.t"ica 1 t~nfls·. e 

From the point of view of this study, these conjuncture~; have 

thei r S1 gnifi cance 1 n that H-Iey are thernsel ves dependent on t~le 

movernents that are regarded as 'organic' in the structures and 
) 

having evolved historically, are therefore 'relati'v'ely permanent'. If 

one consi ders conjunct 1 ona 1 rnornents as the weak 11 nks in the 

perrnanence of structures, ttle terrai n on whi ch changes in soci ety 

can be potentially made, then three statements can be posed; 

/ That conjunctional phenomenon favourable to 

transf orrnat i on, has not yet been presented. 

~'? That a con j uncti ona1 pt-len~lrnenon t-Ia~; been pre~;en ted., tlut i::; 

unrecogni sed by ttiose di sposed to radi cal pol it i cal ct1f:mge. 

3. Ttlat ttle de vel opn-Ient of the medi atory proce::;~:;e~:; tt-Iat 

characterise the developrnent of rnclljern Trasformisrno} rnight 

be regarded as a tluffer zone in wtli eJI 'ttle opportunity of the 

rnornent·, a forrna1 explanation of political transforrnation. 

1 iteral1 y darnpens the opportunity off erelj t'!d conj unct i onal 

phenornena. 

Frorn the 1at ter staternent, the rnechani ::;rn otlser ... ·'ed i::; an 

hi ~;tori cal deve 1 opn-Ient that does not fit easil y with Grarn<:;c i'~; 

idea of change. The terrain of Trasforrnisrno must already tie 

e11rninated for a conjunctional rnornent) if recogni~;ed, to tie 

e7~p1oited. Tt1e contradictions that tlave evolved in the ::;tructure 

and have, over an historical period ) defied atternpts by the 

dominant politicai forces to resolve them, have by theory and 

practi ce, rnuteted the conditions by whi ch these contradi cti on~; 

can, wi thi n 1 i mi ts, be accornrnodated. 

To return to the connect 1 on bet ween tt-Ie re 1 aU ons of force::, 

and the forming of an historic bloc .. it stlould now be apparent 

that the fOnl)er concept must precede the forrnation of the latter. 

Tt1e conception of the historiC bloc, whicJI repre~;ent~; Hie 

consolidated expression of the relations of forces, and underpin::; 

Grarnsci's theory of the integral state, reflects ttie t-Ilstorical 

8 Gt-amse:i. Op. e:it. p 1579. 
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developrnent of the econornic base and the institution~; of civil 

soci ety. Thi sis why Gramsci sees structure and superstructure 

as i nseparabl e and 1 eadi ng di al ecti call y to i ncl udi ng the 

apparatus of hegernony as part of the state. The Iylery tl/j~;i::; on 

whi ch an hi stori c bloc is formed from the re 1at ions of forces 
.. 

that 1 s, from the objective condit ions that made it possi b 1 e, 

depends on the extent of a group or class .. to organically produce 

and dorninate it. Hence ttle very nature of the historic bloc, is that 

of the hegernony of the dorni nant class. Further.. the state, tly 

inherit 1 ng the domi nant hegemony .. embraces all the apparatus of 

hegernony as its O·v'vTI.: Le .. private, cultural and ideological 

i nst i tut i on~:. 

Iwe rnu~; t novy' take the concept of the hi ::;t ori c td oc a 1 it tl e 

further in order to see the practi ca 1 development and 1 ocat i on of 

political parties and the role of intellectuals in their political 

context. Grarnsci defi ned the modern state (advanced soci et~d) .. in 

terms of its capacity to forrn an organic bloc. It follo'yv~; frorn 

thi s that states other than the 'modern state', have not formed an 

organi c bloc, or rnore prot1atd y.. only partl y so. The underl yi ng 

criterion here is the e>c:tent of hegemony developed by a class to 

give the historic bloc its beliefs and values in such proportions 

as to be dominant. Other groups may also form historic blocs at 

varyi ng 1 eve 1 s of hegernord c deve 1 oprnent, the y· ... ho 1 e f orrni ng an 

heterogeneous confi gurati on represent i ng the tli ~;ton c 

developn"lent of the state. It is here we can see the theoretical 

di vi si on in the hi stori c bloc, that is .. whether the domi nant c1 ass 

and its values are atlle to either contain and/or atlsortl the 

hegemony of other groups, or are there i ndi caU ons (organi c) that 

the structural hegemony is di si ntegrati ng? The connect i on here 

is to see pol it i ca 1 parti es as each havi ng an hi st ori c bloc .. among 

a cornplexity of blocs of many types of social groups., and also at 

vary i n g 1 eve 1 s 0 f de vel 0 p men t., \·v it h the i row nco n ten t 0 f mat e n a 1 

forces and ideological forrn. Frorn this schema} we can now lin~ 
the 'abstract real ity' of the structure and superstructure, and 
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rnake concrete the re/6//allS" af farce.,· t t-,·- t L- w - - - - t . 
. . ... - ij I 'u V t=. L: U t, _ n tJlJ t e Ij t (I 

shapi nq the vari ous hi stori c b 1 or: c· V'll tt-I tL- -1· rd· ff -
.... - o.j, lit=. 1 erenL:es anlj 

conflicts, into a practical forrn. 

Political Parties. 

In e~;sence, the integral state theorised by Grarn~;c:i) 

corntll nl ng both the econorni c structure and Cl· lJ l·l S .... Cl· - t -. - . t -. 
y ... L . t=. y } pet t r11 ~. 

e 1 etYlents of the til stori e b 1 oe, represented tly soci Bland pol it i cal 

groups, to rnake changes in the econorni c, pol it i cal and soci a1 

realrns. Ttlis reciprocal capacity} both the st8te'~; strengttl and 

\ .. veakness, shows ho ........ · the confl i cts in the superstructure. in 

soci ety's i nsti tuti ons, reproduced tly the heterogeneou::; neture of 

ell aspect s of thei r hi stori cal deve 1 oprnent, can chenge the 

confi gurati on of the hi ::;tori c b 1 oe tloth f a'· ... ouratd y or unf e'./ouretll y 
to the Ijorni nent hegernony.o;"1 The 6rgurnent~; in chapter E., shoYY'ed 

9 Gt-amsci's c:oncE'ption of thE' hE'9E'morlic: app.jr atus} is to inc:lude all thE' institutiorls (of 

thE' soda 1 totality.. i.E') Education} CultUt-.j 1 CE'ntrE'S c.f information. TradE' Uniorl::., 

RE'ligious and priY.:ste institutions of all kinds. It is ··.y"odh noting her e UI.jt N. Pou hrltzj S , 

c:laimt?d that Gn.msci h.:sd · .... n-ong1IJ· included st.atE' structurE'S in his (:on(:E'pt (If 

ht?9t?mony .. as · ...... t?11 as unaccept.:st.l'J t?xtE'ndin9 ht?gE'mon'J to ine:lude " .... orking (:ljSS 

strate9IJ' .. in Pc.litk.:s1 Po\\'et- and Soci.jl Classes, London 1973. (p 226 .jrld ~I 140 th€' 

fotTflE't- and pp 225-6 th€' latter (:riticism). This discussion is co ..... \?rt?d b'J Chr;stirlE' 

Buci-Glud::smann .. op . .:::it. pat"ticularl'J P·:r9~s 59 and 184. As I havE' riot bt?t?n atllE' to find 

a t-E'sponst? by othet-s to Pou iantzas criticisms of Cir amsci, I be-he-·· ... €' the- ob:::!?ryation::: I 

haye- made- of Gt-amsc:fs writing regarding th\?se two points, in ChaptE'r 5, may ha'.'E' 

somE' validity. Nicos PCtlJlantzas polE'mic in dismissing ttlt? in(:lusion of · ... lorkin9 cl:s:::s 

stt-ate-gy as: ~.art of thE' hege-monic a~.pat-atus, imp lies that the- he-ge-mony of thE' working 

c1assE's can dE'velc.~. and ovet-come the- structures that hay€' evolve-d around it. I havE' 

argued that the contt-ibution of potE'ntia 1 counte-r-po litica 1 forcE'S to thE' dominjnt 

sy stem, is we-akened by their par-ticipation through the- procE'sse-s of Modt?rn 

Tt-asfotTilismo (Chapter 6). Hence Poulantzas resistance to the- inclusion of workin9 

class strategy, is understandable I but hE' is left without thE' tools for an alte-rrlativt? 

theot-etica 1 construction. What Pou1antzas imp lie-s is that a wot-king c: lass str atE'glJ (:an 

gain hE'gE'fClony OYt?r oth€'r heg€'monic groups w·ithout c:ultlJt· a1 participatior, 'w'itheout 

part,c:pation the-re can bE' no conqut?st of h€'g€'mony . ThE' cons€'qu€'nt rE'slJlt of this i:: ttlat 

tht? argument of Pou1antzas is tE'chnic:a 11y c:orrE'ct in that avoiding participation ttlrougtl 

the dominant hegemony, is also to avoid thE' me-diatory processE's that subordin.:tt€' all 

sClcia 1 groups. However, it is difficult to SE'€' on what basis.. and orl€' assumE'S 

Pou1antzas acce-ptanc:e- of the c:onc€'pt of hE'g€'mony, that ..... '·orking cla:::: str .:.tE'gy ,:"rl 
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the t tho n ro c- 0 r.t rl e U 0 1 •• n n-. 0 n t II f t- (" t ~-... • • ... '- • • ..... ...,. '_. 'oJ..... • .... u . y ...... ,_, p .......... ,_ u. J J ' .; •. $1 c- u c· 1 n n (", 1 ; f ; ,. H 1 f u rt"r"1 c. 
- ,-u.,J'_o_11 III ... • .... ·11 ....... ·\.11 ...... 1111-', 

demonstrated a trend to accomrnodat i ng the conf1 i cts of dif f erent 

political ideologies by the presence and institutionalization of 

the sec r, a ra c t e ri s ti c sin 'rn 0 d e rn T ra s f 0 rrn ism 0'. Ttl e can c 1 us i (I n 

here is} in Grarnsci an 1 anguage} that the confi gurati on of the 

domi nant hi stori c bloc r,af: changed. as indeed it must. but not 

unf avourab 1 y to the dorni nant hegenl0ny. It is pri maril y ttli s 11 nk, 

the art i cul ators of the rnedi aU ng process of modern 

Trasforrnisrno} the intellectuals, that would appear to offer an 

exp lanati on to the constant source of po1it i cal opposition, wt-Ii ctl 

ultirnate1y fuels the dorninant hegernony. Thi~; of course i~; 

contrary to the deve 1 oprnent requi relj for radi cal pol it i cal ctlange, 

f or it cannot 1 ead to an ornani c cri si s of the state that is a tI J} 

transit i on.1O I vy'i 11 fi rst di scuss the above in general terms, then 

e :>:: a rn 1 n e it i n U-I e con t e i< t 0 f H-I e t V'lO C a::; e ~:; . 

The e:,,:tent of Iji (fusi on of i nte 11 ectua 1 s throughout alj',/ancelj 

soc1 ety. i ~:: obvi ous 1 yare 1 aU ve terrn taken frorn one peri (ilj t (I 

another. Ho'yvever accept i ng such re lat i ve di ff erences ij-:; 

cornparati ve frorn H-Ie data coll ected in tt-li~; study, we know U·,at 

educational expansion at the higher leve1s 11 has increased for 

b (I t h cas e f: by 0 v e r 32% for I tal y and 25% for tt-I e U. K . tl e t V'I e e n t~, e 

years 1951 to 1983. In addit i on, the reg1 anal Iji stri buti on of U:,8 

be-come- dominant. 

1 (I Gt-amsci. Op. cit. P 1 603. Se-e- also footnote- 2} chapte-r 2. 

11 Se-e- Table-::. 1 and 2 at the- back of this the-sis. The- incre-ase- in the- highe-r e-ducate-d and 

its significance- to the- mass of ordinary pe-ople, lie-s in theit- diffusion throughout so(:iety 

as the 'e-ducate-d become- the educators:' so pt-oducing tht-ough cultural assimilation, the 

fot-m of de-ve-lopme-nt from 'Vlhich the- mot-.a 1 and inte lle-ctu.:t 1 de-ve lopr'-le-rlt of so(:ie-ty E 

de-rived. The- the-ore-t1c-211 discussion re-lating to the notion of the 'diffusion of thl? 

inte-lle-ctua1s', was fit-st mentione-d in chaptet- 2, padic:ul.:trly footnote- 35. Hero? tho:­

argument is t-e-late-d to the- pn:.b1em, as Gt-amsc:1 sa'",,' it, of combining the stat€' furl(t;.:orl:: 

. t d - 'd'- -·f dor·ination' throuqh with civil socie-ty in order to avold \y·h.:tt he erme- 3::· 1t e-\.. . II . 

. ., f tt t f Tho? notion of int .. ll€'ctua 1 
tr aditiona 1 inte llectua 1::. ot- 'funcbonane-s 0 Ie- s a.e-. -. 

t ( -") - -ding the- de'le loprnent (If 
diffusion \Y. as also the concet"rl of the- last chap er 6.. t egat 

critica 1 consciousrle-:s:s and par liamentat-y consensus. 
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highly educated in Italy as part of the resident popu18tion, h8~; 

more trion trettled ttet'vVeen 1961 to 1981. r1y point rlere becorn8::; 

s i g n if i can t \1'1 t-I e n we con sid e r t hat the d if f us ion 0 fin t e11e c t U 81 ~; 

throughout advanced society tod8Y, C8n no longer be seen as a 

'separati on frorn tt-18 rnass8s' 8S understood by Grarnsci} and to 

w rl i c h he bas edt rl e u lt i rn ate de vel 0 p men t (I f he gem 0 n y f 0 r- H-18 

worki ng classes_ He stated; 

But it should be noted that in all (:ountries) though in differing degrees I there is 

a great gap bet-Vleen the popular masses and the inte llectua 1 groups} everl the 

largest ones ~ and those- neare-st to the peripheries of national life I lib? priests 

and school teactlers. Ttle reason for tMs is that ~ however much ttle rulin9 .::lass 

may affirm to the c(lntr ary, the stat.:- .as such, do.:-s riot havo? a urlit.3t"1J .. 

coherE'nt dnd homoge-ne-ous c:c1rlce-ption, with the rt?sult that inte l1.:-e:tua 1 grolJV= 

are sc:attE't-E'd bet-vleE'n one str aturn and the next, or evo?n ·y,riU.in a sinq 1", 

stt-dtum . 12 

Trle reality of society's present developrnent would sugge::;t .. again 

in relative tertl1s., that while cultural differencet; are urlljeniatde 

bet'vveen sections of the populati on .. the e;<:tent of cultural over1 ap 

does not readi 1 ~d equate with a . gap bet \'veen tl"le rnat;:38S arllj 

i ntel1 ectual s' on trle one t1and, nor tt-Iat tt-Iere is oH-ler thBn B 

heteroqeneous uni t!-t of the state on the other. 
'- '-

Tt-Ie result of thi s present developrnent c18ar1 y does not 

dernonstrate a trend towards a worki ng c 1 a::;s e>~pansi on in terrn::: 

of a di~;tinct culture and ideoloQ!-I. Indeed, quite tt-Ie re ... ·18r5e .. tt-18 
'- '-

advance of educati on t-18S blurred the edg8~;. r"luc:t-1 hat; tl8en writ ten 

on the po lari si ng of ideo 1 Og1 cal posit 1 ons} the separate facti on::; 

withi n tt10se ideo 1 ogi cal groups and the medi aU on constantl yin 

progress \"a,'itt-li nand ttet w'een pol it i cal parti e::;. Here I wi 11 

introduce 8 son-le'vvt1at different concepti on of the eff eets of 

educati anal diffusi on in soci ety, that produces diffi cult i e~; for 

theori si ng a un1 tary conception (see I ntroduct i on here) inti-Ie 

Gramsci an sense, and in doi ng so, reveal 'vVt1Y oppositional forces 

of an heterogeneous nature ernerge. 
The tl1edi ati on constantl yin evi denee witrli nand tlet ween 

political parties., the effects of 'vvidesprea,j educat1on , t'IBve 

12 Gramsci. Op. cit. P 1394 (PN. p 342). 
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inhibited the progress of various ideological thrusts frorn 

achi evi ng a si ngul ar moral di rect i on that mi ght potenti all y 1 ead 

to dorni nance. We mi ght say that each hi stori c bloc has not been 

able to develop sufficient hegemonic force to reshape the 

domi nant. But that is not to say that they have not reshaped each 

other~ including the dominant configuration. Widespread education 

has not produced social groups with cultural values that are 

constrained as uni-directional~ but to the contrary~ have produced 

8 wi der conception of the worl d whi ch enabl es them to assess 

values and beliefs beyond their own particular culture. It follows 

from this that the construction of hegemony~ political~ cultural 

and soci a 1 ~ shoul d not now be seen as a unitary concepti on 

embracing all in a particular party or group~ but rather hegemony 

embracing diverse groups in different political parties. 

Hegemony has ttlerefore been sUbject to Change in content by 

society's re-distribution of social groups. The dominant hegemony 

of a specific class is not therefore the appropriate conception, 

domi nance bei ng characteri sed by an heterogeneous groupi ng 

crossing cultural barriers. The consequence of this developmental 

trend .. can be demonstrated by the present state of pol it i cell 

part i es. 

The I ta1 j an Case. 

Italian SOCiety politically distinguishes itself primarily 

from most other societies .. by 8 democracy which is fragmented 

and pol ari sed.13 The p 1 ura 11 sti c nature of I tal i an pol it i cell 

part i es .. havi ng at 1 east 6 si gnifi cant parU es .. is unusual among 

countries of advanced development. Sartorj14 has invest i gelted 

the dual probl em of ideo 1 ogi cal polari sat ion in I tal y and the 

fragmentary party system .. whi ch constantly produces a cOell i ti on 

form of government. The Chri sti eln Democrats (DC) 8S the maj ority 

party .. have found themselves in latter yeelrs persistently shelring 

.. 1 M 1· C te-mpor anea 7, 
13 A. L~"·i. Ipotes; sull'ltaHa: und;c; d;aQnos; p~r una cns1. I u mo. on -

1983. 
14 G. Sartori. T~or;a d~; Part;t; e- caso Italiano. Milano. SugarCo. 1982. 
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power} whil e the Communi sts (PC I) } the second largest perty, ere 

constantly excluded} except for periods during 1976 and 1979. The 

ideological distance that separates Italian political parties, is 

often regarded as forming a pyramid} with the largest parties et 

the bose} substant i 011 Y di vi dedI ond the small er perU es et the 

top} much closer and 1 ess 1 deo 1 ogi call y di vi ded. 

For the Ita 11 an case} pol it i cal party development has sho\.vn 

four major characteristics} a plurality of parties} a polarising of 

different ideologies} politicol foctions within porUes ond 0 

signi ficant anti -system party presence
l 

as shown by the 

percentage of popul ar votes. 15 Fi rstl y} the plural ity of pol it i cal 

parties in Italy undoubtedly owes much to the short histor-icel 

peri ad si nce the Uni fi caU on. As Corlo Donolo ri ghtl y stete~;; 

C~rtain sp~cific: f~atun?s ar~ ~xp l.ain~d by th~ mann~r in which national 

Unification and th~ industria 1 r~vo lution cam~ about: a s~rious un~v~n 

d~v~ lopm~nt has r~su lt~d in th~ h~t~rogen~ous qua lity of the dominant bloc 

which has had two cons~qu~nc~s: a) the primacy of th~ ~x~cutiv~ function and 

th~ art of m~diation; b) the n~c~sslty to d~l~qate to mod~rat~ non-capitalist 

pat-ti~s the t"~sponsibmty of producinq cons~nsus ....... 16 

If the plurality of the Italian political parties is due to the 

hi stori ca 1 processes f 0 11 o ..... ·..-i ng the 'Unifi catl on' l then 'yvhat causa 1 

reason coul d exp 1 ai n the 1 ack of movement of di ff erent 

ideo 1 ogi ca 1 groups? The who 1 e imp 11 cati on of consensus po 1 it i cs I 

the di ffusi on of educati on and the crossi ng of cultural beHTi ers I 

all combi ni ng to forn) the nature of r10dern Trasformi smo as the 

practical expression of capitalism} has resulted in a strong 

tendency to 1 essen the movement bet ween different ideal ogi eel 

vi ews} or the pol arl si ng of pol it i ca 1 vi ews as Sartori calls it. In 

terms of advanced society's political stability} the polarising 

trend should be considered a positive feature. The re-structuring 

of our conception of the dominant hegemony} while weakening the 

i deol og1 ca 1 purity of tradit i onal pol it i ca 1 vi ews, 1 eads to a mor"e 

15 S~~ table 5 at th~ back of this th~sis. 

16 Carlo Donol0. Transformation of th~ statE' in Ital\,l} in ThE' StatE' In WE'~tE'rn 
Europ~ ,~dit~d by Richard Scas~. Croom H~lm, London 1978. P 191. 
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active terrain on which all the characteristics of Trasforrnismo 

are exerci sed. 

Po 11 tical party factions.. whi 1 e necessarll y requi ri ng a 

vehicle for their minority views .. are to some extent encouraged 

by the polarising development to break the political impasse. 

They are equall y the resul ts of i ntell ectual diffusi on as any other 

co 11 ecti vi ty.. and a refl ecti on of the development of different 

levels of critical thought. But as Gramsci recognised, they are 

also destructive to unity and radical social change. The 

consequence of thei r act i vi ty, is to produce the gri st for 

oppositional forces to mediate with the dominant force; which is 

precisely what we see in reality. The place of political factions 

appear as appendages to rnore developed ideological forces.. and 

although non-conformi ng in thei r argumentat ion, thei r presence 

serves the i nst i tut i ona1 i zat i on of Modern Trasf ormi sma and t~le 

need to reach consensus. I ndi vi duall y thei r future role cannot be 

easi 1 y predi cted. 

The strength of anti-system parti es in I tal i an pol it i cs is 

substantial. One cannot overlook that their very survival is a 

paradox on such a scale, as reflected by the popular vote. Vee is 

not the si gnifi cance of thi s paradox to be found in the theoreti ea 1 

model presented here? That is .. the di sseminated val ues over-

1appi ng cultural barri ers .. have eroded ideo 1 ogi cal di sti nct ions in 

favour of value interests. Sartori 17 for example, regards issues 

as being the basis of majority alignments and suggests that no 

single stable majority exists among the present political parties. 

Maj ori ty a1 i gnments wi 11 vary accordi ng to the issues consi dered, 

be It 'di stri buti on of weal th' as an econorni c issue .. or 8 'cri si s of 
1 egi t i mati on', a problem whi ch has been a seri OUS one in Ita 1 i an 

politics .. or issues that have religious ramifications. The point is 

that agal n we see that practi ce, as it appears ob j eet i ve 1 y t (I 

Sartori .. requi res that radi cal pol it i c81 cb8nge as theori sed tly 

17 G. Sartori. Europ~an Political P arti~s. Th~ cas~ of po lar1s~d p lur a 115m, 1n ~I. La 

P a lombar a and 'w'~in~r.. ~ds. Po lihca 1 P arti~s and Po lihca 1 D~ve lopment, Prlrlceton 

Univ~rs;ty Pr~ss .. 1966. p 6. 
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GramSC1} be nl0dified. The hegemony previously conceived as 

structured around a group or class} to which the core ideolog~ of 

that group reflected other values} is now re-structured to 

embrace a system of values that surpass class and ideological 

boundari es. 

Fig" 1. 

UJC and Ha~- Comparative- tablE' of polttical party characte-ristics and the-ir effects on the 

political syste-m. 

Pllra1ibj(Haly) 

(U.KJ 

Po1arity(Haly) 

(U.KJ 

Factions(ltaly) 

(U.K.) 

Anti-System 
Par1ies(ltaly) 

(tJ01 

U.K/rrH..Y 

plural syste-m with 6 major partie-s 

Bi-polar syste-m with e-me-rging ce-ntre­

and re-giona 1 partie-s. 

positions of first two major partie-s 

DC ,and PC I, have- stabilize-d polarity 

whilE- othE-r partie-s an- sho'wing a 

de-c lining move-me-nt. 

CorrsE'rvative- party has 

stabilisE'd polarity, while 

othE't" partiE'S are- showing 

positive- move-me-nt. 

Mu1ti-factiona 1 

F actions mainly to thE' 

centre and left 

Substantia 1 presE'rlcE' 

substantial but dE'c:1ining trE'nd. 

mICT 

Leading to coalition gov'ts 

'w'ide-r spre-ad of ide-o logic(t 1 

positions. 

Po larising of ide-o logie-s has 

de-ve-lope-d the- me-diatory 

char ade-t"lstios: cf oo-habiting w'lth 

with anti-sy 5tem parties. 

A fluctuating char aete-ristic for thE' 

'movement of groups' (tr as 'mo) 

but its tre-rrd over tim€' is much the 

same- as Italy's. 
Thrive-s on po litiea 1 polarisation. A5 

an esentia lly short term phE'nomE'non 

it is an instrume-nt of transition in 

Gramsci's 'war of position', 

although de-trimE'nta 1 to unity. 

Char actE'ristic of partiE'S in oppos 'n 

and de-struotivE' to gainir,g POWE't· . 

A llle-d with a p lUt" a 1 ~IO litiea 1 party 

In a plural party systE'm, political 

radicalism is more- inclined to 

compromise- , 

Possib ly minor 0 lande-stine- pre-se-noe-. Has sE'e-mingly t"einfot"oE'd, by lts: 
participation, the- po litica 1 sy ste-m . 

Note- 1. It is doubtful that thE' functional radicalism associated with the labour party 

could e-VE'r justify it bE'ing categorised as an 'anti-syste-m party'. like- thE' Italian PSI, 

thE'Y have- be-come- more- mode-rate- in re-ce-nt ye-ars. 

The U.K. case} presents 6 different political scene, but 

common characteristics in its modern development with Hwse 

found in 0"'8 I tal i an case. Specifi call y, I ref er to po 18ri si ng of 

or"l y l' n thl' s case although t he trend f or the ideologies, I 
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conservat i ve party has been remarkabl y consi stent in thi s 

characteri st i c }16 the labour party and centre ground hElve been 

much less so. If we return to the four chElrElcteristics of politicEll 

parties of 'plurallty'} 'polarity'} 'factions' and 'anti-systern 

parties'} we can construct a comparative table as shown in Fig. 1. 

For the U.K. case l my concern here with the two party system 

relates only to the effecti veness or otherwise
l 

as El mechani sm 

sustai ni ng the conti nulty of advanced capital i sm. Indeed, 

crit i ci sms of its undemocratic nature 8S well 8S its demi se have 
I 

been voiced since 1911 1 when Belloc and Chesterton1~ declared 

the necessi ty to be ri d of it. More recent 1 YI Fi ner (1975), declared 

hi s opposi ti on to the two party system l whi ch is worth quat i ng 

because of its lack of development, rather than any inaccuracies; 
As a r~su1t of this adv~rsaf"l~ sy ste-m, 'e-xtre-mists' succe-e-d in capturing the 

contro 1 of the- two major partie-s. The- re-ason for this is that the- partle-s are 

~ith~r on the- right and le-ft of the- c~ntre- I but to achie-ve- intra-party unity the 

le-ft of the- cons~rv ative- party and the- right of the- labour party must 

compromise- with the-it re-sp~ctive- right and le-ft wings; thus the- conse-n"at,ye 

party is pushe-d furthe-r to the- right of c~ntre- and the labour party ;s pushed 

fut-the-r to the- l~ft .20 

What I believe Finer has observed l was not a characteristic 

specifically associated wlth a two party system, but the type of 

cornpronl1 se and ideo 1 ogi cal shi ft that are present in all pol i tical 

systems of advanced soci ety. Tt-Ie pull towards tt-Ie di vi S1 on of 

power} draws factions to compromise pragmatically in tirne, or­

wither away. We can already observe the labour party's shift to 

the right to confront the public shift that has been eyident oyer 

the last decade. The extreme rl ght position of the conservat i "Ie 

party has succeeded in draw'i ng all parties di recti ona11 y. Hence if 

Finer's observations were correct, that is .. specific to a two party 

system
l 

they were not sufficiently enduring to perSist, as history 

demonstrates. Sartori predi cted more than 14 years ago, that tt-Ie 

1 8 S~~ tab l~ 6 at th~ back of this the-sis. 

19 H. B~ 110c and C.K .Che-st~rton. The- Party Sy ste-m. London. Ste-p~n S ..... (;ft. 1911 . P 1 57 

20 s. E. f;npr. (pd). Advprsary Politics and Elpctoral Rt"form, London. Anthony yhgram 

1975. p 13. 

159 



two party system would probably change. From the posH ion of 

hi ndsi ght} we have of course seen the emergence of a fl uctuati ng 

centre ground} and where fringe regional parties may find more 

fertile activity. While this may not be a plural party system as 

the entrenched Itolion cose} it nevertheless represents 0 breok in 

the political pattern and must be attributable to some aspect of 

the present deve 1 opment. 

The po la ri sin 9 0 f ide 0 log i c al posit ion sis not the n a 

phenomenon speci fic to multi -porty systems} os in the I to1 ion 

case} but probabl y characteri st i c of a phase of relative po1H i cal 

stabi 11 ty in advanced soci ety's development. The advance of 

capitalism} by its educati onal processes} produces peri ods of 

ideological immobility on the one hand, and the greoter 

deve 1 oprnent of Trasf ormi smo on the other} that is} by the lat ters 

characteri sti c of stri vi ng for consensus. I deal ogi cal criteria are 

not always paratnount. In thi s context} the interval s of 

polarisotion or 0 lack of ideological shift, are not necessarily 

detrimental to the course of cap1ta1ism}21 although they are, in 

Gramsci an terms} conj uctures} in whi ch the potenti al for radi cal 

political change exists} always supposing that other criteri8 

relating to 0 crisis of hegemony are associated with this 

phase.22 The poi tit of relevance here} is one of 'i ssue voti ng', 

where Frankli n's23 research in the U.K. showed that 'i ssue voti ng' 

increased as 'class voting' decli ned. Notable 'issues' that have 

ignored class borriers in recent times are, the so called 

'Falklands factor' and the rise in home ownership (mainly through 
) 

the sale of houses formerly owned by local 6uthorities). Both 

issues seemi ngl y ignored the paral1 e 1 development of ri si ng 

unemployment and severe Trade Union legislation. While the 

F al klands issue rell es on uni fyi ng the nali on because of Hs 

21 This is not a reference to thE' notion that all functlons in capita 11sm are- positve-. I hay€, 

again referred to this in the- conte-xt of one- of my ge-ne-r a 1 assumptions, .. spE'cif1c 
, T· f M Kale-ck; functlona lity II in chapter 9} including footnote- 16 on J. Elste-r s cn lClsm o. . 

22 Se-e- footnote 2} chapte-r 2} regarding Gr amsci 's 'war of position'. 

23 M. N. Franklin. Op.cit. 1985. P 128. 
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patri ot i c nature, the sal e of houses tradit i onall y reserved for 

those on relatively low incomes, is paradoxical in terms of 

worki ng c less long terrn interests. The 1 ogi cal assumpt i on here is 

that the loyalty to working class solidarity, has given way to a 

wider conception of their interests, not in any sense to altruism, 
but to what thi s concept i on offers. 

The decline therefore of the labour party and consequent 

gains of the conservatives, must, on the basis of the arguments 

presented here, be a transitional movement of adjusting 

developing attitudes. This viev-/ is supported by existing trends. 

For example, the decline of the Trade Unions as an effective 

representative force of the working classes, gives credence to 

the noti on that other i nst it uti ons of ci vi 1 and tll/os/ pol it i cal 

forces of opposit i on, can replace thei r changi ng interests. The 

dec 1 i ne of Trade Uni on strength cannot be seen as an acci dent of 

the 1 egi slati ve measures of recent years, although undoubtedl y it 

has been the coup de gras, but more the i nabi 1 ity of the 1 abour 

party to integrate an heterogeneous pol it i cal conSClousness 

among the whole working classes. And for good reason, the 

process of i ntegrat i ng the masses and i ntell ectual s, whi ch the 

advancement of educati on has brought rejects the anachroni sti c 

val ues that are antagoni st i c to new conceptions. In thi s respect, 

the Trade Uni ons end sorne sections of the labour party, have 

falled to realise that a 'unitary' conception of the working 

classes was inconsistent with the trend and diffusion of , 

education. The inability to recognise what might be interpreted as 

a step towards a . war of position ' may al so be regarded as a 

mechanism retarding socialism's development. For if this reality 

is the result of 'relations of forces', it has further contributed to 

the dominant historical bloc and shaped the developing 

ci rcumstances in its own interests. 
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summory ond Comments" 

The aim of this Chapter has been to show that the present 

pol it i cal party deve 1 opment is movi ng away, rather than to"N8t-ds , 
a unitary party-state24 whi ch could potentially produce a 'uniti ed 

collective will'. By using Gramsci's conception of expanding the 

state, I have been able to compare the political party 

characteri stics of the two cases.. as a Qual itat ive gUi de to 

determi ni ng thei r i deol ogi cal development in terms of the effects 

of part i ci pat ion withi n the present pol it i ca 1 system. 

The gradual trend to a more pluralistic party system in the 

U.K.} and the same already historically entrenched in Italy .. is 

consi stent with the di a 1 ect i c development bet ween educati on and 

the masses which potentially holds the key to change in future 

history;25 although not tOVv'ards a unitary pBrty state. One can 

cornrnent in son"le detail on the above, especi ally as it is relevant 

to the development of today's advanced society and the model 

presented by Gramsci's theory. 

The whole purpose of theori si ng the integral state.' W8S for 

Gran)sci, the methodology for prepari ng the volzqtlero' pert...~1 to 

estab 1 i sh the hegernoni c apparatus f or the eventual transit i on to 

socialism. From the 'writings of Machiavelli and a critique of 

Azzal1 i ni 26, in whi ch the latter writer appears to accuse 

24 Th~ ~vid~nc~ that uod~t"ly iog this tr~nd is a socia 1 d~","e lopm~nt which suggests 

attitudes and aspit" ahoos which are contrary to a unified po mica 1 conception, is one- of 

d~ductive logic r athet" than empirical data. This can be seen as inherent in a number of 

issues discussed. For instance} starting from the epistemo 10gioa 1 basis of action which 

was discuss~d in chapt~r 3 as a presupposition or first level assumption, has a 

normativ~ and voluntaristic compon~nt. This suggests that purposeful actions in d 

pluralistic enviroment have goals directed by norms to maintain; and freedom to 

achieve that goal. Further in chapter 5} progress ideology and freedom do not suggest 

that purposeful action towards goals are also systemic. They may well be, but as I have 

argu~d further in chapter 8 'general assumption no. 14', individual purposes are not 

determined by the system but constrained by it. This would b~ wholly consistent vith 
. . t'f" d . f 1 "tl'or F;nally a 'unif~d political the normatwe element lden 1 le 10 purpos u a ... · I. , 

conception' is the antithesis of the p lur a lism argued as the fruits of educationa 
1 

advancement and levels of critical thinking. 

25 A .S. Sasson. Op. cit. P 230. 
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Mac chi a v e 11 i 0 f not t a kin gin t 0 a c c 0 u n t con s tit uti 0 n al la win h i ~; 

concept i on of a ready made state ~ Gramsci concludes that the 

'Prince' as used in Mactliavelli's work~ could be interpreted as the 

'head of state' and therefore as a political party. This idea) which 

the following Quotation clearly expresses) reveals Gramsci's 

framework of thought; 

... the 'Prince' could be a Head of state ~ or a leader of a government} but it 

could also be a pol;tical leader whose aim is to conquer a state) or to found a 

new ty pe of state; in this sense) 'Prince' could be tr ans: lated in modern terms 

as ' po litica 1 party '. In certain states ~ the 'Head of state' - in other words) the 

element which balances the various interests struggling against the 

predominant (but not exc lusivistic) interest- is precisely the ' po litica 1 party'. 

With the difference hO'llever) that in terms of traditional) constitutional law it 

juridically neither rules: or governs. It has '*, tjJ.:W power') and exercises: the 

hegemonic function and hence that of holding the balance between the various 

interests in 'civil society'; the latter} however} is in fact intertwined with 

political society tel such an extent that all the citizens feel that the party on the 

contrary) both rules: and governs.27 

It woul d appear that at 1 east three aspects about the atlove 

statement} can reveal a number of i nteresti ng compari sons with 

the reality of advanced SOCiety today. Implicitly} the absorption 

of pol it i cal soci ety into ci vil soci ety} a si ngul ar ent ity of 

po li t i c81 parU ci pat ion} seerns to deny} ei ther the exi stence of 

alternat i "Ie thought and hence pol it i cal opposit i on as understood 

in advanced society~ or that there will be a rnonolit~lic 

evo 1 vernent where di ssensi on is rni ni mal. There 1 ogi ca 11 y f 0 11 OWS 

from this that the further development of intellectual and moral 

reform can be achi eved unopposed.2€t 

The assumptions that Gramsci makes are really outside the 

contro 1 of any si ngl e soci ety. Fi rst 1 y) the i nternati onal re 18U ons 

of forces} which impose themselves on any developing 'historic 

26 M. Azza llini. La po litiea ~ scienza ed arte di stato) in 'Nuovo Anto logia') 16th Dec. 1 929. 

27 Gramsei. Op. cit. p 662 (PN. p 252-253). 

2 .. h t -,..., tt e contr adidion (If 8 I ha\(e already mentioned in my comments: on Gr amsel m c ap et L) I 

the notion of hegemony and the state forces as a combined bloc \I,(ittdn the conceopt (If ttl'" 
. lt - l' t ·tution<: and still reotam UI€' Integt-a 1 state. The idea of unify ing coerelYe and cu ut a ms 1 - . 

f t· 'e ar d determined soclety 
notion of hegemony ~ fulfils the requirements 0 a norma 1V I 

r athet- than one based on philosophical choices. 
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b1oc'I must follow a simultaneous moral and intellectual 

development in order to evoi d the i nfi ltret i on of devi ated vi 8'v'v'S 
I 

the very essence of the growth of international social ism. 

SecondlYI the controdictions to be erodicoted in the structure ond 

superstructure l even by new relations of forces produced by a 

combination of events arising from its own ideological relations 

of production cannot l as for the present dominant system, ensure 

that the climate of intellectual and moral reform will be 

conti nuous wi thi n the 11 mi t i ng tolerance set. One must remember 

here that advanced society's p1 uralistic system is medi ated by 

the constrai nts of an i nstituti onalised Trasformi sma whi ch sets , 

an unspeci fi ed 11 mit i ng tol erance according to the criteri a of any 

epoch. The phil osophy of praxi s enables man to take ac11 on, 

'impelled by historic necessitYI to transform reality'. 29 The idea 

that it will be continually necessary to adopt such a philosophy, 

is of course di spensed with by Gramsci's theoreti col development 

of a future SOCiety where theory and practice become one I that is, 

where the theoretical and practical consciousness are united.30 

My poi nt in chapter 4 I was to underpi n the importance of 

demonstrating that the development of advanced society depended 

on its dynarni c nature. Thi s of course contrasts completely with 

what one must assume is the relative immutability of a new 

soci ety whi ch evo1 ves after the unity of theory and pract ice. In 

other words
l 

in n1y view
l 

there is no basis to argue in proctice, 

and therefore i n1possi b 1 e to ground in theory, that the 'common 

sense' of today will not change the political act of practice that 

'impels man' to transform soci ety continuous1 y. Thi rd1 y, the idea 

of politico1 porticipotion of the mosses os 0 single ideologicol 

system hegemonically developed prior to transition, as the 

concept of the Integral state would suggest, might possibl y be 

Gramscl's most revealinQ theoreti cal construct whi ch leads to 

incoherence os 0 SOCi01"" systen1 in the light of the present 

29 Gramscd. op. cit. p 657 (PN. p 249). 

30 This is discusseod in chapteor 8 reo lating to r ationa 1 action. 
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deve 1 opment. 

In maki ng such compari sons wi th Gramsci's theory of 

transi ti on} one cannot be other than mi ndful of the fact that 

Western development has substanti ally changed since the 1930s, 

and wi th it the perspective of revo 1 uti onary thought. Whi 1 e none 

of ttti s changes the cornposit i on and theory of the state, as 

conceived by Gramsci l it poses problems for transition in it~; 

present form. 

Fi nall YI the re-structuri ng of the concept of hegemony, as I 

have explained it here} links the growing phenomenon of cross 

cultural comrnon values rather than a class characteristic to the 

development of pol it i cal parties. If thi sis an enduri ng trend, due 

to a majority contributing to a 'collective intellectual and moral 

direction'} then 'we must conclude that this developmental phase 

of advanced SOCiety is 'yveakening specific ideological roots. 
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Chapter 6" 

The j £leo logy of progress" 

I ntroduct jon" 

I n chapter 5} I di scussed the idea of progress in terms of 

the advancement of knowl edge and how the teachers as educators 
, 

found diffi cul ty in separaU ng thei r ob 11 gat ions and val ues from 

those central to society and their pupils. There are two reasons 

for analysing 'progress' here. Firstly the rat1ona11ty1 of a 

pOlitical systen"1 is expressed through the interrelationship of its 

concepts} and the ideology of progress produced is the result of 

a diffused consci ousness of thi s development. Secondl y, there is 

also here the methodological necessity to interlink the 

conceptual relat i onst-li ps to demonstrate thei r effect i veness a::; an 

enduring social and political system. As such progress is not 

imposed but ari ses out of a process that is uni que 1 y rati onal, in 

thi s case to advanced capitali Stli. Progress as an ideology, must 

then become an obstacle for any radi cal alternative perspectl ve 

inasmuch that the dorrlinant ideology of progress produces a 

coherent world view and is for the majority objectively true2 .; 

ThE' concE'pt of r ahona lity provokE'S somE' conCE't"rI bE'causE' of its r atheor hbeor a 1 

USE'. The possible conviction by many that this tet"m denotE'S thought and action is thE' 

use I have alt"eady applied to its meaning in chaptet" 5. Here thE' term is used to apply 

to a totality of action. From Max 'w'eber 'The theory of Social and Economic 

Organization} Oxford Univet"sity Press. 1947. P 80. edited by T . Parsons, we have, 

" No single act can stand by itself or be valuE'd on its own mE'rits alonE', but only in 

terms of its bearing on a whole sy stem of r ationa 1 conduct." 

'w'eber gives it here the meaning of a system of actions that has been conducte-d 

.according to r ationa 1 norms. It is this meaning of r ationa lity I wish to convey her eo . 

2 The problem of 'objective knowledge' of which Oramsci had much to say, surrounds 

his idea that objective knowledge has not yet been secured. Gr amsci states, 

"Man knows objectively in so fat" as knowledge is real for the- whole hum3n 

race "histot"ically .. intergt"ated in a single unitary cultural system. But this process 

of historical integration takes place through the disappearence of tht- intt-rna 1 

. . h· h t t h m"'n ~OC1·i'>ty '·'hl"le the~e contradictions contr adlchon:s: w lC ear apar u.. ~ ~ , .... " 

themselves are the condit-ions for the fot"mation of groups: and for the births of 
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if it appears to help meet thei r needs 3 In thl· co ser s P 
.... ,j. I e rogress 

understood as the practi ces and meani ng consU tuu ng ~Iurnan 

act i vity} is} 8S Gramsci descri bes it} a perpetual 'becorni ng', the 

point at which critical thinking creates objective reality and acts 

further upon i t.'4 

My ai rn in thi s Chapter 1 s to look at the call ect] ve 1 dea of 

progress from the point of view of how individuals link the norrn~; 

and values that are central to Society's pluralistic political 

deve 1 opment and moral and i nte 11 ectual 1 eadershi p. 

Rot j ono1 j ty, Mot j yot jon ond The Ideology of Progress_ 

Even with the fortnulation of a conceptual framework 

representi ng ttle structural dynami cs of advanced SOC1 ety, one is 

sti 11 faced with the probl em of establl shi ng ttle internal 1 ogi c 

(dialectic) of the rationality5 sustaining capitalism. The past 

debates whi ch have concerned theori sts of the Frankfurt Schoo 1, 

parti cul arl y Horkhei tYler} Adorno} Lukacs and Marcuse.. have 

probattl y hi gtili ghted the diffl cult i es rather than found sol ut ions 

for 8 conception of reason of the logic of modern industrial 

soei ety. By adopti ng a negative di al eet i e of progress, U",ey 

(Frankfurt School) were able to criticise Weber's conception of 

rati onal i ty6 because it di d not i ncl ude such concepts as 

ide-ologie-s which are- not concre-te-ly unive-rsal but are- imme-diate-ly re-nde-re-d transie-nt 

by the- pr actica 1 origin of the-ir substance-. The-re- is the-re-fore- a struggle- for 

ob je-ctivity (to libe-r ate- itse-lf from partial and fa llaeious ide-o logie-s) and this struggle­

is the- same- struggle- as for the- inte-gr ahon of the- human race-". Or amsei. Op cit. p. 

1416. 

3 Thomas Ne-me-th. Gr amsei 's Philosophy. A cdtica 1 study. The- HarvE'ste-r PrE'S5. 

Susse-x. p.114-115. 1980. 

4 Gramsei re-garde-d the philosophy of praxis also as: 'a becoming', for action can only 

take- place- by the- inte-rve-ntion of human will. Gr amse;. Op. eit. p 1 042 . 

5 The- notion that l"Jf~'itv or 1l:V~-t'''7 is a distinetivt> char actt>ristic of human 

be-ings. 
6 Max We-bE'r is ere-dite-d with thE' most E'xtE'nsive- use- of this tt>rm and c lass;fie-$ all 

action into 4 typE's} PfI'~:i"il'':l:2k/ l"JflV.'1JI (zwe-ekrationa1), action chose-n to oMam 

E'nds I':.I~ t"Jf~/ (,"le-rtt-ationa 1) whe-re action agre-E's with conscious value­

stan~ards Jt~.fu.l' JM b-.MifWJ! (rE'garde-d as assoc;atE'd w;th ration.31 action 
) 
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freedom., jllstice ond hoppiness. This did not imply their 

rejection of Weber's conception of rationality) which reflected 

what they sa\At as the real ity of advanced soci ety) rather that 

there 'v'v'as an absence of a potential for a classless society ..,vith 

what they regarded as the reification of social relati onshi ps 

which resulted from the development of modern capitalism? 

Therefore it was not the dialectic that was the problem but 

rather what they regarded as an irrotion51 SOCiety which 

demanded an a lternat i ve di 01 ecti c of progress. Such a 

conception8 did not see the transition of SOCiety as a 

development of progress) but rather a break from which freedom 

woul d be at tai ned. Thi s concepti on by the Frankfurt school and 

Marx's i nabll i ty to reconcll e an emanci pated soci ety to the 

developn1ent of advanced capitalism) continually in my view) 

den10nstrates how freedom has been regarded 1 ess in di a 1 ect i ca 1 

terms and more by ideological commitment~. Jurgen Habermas's 

i nterventi on into thi s debate by hi s i ntroduct i on of the concept of 

commtlnjcttt iYB oct jon., a theme whi ch theori ses the development 

of an integrated soci ety by depi cti ng its consensual nature 

through argUtl1entat i on) and thereby in the process di smi ssi ng 

tradit i on81 dogrYlas) appears to contai n the not i on of a progressi ve 

oCQui si t i on of consensus as a development of consei ousness. 

A t the heart of Habermas's thesi sis that commtl/Jlc8t Ive 

rotionttlity demonstrates validity claims and forms a social 

reality which can undermine previous values and beliefs. It is 

worth compari ng the Gramsci an conception of a soci 01 system's 

rationality with that of Habermas) so that we might see how each 

may serve thi s study in thi s parti cul ar respect. 

Max \Y'~b~r. Th~ Th~ory of Social and Economic Organisations) Op. cit. P 147. P 115. 

7 Albr~cht \v'~nm~r. R~ason) Utopia ) and Enlight~nm~nt. m Hab~rmas: and Modernity 

Po lity Pr~ss J 1 985. P 44. 

8 Main ly that of Horkh~im~r and Adorno in the late nineteen thirties. 
. . d ible element within human 9 As I hav~ argu~d in chapter 3} vo luntansm as an lrre uc . 

th .. 1 1 vel Freedom 1<"· 
action J cannot b~ r~gard~d as: unbridl~d fr~edom on e emplt'"1Ca e. -

on Jy r~a hzed through practice snd not as an id~o logica 1 commitment. 
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Accordi ng to Grarnsci I the phi 1 osophy of praxi s makes 

eve ry t h i n g t hat ex i s t s ' ra t ion a1 " t hat is, it had 0 r has a use f u 1 
funct ion . 

... that 'which exists has existed, that ;s I it had it's reason to bE' ;n that it 

'conformed' to away of life I of oper ating by the dominant class, and doE'S not 

signify that it has become ' ;"I"..if/Vn.~{ 'because the dominant class has be-Eon 

deprived of power and of it's force to give an impulse to the whole- of 
society.10 

On the other hand Haberrnas states 
} 

There is no reason for assuming that a contirlUum of r atton. Hty exists 

extending from the capacity of technical corltrol ovet- objectified processes to 

the pr actica 1 mastery of historical processes. ThE' root of the . irr ationa lity . of 

history is that we ' makE' . it I without I however I having beE'n ablE' until now to 

make it consciously .11 

Gramsci makes valued jUdgments relevant to each epoch, while 

HaDenYlas 1s really saying that tJ prIori development of 

consciousness is essential to extend rationality. Habermas 

conti nues fron) the above quotati on by stati ng, 
A rationalization of histot-y cannot therefot-e be furthEtred by an extended 

power of control on the part of manipulative human beings, but only by a htghEtt· 

stage of reflection, a corlsciousness of acting human beings moving forward ;n 

the dit-ection of emancipation. 12 

My interpretation is that both theorists are stating the sarne, 

despite wt-Iat appears at fi rst glance to be the opposHe. Gramsci 

i s a rg u i n 9 the ra t ion al it yin e a c h e p 0 c h 0 f his tory with re s pee t 

to the level of reason acquired by the development of 

conselousness. The lat ter Vl e\'Y I deduce from Grarnsci's O\'vn 

statement regarding the development of two conSClousnesses, one 

pracH cal and one theoreti ca1. 13 Habermas, it can be argued, is 

10 Gramsci. Op. cit. p 1776. 

11 Jurgen Habermas. Theory and Practise in a Scientific Civillzation. Taken from 

excet-pt in 'Critical Sociology. selected readings'. edited by Paul Connerton. Penguin 

books. 1 978. P 346. (Theory and Practise . Published by Heinemann 1 974. Fir s t 

published in 1963. English translation © Beacon Press, 1973. German text © Herman 

Luchterhand Verlag, 1 953. 

12 Jurgen Habermas. Critical Sodology. Op. cit. p 346. 

13 The full text of Gramscfs statement of contradictory consciousness is as f01l0YlS. 

"His theoretical consciousness can indeed be historically in opposihon to his activity. 

One might say that he has two theoretical consciousnesses (or one contradictory 
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also stating the same by lJ higher stlJge of reflBctfoJ'- The 

theoretical break between one epoch and another) implies on14 a 

different basis for reason) and not a previous ilT8tion81 peric:d. 

Now to turn to the conceptual relat i onshi ps that ult i matel y 
determine the framework for a rational system. It can be seen 

in my general proposition that among the assert ions I make 

regarding rational purposeful behaviour) are the concepts of 

consensus and constraints or what Habermas describes as 

comrnllnicotivB rlJtionlJlity. although his arguments obviously do 

not conceive the same conceptual structure. I am referring here 

to the norms and practi ces whi ch have i nst Hut i onal i zed the 

structures of Modern Trasformismo which embrace the conceptual 

characteri st i cs rnenti oned above. Habermas confers on advanced 

soci ety a rati onality confi ned to a technologi cal hori zon. 104 He 

argues we are no longer able to distinguish between practical and 

techni cal power) and that there exi sts a paradox) 
In industrially advanced society, research , technc,logy, production, <md 

administr at ion have coalesced into a sy stem which cannot be surveyed as a 

who le ) but in which they are all functionally interdependent. This has liter a lll~ 

become the basis of our life. We are related to it in a peculiar manner, at the 

same time intimate and yet estranged. On the one hand we are bound 

extet-na 11y 15 by a netwclrk of organisations and a chain of consumer goods. On 

consciousness): one- which is implicit in his activity and which in reality unites him 

with his fe11ow- worke-rs in the- practical transformation of the real world; and one) 

superficia lly explicit or verbal) which he has inherited from the past and uncritically 

absorbed. But this verbal conception is not without consequences. It holds together a 

specific social group) it influences moral conduct and the direction of will) wittl 

varying efficacity but often powerful enough to produce a situation in which ttl€­

contradictory state of consciousness does not permit of any action) any decision or 

any choice) and produces a condition of moral and political passivity. Critical 

understanding of self takes place therefore through a struggle of political 'hegemonies' 

and of opposing directions) first in the ethical field and then in that of politlc:s proper) 

in order to arrive at the working out at a higher level of one's own conception of 

rea lity. Consciousness of being part of a particular hegemonic force (that is: to say, 

pol1tlcal consclousness) is the first stage towards a further progressive seli­

consciousness in which theory and practise will finally be one". Gramsci. Op cit P 

1385. (PN. 333). 

1 4 Jijgen Habermas. Cht;ca 1 Soc;o logy. Op. cit. p 332. 
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th~ oth~r hand; this basis is shut off from our kno"'16 dg'"' "'r d e f 
Tf.,;- ";-," I veon mOt-e rom 

our r~f1~ction. Th~ paradox of this state of affairs will of cou 1 b , rse, on y e 
r~cognised by a theory ori~ntated towards pr actic~, ~ven though this paradox 
is so evid~nt: 16 

This he clairns, 

.... can only b~ overcom~ by a change in the state of consciousness itself, by the 

practical ~ff~cts of a th~ory which does not improve th~ manipulation of things 

and of their r~ifications I but which instead advances the interest of n~ason in 

human adulthood, in the autonomy of action and in the liber ahon frorfl 

dogmatism. (continued from the above quotation). 

Habermas, 8S he hin1self is aware, cannot be excluded frorn 

dogmatisrn in this statement} as he cannot foresee the form and 

content whi ch advance the intarast of raoson in I1tllli6n ooi'lltl1ooo' 

.' or indeed of freedorrl itself. The paradox to whict1 Hatlermas 

refers, bet'vveen the S"...lIstam ono' tile life joJ"orlo' is the clast'! 

bet ween the system's rational ity and that of the rational it~ of 

the life-world, which is cOl'llmtlnicoti¥e r8tiol18//ty. Referring to 

thi s Ri chard. J. Bernstei n states, there is reall y no paradox, 
thet-e is no logica 1, conceptua 1 or historica 1 necessity that sy stemic 

imperatives must destt-oy the life-world. 17 

certainly agree that there is no parado:x: to consider, but 

Bernstei n has also added confusi on to the issue. My wt10l e poi nt 

here regardi ng the idea of progress and a s~stern's rat i onal it~, is 

that we are deal i ng essent i all y with the tot81 it~ of man's 

activity in n1aking a rational system. We cannot separate one 

fron1 the other. In thi s respect I have argued later that O-Ie idea 

of self-sustaining systen1s16 is not acceptable, consequently I 

re j ect the notion that systems have 'i mperati ves' as R. J. 

Bernstei n states. Human bei ngs have needs and i mperat i ve~; 

systems do not. 

15 Hab~rmas is r~f~rr;n9 h~r~ to the conc~pt of ' lif~ world') soci~h{s devE'lopment (If 

norms and tr aditions. 

16 Jijrg~n Habermas. Ct-itica 1 Th~ory . Op. cit. P 333. 

1 7 Richard. J. B~rnst~in. Hab~rmas and Mod~rnity . Op .cit. p 23. 
. 9' hapter g .. The assumphon of 

1 8 I r~fer h~re to one of my gener a 1 assumphons no. 10 c - , 

sy st~mic process". 
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Modem Trasformismo and the Ideology of Progress_ 

In this study I have already made it clear that the 

deve 1 opment of Modern Trasf orn-li smo is the essence of capital i st 

progress. That is, its very development undermi nes the 

i nterventi on of a radi cal pOli ti cal i deol ogy becomi ng domi nant. 

On the other hand Gramsci belleves quite the reverse, arguing that 

transition to socialism can be achieved on the terrain of 
T f - 1"· h ras orrril sma 1 n 'w at I woul d descri be as a b1 ood1 ess coup 
d'etat. 

My ai rrl here is to show that the accommodat ion in advanced 

soci ety of a perroanent state of pol it i cal confH ct of an 

adversarial nature, which reflects trle equally permenent 

contradictions in the systen-I, has produced solutions 'lv't-liet-I 

essenti all y constrai n groups to make cornpromi ses of a moral, 

ethical and technical nature. The resultant outcome of this 

process as a total ity of pol it i cal activity, is trle development of 

the not i on of progress of capita 11 sm. Man's progret;t; or 'tlecorni ng' 

is dependent on resol uti ons of confl i ct, whetrler by the neture of 

argUtlient, coroproroi se or force. If ult i mate 1 y capital i st progre:::':: 

is for trle rnajority, a consensus reflection that trl8 total 

practi ces of tt-Ie pol it i ca 1 systen-I is i deal ogi call y ecceptab 1 e, then 

Trasfornlisnlo nlust be the final practical manifestation of it. 

The \-vho 1 e deve 1 opnlent of a confl i ctual system, medi ated tly 

compromises and the antithesis of a radical socie11st order, 

means there are no absolutes. It is of course a response to e 

contradi ctory system, a mechani sm by whi ch di sparit i es are rle 1 d 

between upper and lower llrolts in social and economic terms 

The usefulness and possibly even the logic of its presence, wes 

clearly a problem for GratYlscl's view of a 'new order' although he 

appears to retain the notion of exploiting its presence (see 

footnote 1 B). 

19 . - 6 h - Of am sci appE'ars to imply This is a fe-fe-feonce- to my footnote- 3 m chapt€'t 'Ill e-t E' 
. .. - ·ble- to ct -nQe the E'xistir'9 that that on the- teorr ain of Tr asformlsmo lt b POSSl 14 -

re- lations hip of those- in POWe-f ..... by slow pt-e-ssure which cannot bE' impE'd€'d ... ". 
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But Gramscl's uncharacteri st i clack of theoreti ca 1 

deve 1 oprnent in thi s area mi ght be interpreted as further 

conri rrnat 1 on of H-Ie ne'-'uc,c'l' ty tu- f' '-"W~.J i rst see its di 81 ntegr8ti on 
before the eventual formation of a 'new order'. The order of 

priority for the progressive development of socialism is first 

cultural .. frorn whence its moral leadership will emerge .. and then 

followed by Gramscfs not ion of transit ion in the form of the 

'ethos of separati on' (spirito di scissionB ).20 There is in thi s 

sequence no coherent understanding as to why the processes of 

Modern Trasforrnismo with all its characteristics of 

accomrnodaUng pluralistic institutions as a consensual forum .. 

will be di sDl aced. Its continual presence and functi on H-Ien 

become an important mechanism sustaining capitalism. Contrary 

to Grarnsci's thoughts .. the development of Modern Trasforrnisrno 

necessarll y i rnpedes trlat whi ch is not consensual. It's 

accommodation serves a single function) that is .. every political 

act unavoi dab 1 y becomes a sUbject of medi at i on. I ts outcome as a 

reso lull on carri es 'y'v'ith it the majority vi e\ov.. at 1 east in 

const i tut i onal terrns. 

But to return to the moral and intellectual direction a~; a 

process. The facts of hi story do present2 ' in the Ita 1 i an case an 

exarnple that should not be ignored. It is not really in retrospect 

~u surpn 81 ng that H-Ie i nterventi on of F 8~;Cl srn.. 81 ttK,ugh 

progressive industrially., did not destroy the intellectual and 

moral order of capitalism.. primarily because it was not a 

domi nant hegetl10ni C force embraci ng all pol it i cal groups. In fact .. 

20 The- conce-pt of the- 'Spirito di scissione-' is de-scribe-d by N. Bada loni as . thE­

re-cognition of se-paration of thE' NE''rI fundamE'nhl class.. with thE' E'nd of 

"Transformation" ot- "Trasfot-mismo" and it's way of opE'rating during it's dissolution 

and the- (actual) start of se-paration o 

21 In an e-ffort to avoid any ide-a of de-te-rminism proje-c:te-d by past history J Gram::·(l 

state-s .. ' Ce-rtainly the- philosophy of praxis is re-a1ise-d in thE' concre-t~ study of pa:::~ 
° h O t B t onE' can makE' tht' thE'ortJ ot 

histot"l.' and in thE' actual cre-at10n of nE'W 15 ory. u ° 

hi5tor~ ) and politics .. be-cause- if the- facts are- a lw ay s individua 1 and changing in thE' flu~: 
b th ·<;(>d· oth(>rwisE' onE' "Would 

of historical move-me-nt .. the- conce-pts can a lw ay s E' ~on_ J 

. 1 t· d fall into a nE'"W form (of 
not e-ve-n know what is the- move-me-nt or the- dla e-c lC an 

nomir.d 1ism. Gr dmse:i. Op. e:it. ~. 1 433. 
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as its rul e was characteri zed by a 1 eve 1 of coercl on" it caul d be 

argued that it was not stri ct 1 y speaki ng" an hegemoni c order at 

all. While the intellectual and moral leadership of FaSCism had 

at t €lin e d pol i ti cal power" the y fail edt 0 un d e rm in e 0 r en ti r ely 

replace the cultural processes which had previously formed the 

dominant historic bloc and hegemony. This view is supported by 

the subsequent historical fact that the defeat of Fascism by foree 

has since not seen its resurgence" except as a minor pol it i cal 

party. The whole process of classical" and Modern Trasformismo 

as I have defined it" becomes one of minor N"or of posit/all 

avoi di ng seemi ngl y catastrophi c endi ngs. Gramsci I whose anal ysi s 

of Fascisrn depicting its acquisition of power as a possive 

re¥Oltltioll" was that communism had lost its opportunit!-t in the ... 
afterrnath of the war (1919) to achi eve power by the same 

means.22 What Gramsci was not abl e to conel ude by hi searl y 

death, was of course the derni se of F asci sm, to whi ch he mi gt-It 

al so have consi dered how' communi sm waul d have succeeded in 

the long terrn" for there are parall e 1 s that caul d be epp 1 i ed. It is 

Questionable for instance as to whether an alternative 

intellectual and rnora1 bloc had developed sufficient expression to 

prorrwte the conditions for the ethos ot seporotioll to be present 

es a prelirninary to transformation. The fects ere that Fascism 

was progressive in re1aUve terms socially and economically, and 

without a worki ng class foll owi ng, 8 poi nt that obvi ous 1 y 

concerned Gramsci. They di d not, in accordance with Gramsci's 

own ~rgurYl~ntc: ~rnltir~ h~nemnn" nf the masses before power • u. I IWW' ~ J u .... "'1 .. I...... . """~ ........ ~ ....... 

was sei zed.23 

The fact that these conditions were not met, only further 

supports my view that the intellectual and moral order of Italy's 

capitalist development" had remained intact. Again one must beer 

22 Gramsci. op. cit. p 912. 
2 "d ;nd~eod mu<=t alrt"ady 3 This reofeors to Or amsci 's stateomeont that A group can an - .' 

1 (th·<: ;ndE'E'd i<: onE' of thE' eoxeorciseo "leoade-rship" be-fore- w'inning gove-rnmE'nta powe-r L -

. . ) Th·<: has alreoady bE'E'n quotE'd in principa 1 conditions for the- wlnmng of such powe-r. L 

footnote- 43 I chaptE'r 2. 
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in mind that the fall of Fascism does not detract frorn the 
phenornenon of its ri se to power. 

For Grarnsci~ Fascism was not a corruptive intervention but 
~ 

rather it possessed the ab11 Hy to impose Hs transf ormi st i c 

activity on social structures and the industries of state, in t~le 
form of a passive revolution.24 However, we are able in the 

post Fasci st era~ to consi der whether its ri se and fall fulfi 11 ed 

only a conjilnctiono/ moment fron1 which Hs eventual col1epse 

was re-appropriat ing history for advanced capital i sm. Or on the 

other hand was it as Marx stated in his two principles25 from the 

Pre.f8ce (to A Contrlbiltlon to the Critiqlle of Po/ftfcc...9/ Econom...~~), 
thus i ndi cat i ng that capHal i sm had not yet run its full course. A 

yet furt~ler but rTlore remote thought relates to tt-Ie theory of 

regenerati on by Gai mbat ti stB Vi C026, remernberi ng that i nit i all y 

Fascisrn followed the path of trle 'old riqht' or 'traditional riqt-It'. 
~ ~ 

Such an idea however waul d be contrary to the progress inherent 

in the phil osophy of praxi s. 

What conclusions can 'we draw from the above argurnents, 

especi all y regardi ng tt1e re 1at i onshi p bet ween Trasf orrni smo Elrtlj 

the I deal ogy of progress? It 'y'y'oul d appear necessary to see the 

'fracture of hi story', at 1 east in Gramscfan terms, by EI new 

24 N .Bada loni. 1 975. op .cit. P 1 68. 

25 nil? two pdnciples taken from Marx" Pt-eface ( to A Contr;buhon to the Critique of 

Po litica 1 Economy), Early Writings I Pelican Books. 1 977. p 424., .. are, (1) .. No social 

order evet- perishes befot-e all the productive fOt-ces for which there is room in it h.a ..... €' 

developed; and new I higher relations of product1on never appear before the material 

conditions for theit- existence have matured in the womb of the old society. (2) 

Therefore mankind a lw ay s sets itself only such tasks as it can solve; since, looking at 

the matter more closely I it will a lw ay s be found that the task itself arises only w·h€'r. 

the material conditions fot- it's solution already exist or are at least in the process of 

formation." "Gramsci also stated thes~ two principles while in prison and probably 

from memory as the verslon is some",hat different to thE' original abov€-. Gt-;'rIIs(;i 

Op.cit. p 455. (PN p.177) I 

26 Gt-amsci rejected the romantic thE'ot-y of t-egener ahon of society. As Badd loni states .. 

the history of two social groups (one in dissolution and the other in the ascendancy) do 

not develop on par a lle 1 llnes., but through thE' conflicts that conditions the ' .. ,tho 1t' 

historlca 1 epoch. N. Bada loni Op. cit. P 1 68. 
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productive force" the etllos of septJrtJtioll as the starting pOint 

for the J·J··or 0; position J frorn 'which its beginnings spell a new 

rationality and Ideology of progress. It is of course precisely 

thi s that confl i cts with the deve 1 optl1ent of modern 

Trasformismo. The preliminary condition for radical change is 

impeded by the rnovement of heterogeneous groups whose 

mobil ity pol it i ca 11 y appears to be dependent on issues that 

reflect a broad conception of social" economic and political 

val u e s" r8 the r t h 8 n dis ti n c t 1 Y c 1 as S27 (s e e a 1 soC hap t e r 7). I f 0 n 8 

is no longer looking at 8 . new fundanlenta1 class . as an 

homogeneous group" then the nature of radical change based on 

class structure begins to fall away. 

As I have argued previ ous1 y" the class re1ati onship bet ween 

intellectuals and the n-Iasses" by the nature of the freedorn 

present" is di ffi cult to support pract i call y. draw two 

conclusions frotTl the above. Firstly" the aljvent of the 

proletoriot os tile tllli~Jersbl cltJss has no coherence in the reality 

of the present deve 1 oprnenL Secondl y, The tri umph of capita 1 i 8m 

enlergi ng fronl its cri si s of hegenl0ny, whi ch the ri S8 of F asci sm 

produced" cannot tie easil y di snli ssed. I n a 11 my previ ous 

arguments in thi s study" one rnust accept that the 1 eve 1 of 

capitalist developrnent achieved by Italy, although relatively 

young in its political unification" had permitted the movement of 

social groups \·vithin the sphere of active Trasforrnismo thus 

ass1 mil at 1 ng change but" 'without foregoi ng its i ntell ectual and 

moral structure.26 Further" the very continuity of Trasforrnisrno 

27 The- argume-nt of de-cHning class in te-rms of the- division of labour and its re-p1act>me-nt 

by othe-r and possibly wide-r value-s J has in part be-en deduced by the logic of e-xpansion 

and diffusion of the e-ducate-d which" if the- advance-me-nt of knowledge had re-inforce-d 

class distinctions in any substantial way J society must reflect those divisions b(.th 

socially and politically which in my vie-w is not the case. Further the decre-asing 

socio-e-conomic difference- be-twe-en social groups: is empirically valid as an indi(:ator, 

as the- unit of me-asut-e is based on working categories and the-t"efore the- division of 

labour itself. 

28 An a1te-rnative viE'w is thE' Vico1ean thE'ory of rE'gE'nE'ration (footnotE' 25) J that it's 

Inte-lle-ctua land moral structure was indeed lost but refound. 
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serves to rei nforce the Ideology of progress if we consi der the 

paradi gm of Fasci sm as an at tempted i ntervent i on. The fail ure 

of the latter to survive~ poses the Question as to whether 

submi ssi on to the ethos of Trasf ormi smo i nit i all YJ is an 

irretrievable step~ making a process of radical change even harder 

and less likely. I t must however be true to say that whi 1 e 

Trasf ormi srno i s present~ radi cal pol it i cal ref orm must a1 ways be 

cornprornised for its accornrnodation~ and thereby excludes its 

ori gi nal radi cal nature and eff ecti veness. But the sUbject or 

sub j eets of that eompromi se are very much part of it and thei r 

'beeorni ng' 81 bei t unwi 11 i ngl y~ is a substanti a1 eontri but i on to the 

progress of the system. 
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Chapter 9. 

Theoretj cal arguments and empirical connections. 

My ai min thi s chapter is to attempt to estab 11 sh the 11 nks bet ween 

the theoret i cal propositions asserted in thi s thesi s and stated in chapter 

1, and the em pi ri cal wor1 d. Many of my arguments wi 11 be an extensi on 

of the previ ous chapters and in part i cul ar from those di scussed in 

chapter 3, whi ch lai d the foundation for uncovering concrete empi ri cal 

knowledge. 

The funct 1 on81 j st method. 

The strategy I wi 11 adopt is to organi ze my dljta ina me ani ngfu1 

explanatory system} that iSI a functional analysis for explaining all 

the social phenomena considered relevant. My conceptual model, 

which as stated previously has been at the outset of this study only 

loosely framed as an overall guide through the early chapters, and 

used to generate the broad explanatory structures, must now be 

organi zed ina more ri gorous form so that eacr, exp lanat i on of the 

elements compri 8i ng the system, can be i denti fi ed a~: to its functi on. 

Because of the present stage of development of systemic 

funct i ona 1 theory, the controversy surroundi ng its app 1 i cat i on to soci al 

reallty will no doubt extend to criteria selected as Ijdequate for 

verification. I am nevertheless of the opinion that together intrinsic and 

extri nsi c criteri a can serve as a ri gorous gUi de to equat i ng the 'degree of 

fit' between a selected model and social reality. The criteria to which I 

refer are Qeneral assumptions which are relevant to social systems and ... 
speci fi c to the phenomena bei ng analysed. These are at the 1 eve 1 of 

functlons and together can be conceived of as producing social 

phenomena. J. Lopreato (1971) argues in support of this .."iew in his 

crit i que of Parsons' "equil i bri um anal ySi s". He states I 

178 



It follows that, strictly SPfakin9 w~ ar~ ;. t<'tified in ~~ ",t,u...,. f t 1"'" 
, .}...... "'p 13" H 'Y 0 ac ua t" tenOffifna as 

Usyst~ms" in the proportion in which thf idfal syst~ is: isomorphic with, or accUt-at~ly 
fMompassfS, thf phfnom~non it was constructfd to r~prfsfnt.1 

Sztompka lists a comprehensive but not necessarily conclusive 

number of assumptions whi ch can be presupposed by an ascendi nQ 

complexity of functional systemic models.2 These I believe are ; 

useful gUi de to select, combine or add further to sotisfy my model~; 
image of social reality. 

Type of functional modeL 

There are of course different functional models which con be 

appropri ate 1 y app 11 ed dependi ng on the type of system bei ng analysed. 

From my conceptual model constructed below in detail, the major 

characteristic is the linking of human motivational activity with the 

structure. It 1 s from thl s concepti on of odvonced soci ety thot the 

specl fi c assumptions of my model con be f ormul oted. These general 

assumpti ons therefore are selected to generate part i cul ar di mensi ons 

of possi b 1 e structural vari abil ity withi n the model, and include those 

genera 1 to systems whi ch are wi de 1 y accepted. 

I n the context of thi s stUdy and i ndeed for Gramsci, soci a 1 

structures are an integral part of human activity from the conscious 

or unconsci ous choi ces made. Such acti ons produced whether 

intentional and nJtional or unintentional, the final outcome or 

1 .. ..!. loprfato. The Concfpt of Equilibrium: Sociological Tantaliz:fL In 'Institutions and So(:iai 

Exchang~. op. c:it. 1971. P 310. 

2 P. Sztompka. Op. cit. pp 58-96. Functional requiremfnt or '~eds' of a systfm, is a concept that I 

f"l should b~ ~fined morE' ra.lt"ro\lfly so that tMre is 00 mlbiguity as to ....-hellier the needs are 

thoSf spfcifica lly applied to the sy stem I which includes both human beings and structures, or only 

to the human participants: in the system. If 'ne-eds' in a social system can only apply to hum.an 

beings, the difference becomfs important whfn assumptions are coosidfrfd. One may ~stion for 

example I that slJstems are only ~1f-re9U1.atin9 thro'Jgh hlJm.an wm and not as a m~ism intrirtSK 

to ~ systeml which implies that the needs are those of hur"Iun beings ~ thffefore determ1n1ng tt~ 

system. There are a number of ramifications from this distinction that will be apparent bter in my 

assumptions. 
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consequence is the result of a complex interplay between subjectivity 

and object i vi ty. The underl yi ng requi rement whi ch mi ght include all 

these activities as a social image of society} is the presence of 

human mot i vat i on. Apart i al system in advanced soci ety such as the 

present study} can only be considered in the context of people in their 

relationship with social structures. All the assumptions on which my 

model is based and described later in this chapter} will include not 

only those normally accepted for simple functional systems} but also 

the particular assumpti on of mot i vat i on as a purposi ve act. 

Funct 1 on01 Requ1 S1 tes. 

As Merton argues} whether tacit or expressed} there is embedded 

in every functional analysis the functional requirements of the system. 

He goes on to say that} 

... this r~mains on~ of th€' cloudi€'st and ~mpirically most debdtable conc€'~lts in func:tiondl 

th~ory. As: ut1l1z~ by sociologists} th€' cooo~pt of functional requirement tends to bE' 

tautological or ~,'<'~'st f~~tv ; it tends to be confin€'d to the conditions of "survival" of d 

given syst~m; it t~nds} a~ in th€' Ylork of Malino\\'ski} to includE.> bi010gicdl as well .is 

socia 1 "rt~~ds". 

This involves the difficult problem of estdblishing types of functional rE'quirE.>m€'nts 

(univ~rsa 1 vs s:p~cific); proc~dur€'s for validating the assum~ltion ofth~se requirements; 

~tc.3 

Validating assumptions of system requirements becomes crucial 88 to 

what is included and excluded. However} recogni zi ng a potent i e 1 problem 

does not e1 i minate it} even though i dent ifyi ng procedure 1 weaknesses is 

an essent i al part of any study. 

The questi on can be put as f 0 11 ows} wh8t are the functional 

requirements of the system as framed in my general proposition? This 

ref ers essent 1 all y to what must be done if advanced SOC1 ety 1 s to 

continue. The simple answer to this is} the functional requirement or 

needs of the system is to maintain the moti\lation for a disp8rate SOCiety 

in social and economic terms. If the functional orientations lead to the 

3 R. K. ~don. Op. cit. p 106. 
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spe r·i fl· r· not i or I of pronrpc:c: Whl· r-h r-horor·t· d . . 
-J" ....... \. • ..., 4J I • ~. ............ •• I .......... 0. 0 ....... erl zes 8 \lar!ced SOCl et 1 es J trIer! 

the assumptions of my conceptual model must be consl stent with thi s 

requi rement. 

The essence of the functional anal ySi s I shall attempt is to 

parU cu18rl y di st i ngui sh elements th8t h8ve either been shown to be 

essential from empirical data, or that there is a logical reason for their 

presence. For eX8mpl e, educ8t ion 8t hi gher 1 eve 1 s, regional differences, 

socio-economic differences, ideological differences, individual freedom 
I 

normat ive v8lues, consensus) ect.) A 11 these elements together 

constitute 8 system and contribute to some preferred partial state or 

requi rement. 

Conceptual model. 

The conceptual model I shall construct from explicating my 

proposit i on8l st8tements) really serves two purposes. By showi ng the 

interconnections between propositions) I am revealing the possible broad 

mechani sms4 that appear to be operating through whi ch functi (Ins are 

fulfilled. But the explanatory knoV\.'ledge required for isolating these 

mech8ni sms must include kno'y'y'i ng the 'SitU8t ion' whi ch relates to Hlem. 

So by exp 18i ni ng functions we can a1 so specify what shaul d be done in 

order to bring about a mechanism of a certain phenomenon. Explaining a 

situati on does 1 ead to the possi bil ity of theori si ng what shaul d be done 

to modify or transform it. As Meeham (19E,8) says, 

An explanation is an instinct that suggests ways in which man might in principlE' 

intervene in empirkal situations to alter t~ course of events.5 

But all thi s depends on theori es being abl e to explai n the functions 

cont8ined in its propositions, so that every question 'why' relating to 8 

social phenomena) can furnish an explanation of that proposition in the 

form of 'bec8use'. The QuesUon is how do we explain these adequately 

in order to find the interconnections of functions which relate to 

4 Dffinihon of rf)t)chanism5 as stated by R. ~rtOfl in footnte 6, chaptM" 1 . 

5 E. J. Meehan. Explanation in Social science: A $lJstem Paradigm. Homewood: Dors(>y Pr(>ss. 

1968. p 21. 
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elements which can be considered as mechanisms? 

Spec] f] cot i on of conceptual model. 

I n order to exp lai n the interconnecting assertions of my general 

proposition} I require some criteria on which distinctions can be made. 

There appears to be 1 itt 1 e agreement as to a common methodo I ogi ca I 

epproach to functionel analysis, which makes it necessery to be 

somewhat eclectic in ones view. However, I have in this respect 

borrowed heavily from Sztompka (1974) as a guide to formalizing a 

methodological structure, which in my view does permit replication. 

Sztompka owes the basic structure for explaining propositions in a 

rigorous form to Nikitin (1970) who outlines the broad framework in the 

f 0 11 owi ng} 

By a syst~m of ~xplanations I und~rstand a s~t 'W' of ~xplanat1ons which sat1sfi~$ th~ 

follo-wing crit~ria: (a) it consists of mor~ than on~ explanation} (b) for every 

l"XP lanahon ''vi 1 in this Sl"t J thl"rl" is at 1l"as~ one l"XP lanation ''viz:} such that either one 

of the compon~nts of ~xp 1artans of "Yl1' is also an exp lanandum of ''W2'} or an 

~xp1anandum of "YI,' is also one of the compon~nts of explanans of "vI2'} and (c) all the 

~A'P lanations in the s~t 'vi ar~ conn~ct~d in a unifi~d logical structure} which a 110ws to 

move from one to the oth~r by means of a finite sequence of logical operations.6 

It is a pyrami d of explanations, one on top of the other so that each is 

logically linked by the properties previously explained. In this respect} 

what has been previously explained has also been the SUbject argued 

theory or deductive logi c. The following expands in some detail Hie 

method of thi s approach. 
(10) I can begin this propositional structure by first explaining the 

i ndi vi dual assertions made, that is, my general proposH ion whi ch isH 

self a system of explanation linking one proposition to another, can be 

further clarified giving them the individual status of expl~ined 

proposi t ions (exp lanandum). A 11 these proposi t ions heve in one way or 

another, been the subject of the previ ous chepters} and therefore in 

6 E. P. Hikitin. Db jasflien;je: funkcya nauki. (Explanation: the function of sc~nce). Moscow' 

Izdatie lstwo Nauka. 1970. P 242. C;t~d in Sztompka, op. cit., p 21 . 
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terms of Hie assertions made have already theoretical support. I ern 

commencing therefore on the basis of having already logically argued its 

val i di ty upon whi ch my pyrami d can be further constructed. 

(Ib) Those explained propOSitions (explanandum), can now generate 

explal ni ng proposlt 1 ons (explananst and necessarll y requi re some wayan 

which it has a scientific basis for evaluation, i.e., it is suggested by 

5ztompka that its object and properties are speci fl ed. For example, 

from my own proposition, to ask why are 'geographical regions disparete' 

describes not only the object, 'geographical reg10ns', but also its 
property of bei ng 'di sparate'. 

( 1 c) However we still need to know what is i ts scope, that is, on what 

assumpti on is thi s based? at thi s stage we have no reason to accept that 

it is true or false, although much of my earlier arguments would suggest 

that it is at least real. 

Voll di ty of exp 10not jon. 

The above is a specification for explained propositions 

(explanandum), but how should one deal with the relationship between 

these and exp 1 ai ni ng propositions (exp lanans)? The 11 nk is essenti all y 

1 ogi ca 1, arri ved at by deduci ng from premi ses that certai n cone 1 usi ons 

f 0 11 0..,...... Ttle exp lanans then must connect the exp 1 ai ned proposit 1 on as 

implying truth or at least be highly probable. What has flrst been shown 

to be probable by theory, is now subsumed by the exp lenans so furU,er 

impling an order in the strength of its validity. So to return to my 

question ,-vh!! 'are geographical regions disparate' ? the va11dity of my 

explanation is wholly dependent on the assumption of the question being 

the consequence. For example, if the answer is Deco lise 'human beings 

are motivated to acquire differential skills', then my explanation is seen 

as valid because the former is implied by the latter, the explanandurn is 

implied by the explanans by logical deduction. 
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Testoble proposi tions. 

While we can now say that the above propositions are valid as I , 
have al so sa] d prev] ous 1 y, they are not necessaril y true. I have mere 1 y 

confi rmed that the 11 nk bet ween the exp lanandum and exp lanans is ve 1 i d , 
but the truth of a proposition requires something more, that is, the 

proposition forming the explanans must be testable. In ot~,er words we 

must be able to verify or falsify them. However, even if something is 

testab 1 e, aga]n it is not necessarily true. For examp1 e, I cen state that 

'regional social groups are disperate socio-economically'. This is clearly 

testable but is it true? We must therefore justify the exp1anandum in 

the fi rst place I and thi s can only be done if the e>:p lai ned propert i es have 

already been tested. For example, the explained proposition must have 

already proved that soci a1 groups are soci o-economi call y di sparate. 

This description of a testable theory does give the impression of 

being just too precise, which is not my intention. It is as well I believe, 

to menti on a pragmati c vi ew as stated by J. H. Turner ( 1987) who regerds 

explanations as in most cases not involving precise predictions end 

deduct ions, pri rnari 1 y he says, 

b~caus~ ~x~rim~ntal controls ar~ not possible in the tests of most theories. 

Exp lanations will corlsist I instead I of a more discursi ..... e us~ of abstract propositions and 

models to und~rstand sp~cific ev~nts. ~uctions will be loose, and even metaphorical 

And it will be natura By sub j~ct to argum~nt and d~bate .... But again J we do not n~ed tel 

abandon OUt· s~arch for invariant pr~rti~s any more than physics has after recognizing 

that many formulations ar~ stat~dJ initially at l~astJ rather loosely and that they are 

subj~ct to political n~gotiation within th~ sc~ntific community.7 

Completeness of explojnjng proposjti ons (explanans). 

Explaining propositions must be done in such a manner thet other 

problems are not raised. In other words they are complete which is far 

from a simple task and possibly never fulfilled beyond criticism. The 

obvious point here is that we can never be sure that whet is unknown 

tOday is not new found knowledge tomorrow.6 It 1s Quite possible then 

7 J. H. Turn~r. Op cit. 1987. 157. 

8 P. Sztompka. Op. cit. p 20. 
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to ask Questions that are unable to promote productive answers} in other 

words one arrives at a point where a pragmatic acceptance in Hie light of 

present knowledge makes logical sense at a particular moment in tirnB. 

Semontic consistency of linking propOSitions. 

It does seem obvious enough though somehow important to mention 

that the properties of elements in any theory should be consistent in 

terms of its language. I refer particularly to the condition of semantic 

homogeneitYI whereby linking propositions may easily and inadvertently 

mix the properties of Yariab1es and non-variables so confounding tl1e 

re 1at i onSrll D. 

Useful ness of combi ni ng theori es. 

I t must be al ready apparent that in the precedi ng chapters, I have 

not hesitated to bri ng together the conception of social change whi ch is 

implied in Gramsci's reconstruction of the Risorgimento, and Merton's 

'manifest and latent functions'.9 Both theories attempt to explain 

social change but with different emphases. The point here really is thet 

the characteri sti cs of theori es cou1 d be usefull y combi ned to e~<p 1ai n 8 

function. For example, one may 8rgue that 8 normative order might be 

adeQu8te1y explained by consensus theory, but on the other hand a theory 

of rational behaviour as serving individual goals might also be an 

acceptable but different approach. 

Conceptuol model. 
As I st8ted in chapter 1, my general proposition was a 

conceptualizat ion of organizing experience so that relat ionships bet ween 

variables could be identHied. This l while serving me adequately in the 

precedi ng chapters for generating the vari ous theoret i ca 1 debates, now 

reQui res to be formulated in more preci se terms as specifi ed in thi s 

9 See footnote 30 chapter 3. 
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chapter so far. 

structure of explonot1ons. 
£rpllJnlJndtlm '- The geographic regions of adYanced society1Oo1 , 

defined in terms of boundarYI terrain l socie1 and technical infre­

structure l and population (for both cases), are characterized by social 

and economic disparity of social groupsp1 within and between all regions. 

(Theoretical dicussions relating to the aboye concern chapter 4). 

EA'{IllJnlJhdtlm ~? The demand for education at the higher leyelsp2 ' being 

oyer and aboye the compulsory age requirement; and therefore containing 

Hie fundamental characteri st i c of choi ce to ecqui re it (al waws qi ven the 
... ... 

means to make that choi ce, i ,e., fi nanci el resources, transportElti on, 

educat i onal f aci 1 i ties 1 etc.) 1 produces an unequal di stri but i on of human 

end materi a1 resource~; throughout soci etYp2· 

(Theoret i cal di scussi ons re lati ng to Hie aboye concern chapter 4). 

£\'{IllJnlJndtlnl.J. The dHfusion of the educated03 is responsible for the 

di ssemi naU on of know1 edge and the deye 1 opment of cultural yel ues and 

be 11 ef s throughout soci etYp3· 

(Theoret i cal di scussi ons relat i ng to the above concern chepters 2 and 4). 

Through educational development the dirf erent 1 eve 1 s 

of crit i cal thi nki ng
041 

produce dHf erent concepti ons of freedornp4 · 

(Theoretical discussions relating to the above concern chapters 2,4 and 

5). 

£\'{IllJnlJI10~/nl 5 The growing development of consciousness of Hie 

contradictions in advanced societYoSJ gives rise to levels of social Elnd 

pol it i cal conn i ctps. 
(Theoretical discussions relating to the ebove, concerns chepter 5 and €.). 

Second 1 eve 1. 

£\'{IllJhlJhS IlJ lih):ing 8A'pllJhlJhdtlm {I ,{ L~ One of the i mportent 

10 The subscipts des;gnated b(j a prefix '0' and 'p' I ;nd;cate the object and the propert;es respK-tiv€' ly 

of the propositions 10 question
l 

followed by the number of the explaMOdum. This is irMndl?d to b€' 

a methodological guide as to the logical order of deduction. 
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functions of education at the higher levels is to produce differentiel 

skills relative to the population as a whole. Geographical regional socio­

economic disparit iesola produce a demand for education at the hi gher 

1eve1spla with the result that the differential skills acquired are 

translated into the social and economic differences found within and 

bet ween every regi on. 

(Theoreti ca 1 di scussi ons re 1 at i ng to the above concern chapter 4). 

EA'plonons Ilt linking eA'plonono~/m {~"l-,t 3). The cultural development of 

advanced society by the educated becoming the educatorso1b ' t1rings with 

it not only a dissemination of knowledge but importantly the inculcation 

of values and beliefsp1b ' 

(Theoret i cal di scussi ons re 1 at i ng to the above concern chapters 2 and 7. 

£~'Plfln6IJs I clinking eX}-'"Ilonflndtlll'J {~r & 4). The development of p 1 urali sm 

of ci vll of and pol it leal i nst itut ions in advanced soci etYol C' 1 eads to 

wi der concept ions of freedom of thought and potent i a1 to actp1 c. 

(Theoreti ca 1 di scussi ons re 1 at i ng to the above concern chapters 2 and 5). 

£~'Plonflns Id linkJ:tq e .. ~'PlljntJ.lldtlm {4,f, 5) The conflict situations which 

are present because of the consci ousness of di sparate characteri sti cs in 

advanced soci etYo1 d
l 

ari se from the contradi ct ions created from unequal 

soci a1 deve 1 opmentp1 d' 

(Theoreti cal di scussi ons re lati ng to the above con(~ern chapter 5). 

Third level. 

£~'Plonons .20 linking e .. ~'Plonondllm (10 ,f, Ill). The development of 

normative values and beliefs through a process of cultural inculcation 

through education and law in advanced societYo2a l produces levels of 

conf ormi s~2a' 
(Theoretical discussions relating to the above concern chapters 2 and 5). 

E>''Plflnflns ~?lt linJ.'ing explflnondllm (Ilt ,{ Ie) The different conceptions 

of freedom aCQui red through the cu1 tura1 development of advanced 

SOCiety produces different yiews of order and social realitY'p2b' o2b 
(Theoretical discussions relating to the above concern chapters 2 and 4). 

E>''Plonons .2c linking e .. \'Plonondtlm (Ie & Id) The necessity to constrain 
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act 1 on ar1 S1 ng from different concept 1 ons of soci 81 real ity 1 n advanced 

societYo2c' produces the institutionalization of actions for resolving 
tensi ons and diff erences_'" ... ... ~~ 
(Theoretical discussions relating to the above concern chapter 6). 

Fourth level. 

EJs'P/{fn{fns .16 /in)''ing 8/~'P/6n{fndtlm (~?{f & L'"tl) The presence of different 

ideo 1 ogi cal \Ii ews represented by pol it 1 cal groups withi n a normat i ve 

framework of values in advanced societYo3a' has produed constraints on 

their freedom to take autonomous actio~a. 

(Theoretical discussions relating to the above, concern chapters 5 and b). 

£~'P/{f!J{fl)S 3ft /in).'ing 8/~'P/{f!J{f!Jdllm (i'"tl ,t 2c) The consensual nature of 

resolving social and political conflict in advanced SOCiety 3 has 
. 0 a' 

produced pol it i cal structures where oppositional vi ews contri bute to 

mai nta1 ni ng those very structures.p3b .. 

(Theoret 1 cal di scussi ons related to the above concern chapter b). 

Fifth level. 

£~'P/{fn{fns 4{f linJ:ing 8A'plonOl)dtlrll (36 ,t .rft) The ideology of Hie 

concepti on of progress produced in advanced soci etYo4a contai ns , 

significant purposeful motivation to give it direction r,4d. 

(Theoret i cal di scuss1 ons re lat i ng to the above concelTI chapter 5). 

How substantial are my propositions? 
Fl/st, the primary level of explanandum has been organized so as to 

i dent ify c 1 earl yin each case the criteri a specifi ed. Di sparity as a key 

property, has already been defined specifically in chapter 1. The tlasis 

for c lf~i ming the uni versal presence of di sparity as defi ned for the two 

cases, is from empirical data. 

Second, The scope of the propositions in each explanandum are matched 

by the same scope in each explanans. 

Tlll/d The hierarch1cal order describing each functional operation with , 
respect to others} imp 1 i es the importance each has in the system and can 
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be i dent i fi ed and tested. 

FOllrth I All the propositions have been the subject of theoreUcel 

discussion and argued 10gicallYI and in some cases with empiricel date, 

in previous chapters to establish a confirmed stetus for their presence. 

Fifth I Each explanandum and explanans has been so stated as not to 

require a further explanation. 

S/~rth I The properties of variables are consistent throughout. 

S8Y8nth I All the assertions comprising my general proposition are not 

isolated from other theories. These have been discussed widely here to 

Quest ion thei r re 1 evance and presence. 

Mechoni sms operot i ng through whi ch functions ore fu1 f1 11 ed. 

The social mechanisms which concerns this study and to which my 

enel ySi s has sought to reveal as mai ntai ni ng the conti nui ty of edvanced 

societYI can be shown as operati ng to perform the fall owing funct ions. 

1st. Leyel. 2nd. Leyel 3rd Leyel 4th. Leyel 5th. Lpypl. 

1 .R~g. disparity 

h. Diff~re-ntial skills 

2.De-mand for Educ. <: 2a. Norm. D~ve-lopm~nt Diff. 

lb. Cultural inculcation < 3a. ide-og. vie-ws. 

3.Diff. of Educ. < 2b. C'c~ptions of fr'dom < 4a. I. of Prog. 

1 c. Plural conce-ptions < 3b. Conse-nsus 

4 .Criti(;a 1 thinking. < 2c. Constraints 

1 d. Conflict 

5 .Conk adie:tiorts. 

First leyel ossumptions. 
The importance and relevance of assumptions whi ch I have 

regarded as on the most fundamental 1 eve 1 of soci 01 ogi CB 1 thought, have 

already been discussed in chapter 3. 

Genero1 ossumptions of my functiono·1 model. 

The following assumptions are intended to be firstly B method of 
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apprai S1 ng both the useful ness and 1 i rni tat i on of my conceptual model. 

This is done by checking the 'degree of fH' which, from the logic of the 

deductions made, characterizes the model as a system requiring 

motivation in Hs organization. 

Second1 y, the fi rst 4 assumptions are those that shou1 d app 1 y to any 

system and can be regarded as fundamental. Nevertheless, despite the 

self-evident characteristics of these assumptions, even what is taken as 

accepted, should still be described and given a place of relevance. 

(I) The osslIrlJpt ion of plllrolitg. 

This assumption simply claims that society consist::; of a plurality 

of elements. 

Relevonce to m!/ model. The plurality of elements comprising advanced 

society; is conceived of as a multiplicity of diverse social groups; 

inst Hut ions .. patterns of behaviour and a host of i nterre lati ons bet ween 

individuals, social groups and institutional structures of all kinds, civil, 

social, religious, military and political. 

(~?) The osslImption of J'v/;oleness: 

This assumption claims that certain elements are bound togeHler 

by certain interrelations to constitute a wrlole. The particular properties 

of wholeness are sal d to be 1 rreduci til e to other emergent features. 

Relevance to m!/ model There are constituted in my model, a group of 

elements which together give the system its particular meaning. The 

notion of wholeness here is specifiC to the the elements concerned. 

(J) The osslImptioli of integrotion. 

This assumption claims that the elements within the whole ere 

interrelated in some way. 
If elements are not related or influenced in some way, then it i~; 

not regarded as part of the system. 
Relevonc8 to my model. It is impossible to conceive social reelity 

without the noti on of i ntegrat i ng all the elements that compri se soci el 

phenomena to make the above assumption of 'wholeness' meeningful. The 
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resu1 t of the particular set of soci al elements observed in my model, are 
distinctiYe11 yet remain related. 

(4) The osstlmpt ion (If bOtlndory openness: 

This assumption claims that a system's dependence on its 

environment is not wholly bounded by the internal influences within it. 

From Parsons definition of boundary. there is a clear reference to 

a system's openness to external i nfl uences, 

•••• 41 theoretical",=, and empiricalltJ si9nificant difference bEotw~ structure and 

prOOEosses intE'rnal to a system and those external to it exists and tends to be 

maintained. In so far as boundaries in this SE'nse do not exist; it is not possib~ to 

idEontify a set of intE'r~pElndE'nt phenomena as a systM); it is mE>rgErd in somE' othEor. 

more extE'nsive system.12 

It is precisely because systems cannot be practically considered as 

existing only for themselves, that is, in isolation of other influences, 

that motivated goal s are a1 ways quest i onab 1 e in the sense th8t 

consequences must a1 ways be unknown. 

Re/evonce to m!l model The methodological necessity to conceptuallze 

boundaries is a useful tool to make necessary distinctions between roles 

and structures which characterize all systems, but bottl elements are 

interconnected by the internal and external environment. The ideology of 

progress in advanced society for example. is contingent on the ability of 

the system to ad just to changi ng i nfl uences whether they are internal or 

external in ori gi n. 

(5) The osslImption of exp/oi/o/io/J. 

This assumption claims that 811 elements in the system in their 

relationships, do not bring symmetrical benefits. 

A. W. Gou1dner13 argues that reciprocal functional interchanges 

are more likely to make systems persist. This premise I find is 

11 Tht- distincim naturt" of t"~rnt"f1ts: comprising a 'Yholt" , is conAilt"ntt"d on undeor "furtht"r 

considt"r ations of my assumptions U at tht- t"nd of this chaptt"r. 

12 T . Parsons. TheoriEos of sociE'ty. (co-Eoditors with E. Shils. K. D. Naege lEo and J. R. P;tt). 2 vol:::., 

New York: ThE' Free Press of GEoOOOE'. 1 96 1 . P 36. 

13 A. 'vi. Gouldner. Reciprocity and Autonomy in functional theory. In Symposium On Sociological 

Theory, Eodited by l. Gross. New York.: Harper & Row. 1959. P 249. 
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inconsistent with the notion of social change generally and more 

specifically as expounded in this study (see chapter ~). 

ReleY8nCe to my model The persistence of disparate regions or even 

educational expansion is one of degree only. The relations~lip of elements 

producing these conditions, are sub-systems of exploitation where 

exchanges are unequal until a soci al, economi c or pol it i cal poi nt is 

reached by which continual or excessive exploitation by one or more 

elements, is exposed as requiring intervention of some kind. The 

argument that dysfunctional effects are an example of reciprocel 

exchange, is entirely dependent on the case inquest i on, and a1 so in terms 

of values. For instance, too much educational expansion will produce 

economi c repercussi ons. Ttti s can be both a positive (~IO 1 di ng weges 

down) and negative exchange (making unemployment). If the ergument i~; 

that reci pr-osity of eXChange is sti 11 present regerd1 ess of ve 1 ue~;} 

because the system, although fluctuating survives, then one returns to 

the response above which is that each eXChange is a social change to Hie 

system, a mutation of it, and therefore it is exploited. The notion thet 

eXChanges are asymmetrice1 so that deficiencies in eXChange ere common 

experi ence, is part of the consi stent modHi cat i on of acti vity to ecJIi eve 

Qoals. 
'-

(6) T lJe 8sslInJp t jon a/ conS8nSlIS 

This assumption claims that the relationship between e1ement~; of 

a system are not incompatible with each oHler. 

This assumption, which has been discussed in detail in chepter f., 

does not exclude levels of conflict as part of the social environment. tlut 

agrees or complies to constrain it for a variety of reasons. T~le 

confl i ctual nature of pol it i cal disagreement, does not evade the 

pragmati sm of consensus short of outri ght host nit i es. 

Re/e¥8nce to my model 50ci ety's geographi cal regi anal di spari ties are 

impossible to contemplate without all the 

ramification manifested by levels of conflict. 
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explained in my model (1 d and 2c), describe functions wtlich are both 

conflictual and consensual and where social constraint interacts with 

both (2e). Parsons, in defending his own particular view of order end 

consensus on the one hand and conflict and change on the other, stfltes, 
.. .1 have I as noted later I long disagreed 'With U.e U.esis of Dahrertdorf that ~SE' h..-o 

aspects of social S\lstems should be tt.e subject of two independent U.eories. My (lW'rl 

viEow has r atMr ~en that order and conflict are hv'o kinds of pher.oroena that should be 

foXp laiMd as obverse possibilities in t~ms of the same thEooretica 1 scheme. 1 ~ 

This argument cannot be separated from purposeful rationality in the 

attai nment of goal s. 
(~7) The osslImpt jon of port jol dp.pendencB. 

Thi s assumpti on c lai ms that elements are parti fill y dependent on 

each other. Partial functional dependency gi ves ri se to functi onfll 

alternatives resulting from the options surrounding choice. I tlflve 

included 'pertiel' to move in a more realistic direction which ha<::; tleen 

informed by my earlier arguments in chapter !. regarding Hie 

'indispensability of elements'. As Wrong (1961) stated, 
'When this pro~lerty is tr~ated as absolutE' and corlstant, rather than re lativ€' and 

variable, the "over-integrated view of so(:iety" is thE' direct result.1S 

ReleVbnCe to m...~/ model The assumption of dependence immedietely 

produces connotati ons of determi ni sm, wt-Ii Ct1 is fundamentell y true for 

some processes of acti vity. Sci ent ifi clew::; necesseril y rely on such 

proposition. Certain functions must deterrnine certain results, for 

instance .. Newton's law of acti on and reaction fire equfll find opposite, or 

Boyle's law in which a given mass of gas, the pressure, volume find 

temperature are dependent on one another. I t must fl1 so be sai d thet Hie 

mechanisms operating in my model so that the hierarchical order of 

functions of the system, both vertically and laterally at their various 

levels, not only show 8 logical order as one would expect, but also whet 

14 T. Parsons. Correrneontary, in 'Institutions and Social Exchange. The sociologies of Talcott Parsons & 

~orgeo C. HOrMns. Ed1t~d bIJ Herman Turk & Richard L. SimpSon. T~ Bobbs-~ri1l Company J Iflc. 

Indianapolis & N~"W York. 1971. P 385. 

15 D. 'Wrong. The over socia liz~d conc~ption of man ;n mod~rn sociology. Am~rkan Socio log1cd 1 RE'vi€'Yf 

26(2). 1961. pp 184. 
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appears to be a dependency of one to the other. On the other hand if we 

Questi on the interconnections of my model and ask, must conn i et be only 

dependent on the functions of consci ousness of contradi ct ions in 

society, or that constraints are only dependent on those functions 

produced by different concepti ons of confl i ct ? then the answer must be 

no, for thi s presupposes funeti onal prereQui sHes or precondH ions for 

fulfilling each of these functions, which is not the case. For example, en 

alternative function resulting from consciousness of society's 

contradictions must reasonably include passive and collaborative 

functi ons that surround a stabil e soci ety as well as confl i ctue 1. And 

again, conflict and different conceptions of the world need not produce a 

consensual function but a hostile Orie. The cultural, polHical and soeiel 

elements in my model are not therefore assumed to be irreplaceable for 

fulfi 11 i ng each functi on, there can be funct i one 1 e Hernat i ves. Whet hes 

determi ned the order in my part i cul er mode 1 has tleen Hie deduct i ve 1 ogi c 

of the presence of each element, and what Hs functional presence 

achieves in the system when it is related to a progress ideology. But Hie 

activities of one particular element, if teken out of the system} will not 

necessarily cease to exist. For example, a polHical perty mey not heve 

exi stence outsi de its domesti c envi ronment, but a pol Hi cal group SUC~I es 

the 'Green party' may well survive as Dart of Hie European politicel 

scene. 
(8) The osslImptfarl at the fnterrelfltiallship betJ,veen system ond 

el}vjr{~llmellt or illl rosys I enlic process: 

This assumption claims that functions internal to a system cannot 

be isolated from externel influence. For example, a major area of 

structural infl uence on internal systems, is the external changi ng 

political structure where adjustments in strategy, procedure, 

sovereignty, mllitary reQuirements, influence those internal to e system. 

Relevonce to my model. Speci f1 c examples of external i nfl uences duri ng 

the peri od under study are commerci al and pol it i cal. For both ceses, 
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investment from external sources includes banking and tourism, 

manufacturing under license. especially military equipment, and the 

export trade generally. are essential for the wealth of both these 

countri es, and therefore contribute to their re1eti ..... e soci o-economi c 

1 e ..... e 1 s, and i nternall y to the di sparateness of thei r di stri but ion. 

Politically the strengthening ties of the European Economic Community, 

extends its influence in every area of socia11ife. from European laws and 

individual ri ghts to the en ..... i ronment and to potenti al mi 1 itery 

implications for defence. Both of these areas of activity can and do ha ..... e 

repercussions on regional financial aid, levels of employment and 

political decisions generally. Finally. a much used example is the 

widespread influence of religion on cultural forms of behaviour and 
education. 

Speci fi c ossumpt ions. 

(9) The 8SSIlll'J.ption ol sf/stel/lic process: 

This assumption claims that there is a continuous sequence of 

changes. There has always been great difficulty in explaining the goals 

of a system, i.e., does it have a speCific goal. can we assume that there 

is a directive process? Both these questions relate to the arguments of 

'self-regulation' and a teleological process. and indeed we might include 

the core of the reproduction argument itself. 

Rele¥8l'lCe to mil model. In order for the assumption of systemic process 

to have coherence with other criteria stated in thi s thesi s. it is not 

necessary that a process has a particular end goal or pref erred state. The 

view that I am postulating here is that the individual or collecti ..... e will 

which is necessarily present for a systemic process to be directive or 

indeed for it to strive towards maintaining e near preferred state, is not 

an essential condition for a process. Structural changes from a 

multiplicity of directive goals produce processes which are not 

necessarily intended and require human intervention to re-direct 

existing process to an end goal. An example of a sub-systemic process 
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of reg10nal d1 sparity fl uctuat 1 ng 1 n accordance wi HI educati onel 

expansion, is that the goal end state of individuals or groups, is only 

what they desi re it to be. But the process, the mul tip 1 i ci ty of di verse 

activities which is the driving force for all the interconnections mede , 
can only be given direction through the collective will of humEln 

intervention. A further example is thElt politicEll, lawful and socie1 

relations are pursued as processes and by virtue of their operation, 

changes which occur externally, influence the necessity for chenge 

wHhin the processes. Here impliCitly ttle notion of self-regulEltlon is 

dismissed. It is in my view a mythical notion thet covers for 

unexplained phenomena. Mechanisms certainly exist for a system's 

regulati on, but they are not self -regulat i ng, they occur from strEli n~; 

caused by other changes which necessitate human intervention to retElin 

El pref erred state. 

{/(.J) The osslImp/jorl of specific ftlhC/iorloH/ll 

This assumption claims that elements of a system can be 

posi ti ve, neutral or even detri mental functi onEIll y to a system's 

pref erred state. The argument that all functi ons contri bute positively to 

e system's preferred state, as asserted by the postul Elte of 'uni ver~;El1 

functi onali sm' (chapter 3) is not, in my vi ew, an ElcceptEltd e assurnpti on. 

One is reminded ~Iere of ,.Jon Elster's crHicism of f'"1. Kaleki, wrlere the 

1 Eltter writer, as El ster puts it, 
.... com~s v~ry clos~ to arguing that th~ busin~ss cycl~ can b~ t'xplalflt'd by its b€'r,€'flc:1al 

~ff~cts for th~ capitalist class. Full ~mploYlMnt for long p€'riods of tlmt' is politically 

dang~rous, "Wh~r~as ~rman~nt url~m~,loyrr.ent is ~onomically dang€'rou5, 'Wt.€,r,c€' th€' 

~d for a bUSlnEoSS cyc~.16 

To imply that all functions in capitalism are positive is also to infer 

that it is also deterministic. Elster's criticism is in my view correct, 

f or what we have here is that once it is accepted thElt the domEl in 

16 J. Elst~r. Ulysses and the Sirens. Studies in rationality and irratlonality. Cambr~ Univ€'rsity 

Press. 1979. p 35. R~ference to M. Ka~ck1. Political Aspects of full €'mployme-nt. In M. Kal€'d;:l, 

Selected essays on th~ dynamics of the capitalist economy, pp. 138-45. Cambddg(': Cambddg€' 

Unlv~rsity Press. 1971. 
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condit ions can change and soci a 1 change is bei ng experi enced, then 

functions are not necessarily serving to maintain the system Hlat wes 

previ ous 1 y funct i oni ng in the interest of capital ism. 

Relevence to my model. Cultural surviyals, which form the besis of 

Malinowski's argument of perSistence of cultural elements (see footnote 

20 chapter 3), must require that the asserted characteristic of uniyersal 

functions relate to the domain which exists, but it cannot be considered 

'uniyersal' if the domain conditions have changed. My example here is 

that it requires different functions to increase and decrease levels of 

regional disparity. But these different functions appertain to the same 

system and within the same process, but their consequences are quite 

different. The positive nature of a function clearly cannot be assigned to 

ei ther of these functions for each um be characteri zed as posi t i ve or 

detrimental, dependi ng on the concepti on held of the soci a1 situation. 

Specifi c functional ity is consi stent in my opi ni on with soci a1 chenge and 

the dominance of some functions in their interrelation wiUI other 

functions in producing a consequence. 

(II) The {fSStlll"lj"ft iOIl 01 ltlliCtfllllol dOI1}illtfllC8 . 

This assumption claims that an element in its interrelationship 

with one or more elements, emerges as the most i nfl uenti el in the 

producti on of new phenomena. Thi s assumpti on is si rni lar to 

dillerelltiolltlllctiollality which claims that some elements functionelly 

contri bute to the at tai nment of a gi ven pref erred state of a system more 

than others. Further, I embrace within the assumption here of ftll}ctionbi 

domillonce the 1 ess di scussed assumption of diseqtlilibrillm whi ch , 
claims that the preferred state of a system is constantly changing. In my 

view the substantial overlap of these assumptions makes distinctions 

confusi ng and possi b 1 Y eyen i rre 1 eyant. 

Relevonce to my model. The essence of the structure of my model is 

based on some functions being more influential than others, or as stated 

above there is a differential functionality from which some function~; , 
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contribute to maintaining a system in a preferred stote, by compensotinQ 

for the process of continual sociol chonge. A glance above at th;' 

mechanisms operating at the various levels shown, informs us of cet-tain 

functi ons that have prevail ed and i nfl uenced other functions to produce 

phenomena. The analysis as to which functions are dominant in their 

contribution and whicrl are~ in the context of my model, less important. 

have already been decided by logical deduction in the preceding chapters. 

Gou1 dner makes the same poi nt. 

In short, diff~r~nt S1Jst~m parts make differerlt degrees of contriliutlon tCI either the 

stabi11ty or thE' changE' of U~ system, and U~se ne-ed to be analyhcally and emplr~lly 

distinguished. 17 

(/~~ The 8sslInJptioIJ af Strllcttlrol 8IterlJo/fves. 

Trll s assumpti on c1ai ms that there are di verse structural 

arrangements which may fulfil a function. 

Rele¥8lJce to my model. As argued in chapter ~, the concept of 

indispensability is rejected leaving alternative functions as a more 

realistic possibility. The selection of a particulor item which is argued 
Q/"o effectl"'e 1· ... /"oQt1· r.fll ;.-.n ° fur-. r·tl· r .... Q1 requl·rr·me ... t rot ..... e ... HOle, .. o'l,..,tl-.,-o.-u,:. . Y II':>U.:>I !::III I !::I U IL- L'IIUI C I ·IIL Ulil I II UII UI L' IICI, 

has to be seen in Ule context of Ule system as a whole, trlat is, an 

alternali ve funct 1 on does not ult 1 mate 1 y result in 'dysfuncti onal eff eet~; 

elsewhere in the system. 

C1 earl yin thi s study structural alternati ves and structuro 1 

constraints imply that even alternatives are sutlject to individual and 

group choi ces as well as prevail i ng C1 rcumstances and condit ions. For 

example, the functions which produce a normative order in SOCiety (third 

1 eve 1 2a above), cou1 d be through harsh and punitive laws J but not 

without changing other functions. Also moral codes of behaviour found in 

re 11gi on can often substitute the necessity to 1 egi slate, as noted by 

Hoebe1 (1954),'6 but the proportion of the whole of society that would tie 

prepared to behave according to moral codes would limit suctl an 

17 A. "It. OouldnE'r. Op. cit. R~iprocity and Autonomy in functional t~ory. 1959. P Z6~. 

1 B E. A. H~lel. The la"W of Primitlve Man. Cambrid9E' I Mas$achu$~tts.: Harvard Univ~r$ity Prt':::: 

1959. p 70. 
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alternative in advanced society being viable. 

As Merton notes) 

The rang~ of variation in the it~ms yhich can fulfill dEosignat~ functions in a social 
structur~ is not un limit~d.1 ~ 

(13) The Bssllmpt ion of pllrposeflll rtJt iontJlit!l 

This assumption claims that human action is in the mein oriented 

towards achi evi ng purposes. 

Purposes and functions so di ff er that the di recti 'fie neture of the 

process has meaning only if we can identify the purpose in'flol'fled 

(rationality has been discussed in chapter 3:). On this assumption rests 

rnuch of what we do not know) 1.e.) how decisions are rnade} the extent of 

i nf ormati on to hand) and the conditions and ci rcurnstances whi ch 

determine decisions by an individual or group. In other words we heve 

an aspect of human bei ngs whi ch cen tie consi dered a general i zed 

property) and with our present state of knowledge cannot be further 

reduced. 

Rele¥tJnce to m!l.model. The purpose of choosing to be educeted et the 

higher levels must be manifold (argued in chepter 6)) but for my model it 

is the outcome of all the comtri ned purposes thet is str-uctural1 y 

important for image of society presented. The significance of thi~; 

essumpti on) that there is a rat i ona 1 purpose underl yi ng mati veti on, is 

that a system's process is gi ven di rect i on only beceuse of Hli shuman 

characteri st i c. From thi s we may extend the 1 ogi c inherent in my model 

whi ch is that mechani sms retai ni ng the funct ions withi n advanced 

soci ety) are not mechani call y reproducti ve and self -sustai ni ng} nor ere 

they teleological for any intrinsic systemiC reason) but they may be all 

of these because of consci ous rational acti on by human bei ngs. As Levy 

stated) 
Man as: an animal is capable of conscious te1t"o109ical actlon. That is to say} mttn 

conscious"iIJ st"~ to bring about a stat~ of affairs at least in theory} from the actors' 

point of Vlt"W "Would ~ diff~r~nt in som~ dt"gr~~ if th~y did not orient their actions to a 

19 R. K. ME'rton. Op. cit. P 106. 
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particular goa1.20 

(/4) Th8 osslImption of Integrotion of indi¥idllol {ltlrpOSBS OS" rotiono! 

system. 

This assumption claims that a significant range of indi..,.idu8l 

purposes f s so df rected that fts attaf nment f s the condition f or- the 

preferred state of the system partial or global. 

What is to be consi dered here is the total acU ons of 1 ndi vi dua 1 

contributions to a system which satisfy collectively what Levy (1952) 

descrf bes as I 

the goals that are such that the member of a 9iven soc~ty must hold them suffic~nt1y in 

common to 'motivate' the performance of the functional requisites of that society.21 

RBIByonce to my modBI. Underlying this assumption is the extent to 

wtlich individual purposes are determined by the system's prefen-ed 

state. For example I the thi rd, fourth and fi fth 1 eve 1 mechani sms shown 

above are, through varfous functfons., indirectly satisfying the functional 

requirements of the collective needs22 of human activity wtlictl make 

the system rati onal. I ndi vi dual purposes whi ch ai rn at cultural or­

po 11 ti cal hegemony. are i ntegrati ng with HI8 system goal s of advanced 

soc1 ety. 

Further consi derat ions re lot i ng to 8ssumpt ions. 
As a1 ready mentioned. the assumptl ons included or excluded wi 11 

always be a sut1ject of debate either to myself personally or to ottll?rs 

The ossumptjon ot jllll-P£lsBfll/ rot fOliOlitf,l. is the determi nati on of rny 

systems preferred state or functional requirement. and my further 

comments here are intended to convey the importance I attach to this 

assumpti on. I refer here to the core argument of my thesi s. fi ndi ng 

mechanisms which sustain advanced SOCiety. By establishing that the 

20 M. levy (jr). The Structure of Society. Princeton. New ~rsey: Princeton University Pr~$s. 

1952. p 174. 

21 M. levy. Jr. op. cit. P 175. 

22 See footnote 2 in this chapter. 
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link between human action and structure is founded on purposeful 

rati ona 1 itYI that all actions have ob j ecU ve goal s I the noti on of B se 1f­

maintaining system or conception of cyclic eYents
l 
brings to the fore the 

idea that systems mai ntenance is I in as much thet chenge is constentl y 
taking placel a collective phenomenon of human will and activitYI end not 

fm i ntri nsi c property of the structure. There is no assumption tlere of en 

internal mechanism pushing to achieve this preferred stete which is not 

by human interventionl intentional or unintentionel. Such a notion l which 

I have dismissed here and in chapter !.I is a return to teleological end 

determi ni st i c responses. 

My final assumption above l the integrotion of inO:ividl/O/ pllrpos8s 

os 0 rotiono/ system links cultural inculcation es e forrn of 

socialization and normative values as a form of sociel contro1 1 cen really 

only be explained according to the generalizations of humen actions and 

order (chapter :5). 
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Chapter 10 

Cone 1 USl ons_ 

The ai rn of thi s thesi s has tleen to fi nd some mechani sms .",\.'t"1l CJI 

reproduce and sustai n an advancelj capital i st s~r:;tern. r"ly fi ndi ng::; are 

that some mechani sms are among those resul t i ng from differences of a 11 

ki nd, structural in terrns of geographi cal arrangements of terrai nand 

resources, of differences in educational and intellectual skills and their 

di stri tlUti on. From thi s deve 1 oprnent oUler functi ons emerge reI Elt i ng to 

cultural processes of central value::; and beliefs including tt"lose wt-licti 

are political. 

Mechani sms operatl ng functions can be seen as attempting to fi nd 

reso 1 uti ons to differences on each I eve 1 of my conceptual model in the 

last chapter. Each function is a logical step to the next and each concerns 

overcorni ng dilf erences so that the 'vvho 1 e makes reti ona I sen~;e. The 

truth of these mechani sms does not 1 i e in e preci se method of 

experi rnentati on BS .J H. Turner argue1j1 .. but depend on i nterconnecti ng 

methodo 1 ogi cal steps to arri ve at a 1 ogi ca I conc 1 usi on. For exarnp Ie} the 

hover major variatrles of education anlj ::;ocio-econornic disparit~} hElve 

been at the outset of thi s thesi s estab I i shed as f aetua 1. Thereafter each 

ct"lBptet- has contei ned one or more Breas of di scu::;si on v.,'t"li ct-I t'las 1 i nkelj 

my conceptual model (argued in detBil in chBpter 9) so that the pyramid 

of functions one on top of the other and descri bed as a functi ona 1 s~~;tem .. 

·.,vas the product of a 1 ogi ca 1 deducti ve argument. Further, the eoneeptuo 1 

model 81 so depended on fourteen general Bssumpt i on~; whi ch are 

thernselves the sut1ject of theories already establist-Ied or argued in Utis 

thesi s. 
The deci si on on my part to use the conceptual framework of 

Grarnsci rather than someone e I ses.; or even con::;truct one that rla~. no 

1 S~~ th~pt~r 9 .. foc.tl'lob 7. 
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connecti on witb others, is based fi rstl y on my (I'yvn Clssumpt ion':: atlol.r. 
h n '.0\1 h " rn A n h p. i r, M c- F! r· t "R rl ~ t n 'IN ~- !=o t r • • ,t .-. - t t h· t . . .. ·.·n ............ ~ ..... ::i~' "".' - ! .... !J '-'.' ... kJ._ e..i.. _d'~ ~ .. elr aC~lorr3 are detetTn1ned by 

otrler forces. In Hlis respect my decision to use the Gr8rn~:ci8n 

fr8mework was primarily because it satified the criterion for me th8t. 

phil osophi ca 1 moral choi ces of the i ndi vi dua 1 V· ... 8S e fundemente I 

general i zed element, and that from thi s spri ng other consequences to 

whi ch I mi ght fi nd some or no agreement accordi ng to my ernpi ri ca 1 

fi ndi ngs and 1 ogi ca 1 arguments. 

The emphasi s upon human bei ngs, thei r culture 1 de'·/e 1 opment, the 

i nte 11 ectual 1 eve 1 s to erit i c811 y tbi nk, thei r re 1 at i ve freeljorn to rneke 

rnorel choice::; and participate in social consent, h8ve all tleen centrel to 

the argument~: in thi::: the~:i~: of how ct-Iange is 8chieved. All the 

di scussi ons surroundi ng these soci a 1 characteri st i cs have been di reeted 

tovv'ards a ~~reater understandin~~ of why edvenced so(:ietie~: ere atde to 
_ _ I • .: _ .. _ . __ 1 _ J, .: •• _ _ J, _ L .: 1 .: .l . . _ .• ..J ... I .. _ ... _ ... :. _ ... _.& _. ___ ._ _ _ _ ,£ • __ .0 _ .; .& _ ... _ J. _ , 

a t:r II t! 'y' t! r t! I ij L I V t! ::; U:::J L11 I I L Y a rt u U I t! rt U LI uri U I P r U Y r t!:: ':: I r u r fI I I. ::: 1.1.1 I. ij I 

8CtiVity .. wrlen differences in ~;ociet~d .. structural and political e)::; ·· ... · ... e11 a::: 

SOCial and economic, appE.ar to contradict such characteristiC':: 

I shall tlelo\·v revie\·v the thesis fundarnental point~; tll~ 'yvald of ij 

surnrnar~d arllJ for rny final eornrnent::;. 

In chaptet· 1.. my revie'Yv of the theonsts in the fiehj 01 

reproducti on in soci ety centred \·vith parti cul ar· interest on Gi rei!.!::':: and 

hi s argurnent for pedegogi c change. 

There are t'vvo fundarnental protdem:; 'flhieh arise v· ... itJl Hti~: notion 

of 8 new culture from ped8~~o~~ic crlen!~e .. Hie first i~: to inculci3te vcdue~:; 

and be 1i ef s whi ch must be the result of its hi stori ca 1 de'·/e 1 opment and 

dependent upon the theory and pr8cti ce of everydey 1 if e. ~;econdl y) The 

ver~ noti on of freedom theori sed by Gi roux is not a concepti on wt-li eJI wi 11 
.... 

neces~:arily emerge frorn a nevy' culture. On the first count pedagoglc 

change i mpl i es not just a change in the curri cul um of schools} of 

transmitting specifiC knowledge wt-tlch is favouretde to nevv' conception~., 

but of re-educeting ell SOCiety. It is eleer frorn thi~. stud~ Hlal. tJle 

process of cultural development of e who 1 e SO(:l ety is not the result O~ ;:, 
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specific programme, but the evolvement of the mind and natw-e ft-orn 

wt-deh social change and all it~; consequences is the result of a totelit~ 

of acti ons. On Hie second count the p 1 ura 1 i :::ti c development of ed'v'enced 

society 1s a practical demorr:;tretion thet, as shov'ln in the 1jt-gurnent of 

the expans] on of the state (chapter 7), a unitary conception of Hie 'vvOt-l d 

is an ideological conflation of values wt-deh fire not supported tt~ 

assumpt ions of general behavi our. I refer here specifi ea 11 y to mOt-a 1 

cho] ces and non-nati '.Ie conduct whi ch are di reeted towards purposeful 

goals and become integrated with Hie rfltionality of Hie ~;ystern (rny 

genera 1 assurnpti on no. 14) but important 1 y, not deterrni ned tty H. It rnu~; t 

tie i rnp 1 i cit in Gi roux's theory that val ue~; are determi ned and do not 

evo 1 '.Ie a~; a consequence of theor!d and pract i ~;e. 

Chapter 2 'yvas a critique of Grarn~;ci and contai ned rny o'vvn 

cornrnent~; on the central thernes of hegernon~ and the i nte 11 eetua l~; in 

SOC i e t y. The re 1 a ti 0 n s t-Ii p tr e t wee n tt-I e i n tell e c t u a 1::; and rn e sse~; aid e d tr y 

the pedagogic training of organiC intellectuals and a systern of 'unit1jrtd 

scJloo1s', 'yvas for Gramsci Hie ke!-l to radical polHical cJlange. r-1~ 

argurnent here 'yvas not unlike that above fot- Giroux .. v",trich is the 

dogrnati srn Ulat Grarnsci fi nds 1jcceptab 1 l? in t-Ih otr J ecti '.lity .. \,vrli 1 e nil? 

very tra~;i s of hi s pt-Ii 1 osophi cal posit ion is Hlat hurnan trei r"l=:: t-Iave 

autonornous ct10ices. Grarnsci con~;tant1!-1 arQues for Hie developrnent of a ... .... 

, C 0 11 e c ti '.Ie \'V i 11' v",' it h 0 ute s tab 1 i ~; h i n g HI a t t his rn u~; t tr e can s i ~; ten t '1'/ it h 

Hie rationality of trle social system as a SOCiety. It is again Hie protrlern 

of 1 rnposi ng the dogrnati 8m of ones' own vi ews as tho~:e that can trecorne 

general val ues without accepti ng Ulat for a collect i ve wi 11 to ,jeve lop Hie 

tote1 ity of i ndi vi dual purposes is what makes e systern rat i one 1. 

Gramsci's prob 1 emati C of hegemony v'lhi crl is dependent on Hit? 

cultural development of SOC1 ety producerj from Hie re 1 at i on~JIi p t,et"vveen 

organic intellecta1s and the masses, concerns itself with overcoming Hie 

political development of cla5sieo tresforrnismo. Grarnsci'~; interpreteJtion 

of the 'Risorgimento' was Ule basiS of rli~; conception Hlat Hie mOt-al dl"i,j 
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i ntellectual leader~JIi p of soci ety wa~; largel yin the rland~; of 

Perliernentar~d elite. r·1y vie·· ... v' .. e~; 1 later descritle thern in chaptet- 6 .. i~; 

that the moral and intellectual leclljersrtip of ~;ociety i~; no longer 

dominatelj tly a rninority of elite but tly the rnajority in ~;ociety .. although 

po 1 it i cal hegemony to sorne extent is sti 11 Hie pt-ovi nce of ci vll ~;ervent~;. 

Grarnscl's ab~;olute historicism in the philosoprlY of pra:x:i~; i~, in my 

view unsu~;tainable. Tt-Ie idea of constituting ot'jectivity ft-orn Hleory and 

pract ice \·vithout i rnporti ng absolutes frorn the pest .. is a contradi cti on 

of Grarnsci's own val ues on whi ch hi s i nit i al prerni 8e i 8 tla~;ed. It i 8 true 

that he argued the progressi ve nature of 'comrnon sense' knowl edge 

becorni ng otl j ecti ve trutt"ts and enteri n~~ Hie prlil o::;opt-IY of pra,~i~; at Hlat 

level. Eiut pra;dt; thereafter \·vou1Ij t-Iave to confir-rn thot;e truths in Hie 

i i g h t 0 f f u rt her de v e i 0 p men Can d t h i 8 'W 0 u ide p p i!d to hi::; 0 "I'V n va i u e ::; 

Chapter!. Ijiseu~;~;elj the functionali~;t apPt-oach to eT-:plain;n'~ ::;ociel 

pt-Ienornena anlj atternpted to ~;eparate Hie variou~; critici~;rn::; of it~; 

p u rp 0 rt e d t-Ia rrn 0 n j 0 U ~; .. tel eo log i cal.. t; t a til e and r, 0 n - C (I n f 1 i c t u ,j 1 

characteri ~;t i (:::;; frorn pur81!d i Ijeo 1 ogi ca i cri ter1 a. In adlji t ion HII? pr-otl1 ern 

of onjer and the enti-voluntari::;tic vie ... ·\( of societl:L v'I,'hjet"! it~; CTltiC~, 

argue it convey~; .. is in rny vie ... · ....... a just criticisrn tlut one ttHlt i~; tla~;elj on 

Hie error of confl ati ng 'order' ideo 1 ogi ca 11 y .. \·",tlen. Hie e><:p l,jnijti on 1 i es in 

prepari ng an adequBte urlljerstandi ng of U-Ie fundBmentB 1 e 1 ernent~, of 

hurnen trehavi our. rvl~d cone 1 u~;i on~; ,,·vere thet U-Ie~;e cri t i ci srns 'vvere not 

intri nsi c to functi ona 1 i sm 8S B systern f or e~<p 1 ai ni ng pt-,enornena. 

I di scussed t '"\"o furUler concerns in thi s c:t-Iepter- re 1 event to the 

approach of thi8 thesis. The first .. SOCiB1 chBnge in Hie context of 

dorni nant event::; in hi story and thei r i nfl uence on cJlange. Trli~; 'tias r"r"lij 

response to Gramsci's anal ySi s of ttie 'Ri sorgi mento' and how cert ell n 

event::; dicatated the course of hit;tory. The essence of my cornrnent::; on 

Gran1sci's i nterpretati on of past events.' WBS that he f Eli 1 ed to account 

for the relational influences which produce social phenomena .. V'l,tlle f·: 

inc 1 u d e Ell sou n i n ten t i (I n B 1 con seq u e nee s. A 8 n e r ton e >: p : EI i n ~, i nth t 
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context of 1 atent functions} these mallbe unrecogni zP_.d arid th 1· ~ ere are 
unexplBined but they do produce consequences J·ust thp._. Sl:Irrle. r· o• jj 

- u ~r:::corll y .. 
I Brgued the presuppositions of Bction 8nd order 8S a preparation for 

i denti fyi ng general i zed human behavi our. I am we 11 aware that thi ::. 

latter subject merits a much more intense treatment than that glven 

here. However my i ntenti on has tleen served in deal i ng 'vvi HI 

confl aU onary argurnents reganji ng wt-Iat i~; at tri tlutatd e to t-Iurnan 

tlehavi our and what i::; ideo 1 09i ca L 

Chapter 4 extends in some detail the central proposit i on of 

SOC1 ety's geograpt-Ii cal regi on8l di sparit i es and the re 18t i on::;hi p of 

expandi ng eljucat i on at the hi gher 1 eve 1 s. Tt-18 COt-8 of rny argurnent is 

tJlat the structural aspect of geographical regional Ijifference::; togeHler 

\·vith the behavi oura 1 characteri st i cs of human bei ngs to have purposeful 

goals arllj moral chOices} are thern~;e1ves fundarnental to sustijining a 

di sparat e soci ety. TI·18 pol i t i (:ij 1 \,,,,"i 11 thereafter to i nc:r-8Er:;e Ot- Ij8cTea~;e 

Ule level of difference:::) i!:: the ideological con~:ider-ation and Bid.Bnt (If 

change that can be real i ~;t i call y contemplated ··,.. .... ithi n the cor:te:::t. of an 

t'!e~Jernonic and induf;trial ::;ociet~~.; 8S we ~wef;ently undet-f:tanlj it The 

rarnifi cati ons of educat ion tt'!roughout every chapter) cannot be ~:ai Ij to tie 

more crucial 'vvith respect to maintaining IjifferBnces; a::: it i::: to educed.1? 

soci ety as a v'iho 1 e. But the si gnifi cance of the dat a presented in the 

context of differences is espeeiBll~~ important for it indicates tJlet 

t-ationa1 purposeful action contritlutes to di::;parit~d given tJle rnean':; to 

exerTi t;e choi ceo 
Chapter 5 pursues the idea of progress through the advancement of 

knowledge. The context of this discussion can tie first linked to 

Gr8rn~;ci's notion of educating SOCiety through the dev810prnenl of 

'organi c i nte 11 eetual ~;' of the worki ng classes. The problem of SOC1 e 1 enlj 

po 1 it i ca 1 change for Gramsci starts v\"ith the cultural i ncul catl on of Hie 

masses and the re 1 Btl onshi p necessBry bet ween teact1er 8nd pupi 1::. Trlt' 

difficulty highligt-Ite,j in trli::; ct1spter relates to Hie protll ernf. of t ~·,e 

teacher's own values and tl"tose centrel to ~;ociety enlj pupll~; 
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prob i ern i ~3 further cornpoundelj by the constroi nts whi ch bear upon the 

teacher in tran~;trtitting centrally held value~; they do not neces~:flrillj 

st-Iat-e. 

Chapter E. discu::;selj the extent of autonomy existin'~ in litleral 

democracy and why trle pol it i cal events f 0 11 owi ng Hie 'Ri sorgi mento' e~; 

Grarnsci conceived thern; are no lorll~er re1e~/Elnt. The notion of hegernorlid 

in SOCiety is not only crucial to Gramsci, but also to Hie 'vvhole 

understanding of v-thy SOCiety is relatively stable and whet impedes 

poli ti ca 1 groups from radi call y i nterveni ng from withi n. TI-li~; '\'va~; i ndet'lj 

the strategy of Gramsci, but my analysis in thi::; cl"lflpter explained \·vt"IY 

SUCJI a prospect is an unlikely event in terms of en t-Iegernonic transition 

Classical tra::;forrni::;rno as Grarnsci under~;to(lIj it \'Vitt-I Hie rnovernent of 

political elite as a parliarnentary prlenomenon and tt"leir o'.Jen:!ll control 

of the rnoral Elnlj intellectual letlljership .. CEm no longer be urlljer--::tocllj in 

tt"lese terrns today. '",'n-Iat call r'10ljern tra~;f orrni ~;trIO at-e t. he 

characteristics of litleral dernocracy of cornprornise .. (:on::;en::;u~; flrllj 

participation of aii poiiticol group::;.: """,·'t"tich refCltTn i1::; in~;titution::; tll-lIj 

Id et a1::;0 ::;u::;tain its political onjer. Thi::; differ::; ft-orn Gt-arn::.ci·s 

conception prirnarily because today .. Hie rncwal at"llj intellectual 

1 e dlj en:; t-I i P I) f S I) C i e t 4 i ::; v',·' i t h the rn a ::; s e san Ij not ",'V itt-, a sin I~ 1e i n Ij 1 vi Ij u a 1 

or group. 
Chapter 7 argue~; that the e:,,;pension of the state concept .. that 1::; .. 

comt,ining Ci',lil and political society so trlat e unified notion of a 

sinqular part4 state could be conceived .. i~; really a contradiction in 
"- "-

terms of moral choi ces whi ch Grarnsci so stri dentl y advocate~;. Tt-Ie most 

important factor to ernerge .. is the disrnissal of the idee of a steIp p6r!~/ 

from whi ctl a IVe-.I'.!" OrLie-r caul d ari se witrl i 1::; own r(}[.~"-61 6/} .. f 

illte-ilecttlel dire-etla .. ? The plural development of politicel partie":; arllj 

the assurance of thei r presence withi n the framework of f10dern 

Trasformlsrno .. excludes the monolithic development of a ~;ingle id80loq~ 

t · tl--t ttler-- l' c- -=. qre~t ge r, betwepn trlt' Furttler, Grernsc:i's conten lOn Ilj . t=. ~. u ~.u ~ . - -
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mas::;es and intellectuals has really little relevance in modern Ital!d and 
soci ety i n general. 

I nth i s c hap t e rial so men ti 0 ned the pol ern i C 0 f N i cos Po U 1 ant z a ::; 

and his rejection of Grarnsci's inclusion of J·vorkillp c/6"SS 5t"'-5lff,:'~': .:.~ • .;­
{Iort of tlip 1'J8§8llJOnic 8{1por8ttls (see footnote 12). Once agai rr one l:: 

faced v'lith the rea lay of the trend of practice. Parti ci pat i on and 

contri buti on to the pol it i ca 1 system excl udes the idea that the worki n~~ 
c 1 a:::ses can evolve and overcome the structures surroundi ng them .. when 

they themselves have, however re 1 uctantl y, assi sted in Hs constructi on 

I t must be sai Ij that the questi on of whether part i ci pat i on and the active 

contr-itll.JUon to tt"le existing pOlitical systern via Hie in~;titutionai fOtTn 

of r'1odern Tra:::formisrno .. could also accommodate Hie active element::; (If 

its o .... vn destructi on, must remai n unans\Nered. One may argue I as I have 

already :;tate1j, the ·tec~mical' correctnes::; of Poulantzas otl~;er-v;jtion. 

But there follo··I··· ... ~; automatically the rejection of oHler tenet::; of 

Grarn~;ci's theory \h't"lich have not tleen t'rought to the fore. For- exarnple
J 

without gaining the leadtTShip of a 'A"hole society, in hegemonlc term: ... 

eventual pov·ter if otltained .. cannot include Hie moral arllj intellec:tufll 

contro 1 of a 11 U-Ie masses. The e::·::c 1 u::;i on of .1·Vo.rkl>7...l7 [/ .. 95"5' str .. 9tp"'1,--:~"·('·-(I/'/;' 
tlip l~P.PB/;I('I/}}/: 6PfiS....-.. ~· i l/;.~· V'l 0 U llj f; U 9 ~~ est t t'l a t t rl i '; Vv' 0 U llj tl e the c a::; e . 

A lthough I bel i el· ... e the Paul antzas pol eml c i~. "I,vorthy of further 

di ::;eu8si on as a basi s for crit i ca 1 revi e ... ·'y' of worki ng c 1 a::;f; culture ana ij 

cultural f orce for (Jlan~je) especi a 11 yin vi ew of the more recent wor-]Ij 

political change~: .. I am unable to jUf;tify pursuing it further here 

Chapter B returns agai n to' the theme of progress with the ai m or­

understandi ng how there is a co 11 eet i ve idea of progress from the POl nt 

or vi ew of how i ndt vi dUElI s 1 i nk U-Ie norrns and va i ues that are cent-a i to 

the deve 1 oprnent of soci ety's i nsti tuti ons. I looked part i cul arl y at the 

development of f"'lodern Trasformismo because the totality of political 

acti vity , its conf1 i cts} medi ati ons J its comprorni ses and part i ci pat ion tlY 

those \·vt-!o EIre rEl,jically oppo~:;ed to its valu8~;J it~: ~;triving for con~;8n':.u~. 

and implied exercising of constraint~; .. are all an inljication that th8r-e i~; 

208 



advancernent from which kno'vvledge is gained and progres~; made. 

It is also notable that Gram~;ci did little in n,e v· ... ald of an81y~;inl~ 

tJle problems whict-I 'vvould lead to the progressive nature of political 

1· rl'-' t l' t II t ; u- t-•• -. U .-. rl'-' i" l' -co 1111 '=' .-. h.-. .-. 1 P. -co t-111 l' t-I d l' .-. -co t .- d ,.. rot"·" - .- - t- - .- '-t' f -.- it-
.:. ~ 1 1 I':' } 0;.; •• ;:. ~ c: -' U 1 1.:1 U .:. 1 1 c: 1_. 1 _. IJ 1::1 L· U l C. ,:. LI I i I:' L: U I i L: c'1 i I U I I ',::; 

conti nual presence. 

Chapter 9 finally links all the argurnent~; into a coherent ~;y~;tern of 

e~:planations using Hie approach of functional tHiely~;i~; 'yv~Ii(JI v.,.·a~; 

discussed in some deteil in chepter 3. All the generel as~;urnption~; I 

make are of course important and as I have el ready steted .. my deci ::;i on 

of what to exc 1 Ulje must now remai n. But I woul d rneke e pert i euler note 

rblio:(f8i sys-terr}. Here it \'vi11 tie noted I do not ergue in terrn~; of e 

S!dstern's functional reqUirement, tlut Hie functionel r-equit"!?rnent \·vrlicJI i': 

collectively retionel for the systern. To argue Hie fOtTnet- is, in rny vie..,.,,,, 

inconsistent ... ··· ... ith v,,·tlat rnekes a SOCial systern function, rlurnen activity. 
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Stall sll cal Sources 

1. Annuori 0 Stot i st i co It a1 i ano. I:::tituto C€'ntral€' Di Stdti:::tkd. F:orfld 

each year from 1946 to 1984. Data relating to age .. population, po litica I t> It>ctions and socio-economK 

groups . Also comparative data for socio-p.conomic groups citt>d from P .Sy los Labini (set> Bib hogr aph'~ 
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(1951-83)} and regional GDP for 1951-61-71-81. 
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r€'gion.:il soc:io-€'c:onomic: st.atus 1 '366 dnd 1971. primary sourc:e; Census of Popul",tl(lrl 1966 arid 

1971. (1975). 
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source: Office of Population Censuses and Surveys I General register officE'S of Scotland and Norttt",rri 

Irt-land. Data taken for U.K. and r€'gional Gross Domestic Product and also unemployment (197'5 t(1 

1985). 
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Tabl€' 28). 1982/83 (p.77 Table 27). 1983/84 (~1.75 Tabl!? 27). Also c:(lm~larat1vt? data fCIt" SOe:lO­
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Popu l"tion, Industrial Status, (1 961 ). Prim .. nJ SQIJrc:o?, Registrars Gener a 1. 
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APPENDIX 1. 

Convergence Theory. 

This past debate which considered whether totalitarian regimes 

would 'inevitably' become less monistic with continuing industrial 

advance.1 cannot be dismissed without some qualHication. While there 

is some reasonable basi s for accepting that the general advance of 

industrialisation has produced a set of values. thoughts and aspirations .. 

that have recognisable common characteristics, the very presence of 

pluralism must inevitably limit the extent of convergence by it's llberal 

nature. The fallacy I believe. and many oHlers have voiced the same 

opi ni on, that has obscured thi s past debate, is to see the 1 ogi c of 

industrialisation as the single development on which stratification and 

di fferenti at ion in soci ety depends, and consequentl y the convergence of 

it's characteri sti cs. The extent to wrli ch it must do thi s cannot be 

i nsi gnifi cant, but the acqui sit i on of kno\'vl edge, to whi ch 

industrialisation owes everything, is itself a global force in Hie 

convergence of ideas as we 11 a~; those di vi di ng them. 

From this point of view the convergence of the internal processe~; 

of advanced soci eties .. far from being determined as mono-di recti anal .. 

emerges as a conti nUB 1 competing phenomenon from many dHf erent 

terrai ns. I n other words, the di recti on from whi ch econorni c and pol it i CEl 1 

processes emerge, is the outcome of changing knowledge trlat satisfie~; 

the internal logic of a system's rationality. In this respect a moni~;tic 

regime (i.e .• Stalinism) is equally exposed to critical thinking of new 

conceptions of knowledge just as capitalism itself. Once the idea, that. 

only industrialisation leads to the notion of convergence. is undermined, 

then other theoret i ca 1 assumptions are questi oned. Not 1 east of these is 

1 J.H .Go ldthorpe. Social Str atlficatlon in Industrial SociE'ty, in R ~ndix and S.M.L ipSE't (E'ds) .. 

Class I Status and Power I Routledge & Keagan Paul. 1967. Also in Sociological PE'rspE'ctives, 

edited by Kenneth Thompson and Jeremy T unsta 11, Penguin Books in association v..-ith TtIE' OPE'fI 

lIni\'·ersity I 1971 . pp 344-5. 
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the primacy of economic forces} which have played such a formidable 

part in the soci a 1 and pol it i cal structure emphasi selj by neo-marxi s1.s. 

For example} if the socialist countries of the Eastern bloc adopted the 

'Socialist Pluralism'2 currently being advocated} would this imply e 

convergence with some of the ideals of cepitelism as e result of global 

industrialisation} or the outcome of wider conceptions of the world 

through educati on and the 1 ogi c of f 0 11 owi ng appropri ate as well as 

expedi ent soci al and pol i tical processes as they are objectively seen .(. 

Some validity must be seen in both questions} but it is precisely beceuse 

the wider educative processes3 that leed towerds the development of e 

critical consciousness of the individual's environment} tt1at ultimetel~ 

must influence the dogmatic conception of an ideology thet hed hitherto 

a fi xed perspecti ve of soci ety's structure end form of freedom. One sees 

for example} how Wilensky (1975) leaves no elternative but 

i ndustral i sat ion} restri cil ng unnecessaril y hi s vi si on of possi til e causes. 

He states} 
The primacy of economic level and it's demographic and bureaucrdhc correlates is 

support for the convergence hypothesis} economic: gro ...... ·th makes countries with 

contrasting cultural and political traditions more alike in thE' strategy for constnJding 

thE' floor below which no one sinks.4 

Wilensky's over simplificotion of this sociol ond politico1 

phenomenon} di mi ni shes the enti re cul turEd complexity of soci ety} whi ch 

is the result of an hi storical development} and to whi ch the function of 

the state is i nextri cab 1 y ti ed. I refer here to the nOll on of hegemony 8S 

eln apparatus of the state} as conceived by Gramsci} and which is the 

sub j ect of Chapter 

2 A term recentlll used by the Russian Pres~t M. l1(lrbachev} relating to political and social 

reforms. As I ~ave discussed further in Chapter 8} 'Social Pluralism' by explicitly limiting Un? 

scope for freedom -' sets itself yet a furth~r task. . 

3 8IJ 'wlder educatlve processes' I mean a 11 forms of international communication and medla 

informatlon apart from formal educatlon. 

4 H.'w'ilensky. The 'w'€'lfare Stat€' and Equality -' Berkeley -' Unlversity of California Press. 1975. pp 

27-28. 
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APPENDIX 2. 

6ennra.nhi,... rnni n .. ,... of If a.lll 
UMI UIJIIII ... I eM I UII';:) I l.U l!:t. 

c.ntr ~ 1 & North 

Eastern. 

Tr~tino-Alto Adige 

Veneto 

FrilJli-Venezia Giulia 

Emilia-Romagn.a 

Toscana 

Umbria 

Marche 

Lazio 

Northern & 

Yestern. 

Piemoote 

Valle O'Aosta 

Lombardia 

Liguria 

Southern 

,·,bruzzi 

Mohse 

Campania 

Puglia 

Basilicata 

Calat,ria 

Sicilla 

Sardegrla 

ThE' above rE'glons WE'rE' forrflE'd in the 1948 (:onstitutiorl (Art.131)) dev(.lving power from 

Genh-.. l (ic'y·ernment. This political adic,rl was taken primarily to allay the feat·s Ulat 

sun·ounded thl? e .. se in which F .. sc1sm came to power in the early 1920s. 

Geogrophi col Regi ons of the U.K. 

Regions of 

England 

North .. 

YorkshirE' and HumbE'rside. 

East Midlands. 

East Arrglia. 

South East. 

South 'w' E'st . 

'fIest Midlands. 

North "'est 

Other Regions 

the UJC 

·ylales. 

Scotlar,d. 

NorthE'rn Ire land. 

The above list ~fined as New Standard Regions apply from 1966 ","hen region.=tl boundar~5 

were changed. 
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Appendix 3. 

Ita ly - Occupational Socia I Classes . 

. Ita~an occupational social class groupings) are div~d into 9 categories and 39 sub-groups. 

StatlstlCally) th~ have been compiled intCI 6 broad categories which I han dict.otomised into thEo 
fo 1l0Yling : 

Upp.r Occupaticmal Social Class. 

Pr~rty o~rs ~ l w a 1 professlortS ~ Directors) Administrators and c ~ica 1 staff. 
Loyer Occupational Socia I Class. 

Assistants ~ all categories of artisans. 

The category of self-employed workers is ~ present day standards in advanced 

society ~ SOffie\\fhat misleading. There is a notable percentage that en.i<w:/ the cultUt· al and 

educational background of the Upper occupational category as '"'IIell as its financial 

remuneration. I han therefore proportionally divided this category betw·een the 

dichotomise-d groups as fo 110 \liS . 

Uppe-r O.s.Class proportion of se-lf-Emplo'JE'd = % Self-Emp-loy,..:..e-d=--__ _ 

[Ratio of Upper O.S.C/ Low·er O.S.C] +1 

Source of data- Annuario Statistico Italiano (Istituto Centrale di statistica)) for 1951-61-71-

81 . For a full category list of thi' active resident population by profe-ssion} se-e- table 2.23} P 

62) of the 1981 edition. 

U.K.-Occupational Social Classes. 

ThE' upper and lower social class categorie-s., have been based on occupdt1onal groupings of 

head of households. The allocation of occupations) taken from the Registrar Geno?rdl's OwTI list 

of 5 social and 7 occupational classes /3 are- divide-d in the fo11ow1I"'9 manner) 

lIppe-r occupational social class- Social class I. II. Oc:cupatlonal class. IA. lB. 2A. 2B. 

lO\\fE'r oc:cupationa 1 social c1ass- Social class "I. IV. V. Occupational class. 3. 4. 5. 6. and 

7. 

The self-employed and non-civilian categories) are as for ttlE' Italian case-) proportiorlal1y divided 

bet\\feen the upper and 10\\fer groups as described above. 

Source of data- Family Household survey s 1967-84. 

For 1966 ttIE' data has been calculated from Table 21) Regional Trends 1975 (prmary sourco? 
) 

Census of Population 1966). The data for Nortt.ern Ireland has b~ estimated. 

The data for 1951) has been calculated from Table14) Annual Abstract of Statistics 1961 

(primary source Registrar Genera 1). 

23 Classification of occupations) Census 1 951 (HMSO 1956). 
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Appendix 4. 

Pupils sti\llng on b~yond th~ compulsory age limit, diffe-r for both casE'S ~cause of the 
earlier ~avmg agE' in Italy. 

Italy 

y f'ars of study 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0 11 1 2 1 3 1 4 1 5 1 6 1 7 1 8 1 9 

•••••••••••••••••••••• 
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 age 

(----------------------)(-------------)- - - - - - - - -> 

U.K. 
compulsory schooling Upp.r Sf'coodar~ Unjvf'rsit~ 

gf'ars of study 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 1 S 16 17 18 19 20 

••••••••••••••••••••••• 
age 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 

<--------------------------->-->----->- - - - - - - - - - -> 
compulsory schooling Comprehensive University 

& Gr ~mmer Scoo 1s 
(r aising of the school leaving age 

15 to 16 years in 1972-73) 

TM assumption I make is that tMre- is no significance- in thE' diffe-re-nt numbe-r of ye-ars 

consid~red} lOy ears of study for Italy and 8 for the U.K., ........ hen the data are ca lcu late-d. 

Dat.a source for Ita IIJ - Annuario Statistico de l1'istruziolie- Ita liana 1951 to 1983. The- age 

range of 14 to 24 years, includes all pupils attending the upper secondary schools, 14-19 ye-ars 

(Scuole Secondarie Su~riori) and those in higher education at urliversity including part-time 'fuori 

corso'. 

Data s:our~ for the U.K.- Department of Sc~nce and Education. The- data for England, 'Wales, 

Scotland and Northern Ireland, compiled by th~ DES, presents, over ttle period which concerns this 

study} a disconnected series ........ hich makes the decur aey of the data questionable. The DES are 

th~mse Iv~s unable to verify the compilation of my data bet'deen 1951 to 1967. Ho ........ ever, they ar e 

on my part the result of much time consuming research, and I am satisfied that they represent th~ 

b~st ov~rall tim~ series data available. 
The age range} 15/16 to 24 years, includes all secondary schools, non-adva~d further 

~ucation (full-time and sandWich, part-time di\l and enning)} hig~ education (fun-time and part­

tim~) , part-time inc 1u~s also Open University st~ts within the age r af!ge of the data. 

TM charl91ng of regional boundar~ in England makes comparison between ttle t"Vto cases 

before 1966 sorTlE'"What difficult. Even a domestic comparison before this date "With standMd regions 

is strictly incorrect. 

221 



Tab ... 1. 

IT It.. y- P(>rc(>n~ag(> diff(>r(>nc(> b(>tw(>(>n upp(>r and low<>r oc"'up !>~1' 1 . 1 1 .. .... .. ~ ona SOCla c ass 
groups (as d(>fin(>d in App(>ndix 4 Chap~(>r 6) for ~ach r~gion} and p~rc~ntage 'R' 
r a~io., for ~h~ p~riod 1 951 -61 - 71 and 81 . 

Reogioll 1951 1961 1971 1981 19S1=IOtJ 1.~71=fOO 
~diff. R ~diff. R ~diff. R ~diff. R f971 1.'!l81 

P"Inont.e 72.24 62 63.54 4.4 45.34 2.6 28.40 1.8 -Y.H -37.36 
Y.D"Aosta 80.85~ 9.4 66.30 4.9 41.07 2.4 25.50 1.7 -#'9.20 -37..91 
L9ria 66.27 4.9 57.65 3.7 37.64 22 20.00 15 -2B1J -ct6.B6 
LormanIia 66.36 4.9 50.92 3.0 31.14 1.9 15.20 1.3 -~.o7 -51.18 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------
T.A.Adigeo 

Yene-to 

F.YDiulia 

ERom. 

Han:fte. 

Toscana 

lh.lwia 

lazio 

~ 
NrlHol 

Puglia 

8asJlicata 

Calabria 

Sicilia 

~ 

77.23 7.7 61.10 4.1 41.17 2.4 26.05 1.7 

79.45* 8.7 68.47*5.3 49.25*2.9 32.68*2.0 

80.04~ 9.0 59.14 3.9 35.98 2.1 20.96 15 

75.20 7.0 67.50 5.1 46.35~ 2.7 26.94 1.7 

76.83 7.6 73.01 ~.4 53.38~ 3.3 34.94~D 

76.05 7.3 65.23 4.7 43.11 2.5 27.34 1.7 

77.35 oJ: 7.B 71 .63 -1:6.0 48.31 oJ: 2.9 33.92 -1:2.0 

69.00 5.4 42.89 25 19.73 15 4.15 1.1 

80.00~ 9.0 70.28~ 5.7 50.55~ 3.1 30.65~D 

78.47~ 8.3 75.75~ 72 50.90* 3D 32.1 O~1.9 

78.40~ 82 79.44~8.7 61.55~42 42.61~5 

82.90~10.7 82.60~105 62.40~ 4.3 45.06~.6 

81.70~ 9.9 77.72~ 8.0 48.00" 2.8 38.92~.3 

77.30~ 7.8 71.53~ 6.0 49.62~ 3.0 30.86~1.9 

76.20 • 69.50§ 52 43.88~ 2.6 30.75~1.9 

67.06 47.85 28.79 

26.40 1.7 

--fI6.b""9 -36.72 

-.38.01 -.33.64 

-55..IH -41.N 

-38.36 -41.87 

-~..52 -.34.s.1 

--.16.31 -36.38 

-37...51 -29.78 

-71.m -78.% 

-36.81 -.:J'9..36 

-.35..13 -36.M 

-21.-19 -.3lJ..77 

-N7lJ -27.78 

-41.N -18.91 

-35.BJ -37.BJ 

-.1/0..35 -29.92 

Co1.mE'an. 76.41 

1ta1lj 70.23 

S. labini 75.95 

5.764.87 4.7 59.21 3.9 

7.3 68.84 5.4 (se. AppetMlix 3) 

Sourc~. S~~ App~ndix :3. 
Not~. The m~an p~rc~ntag~ for all r~gion:s: do not correspond to th~ national totals stat€'d 

abovE'. Both SE'ts of data havE' bE'E'n co llE'ct(>d s(>par atE' ly and d(>monstr atE' thE' E'xtent of 

inaccur acy presen~. 
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TablP 2. 

UJC- PErrcErntage- diffErrErrlcEr be-h/ErErn uppe-,... and lowe-,... oc:cupationa 1 social c l~ss 

groups (as de-fine-d in Appe-ndix 3) fo,... e-ac:h ,...e-gion ~ and pe-,...ce-ntagE' 'R' ,... ~tio} for 

thE' pE'riod 1 966-71 -76 - 81 and 84 

~ 1966 1971 1976 1981 1984 1.%b= 11..10 
%Diff. U %Diff. U %Diff. ~ %Diff. ~ %D1ff. 4J5R f~t 

Nor1h. 61.58 .... .2 58.95 ~3.9 54.35 3.4 58.69~3.8 50.07~3.0 """"-7 
V&H. 61.32 ~.1 49.43 2.9 61.2744.2 46.27 2.7 37.55·2.7 -1-1..5 

[.Hid. 62.1744.3 61.5644.2 51.27 3.1 5,.1,·3.1 29.01 1.8 -17..8 

E.Mg 56.49 3.4 44.01 2.6 46.83 2.8 43.05 2.5 33.77 2.0 -23..8 

S.East. 42.25 2.4 38.61 2.3 27.73 1.8 23.65 1.6 5.75 1.1 -+1.0 

S.yest. 50.65 3D 50.01 2.6 46.57 2.7 30.37 1.9 24.67 1.6 .......(JtJ.o 

Y.Hid. 57.00 3.9 50.08 2.9 59.55·3.9 46.39~.7 35.83.2.1 -18.6 

" ..... est.58.20 *3.8 55.19*3.5 55.49 3.5 35.09 2.1 35.51 2.1 -39..7 

Scot. 58.15 *3.8 53.87*3.3 59.81 *4.0 29.35 1.8 32.63 2.0 -49..5 

Vales 59.35 "3.9 59.19"3.9 62.7944.4 50.544.5 39.47~.3 -1-1.8 

"."'1. 42.57 43.41 2.5 71.37§6.0 63.5 .3.0 38.71·2.3 +33.0 

Col. mE'an. 51.39 54.99 44.34 32.99 

U..K. 55.43 49.38 3.1 49.55 3.6 36.17 2.7 27.99 1.9 

Source-. SE'E' AppE'ndix 3. 
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T .... ~3. 

U.K.- Educational Expansion fot· each region of students continuing beyond the compulsory 
age limit (15/16-18 years)} as a percentage of their age group I for the period 1966-71-
76 and 81. 

1966 1971 1976 
Stud. % Stud. % Stud. % 

Students x 1 000 

1981 
Stud % 

f%6 

=100 

North. 80.6635D5~ 93.08 49.57~ 94.24 54.73 87.10 55..61§- +36.97 

v&H. 132.0042.56.139.28 52.48 144.23 56..89§-141.70 5853 +27..L--'; 

EMid. 87.09 43.60~ 69.40 35.74§- 90.31 4723 110.5258.70§- +25..72 

E.Mg 36.9521.00 41.81 31.14 46.85 42.41 45.20 52.14 +S9.7:l 

S.East .463.86 46.22 499.20 53.42 495.40 S6B2 494.40 61.00 +2¥...32 
S.Yest. 94.31 38.72 105.64 52.79 117.42 58.25 118.93 58.56 +.3387 

Y.Hid. 134.954354 136.88 47.42 150.17 54.74 111.49 42.88§- - 1..51 

N.Yest 181.48 39B7~ 186.27 50.50~ 198.53 S6.77~05.17 62D6 -35.75 

Scot. 150.00 44..33~ 141.30 44.S6~ 135.00 521)4§-130.58 54.13 -18.10 

Ya1es 87.34 59.24~ 95.8065.57§- 93.10 66.14§- 89.64 66.21§- -10.52 

N.~l. 50.00 -49..26 56.00 53.79 53.00 Q.17:a- 52.40 61.50:a- -21.52 

U.K. 1491.6643.64 1595.28 52.15 1554.7861.52 1522.16 53.00 -17..66 

Col. meoan. 43.03 48.81 55..38 S7.4O 

Source. See Appendix. 

Notes. ~ Regions classified in this study as . dlsadv antaged' . 
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Table 4_ 
IT IL Y- Education~ 1 ~xpansion for eoach reogion of studeonts continuing eoducation beoy ond tht> 
compulsory ageo lmnt (14-19 yeoars). Number of students and perceontagE' of age group. 
1951 -61 -71 and 81 . 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Region 1951 1961 1971 1981 f971 qn~" 

No % No % No % No % = 1{1{J n~'7 

P"monteo 28740 9_96 40681 13_40 132781 43.28 161 852 52_73 17.!U.' 
Y.D"Aosta 348 3_96~ 720 8..25 301234.27 3978 +4_66 23..ai (2t"J.3) 
Lifp'ia 1957915_96 29355 22_13 6452848.33 77766 58_00 16..67 
~ 51490 8..23 87235 13_16 272505 40_01 356559 53_57 23..82 

T _A_AdicjP. 4485 6.53 8636 10_71 2640232.53 31198 38.32 15..10 
Yeneoto 24338 5_79~ 43801 11.34~ 3606435.00" 17158243_91" 20. .;rq 

---' 

F_YDiulia 6418 7_38" 17811 16.24 40589 ~.OO 50298 54.89 19..37 

ERom_ 31348 9.32 51918 16.44 140584 44.32 159991 52.57 11..BB (1 f.,7) 

Har-chP. 12467 8.61 21111 17.40 52388 43.15 6117951.10 12~ 

Toscana 27184 9.78 46478 16.73 123433 +4.19 14716952.57 15..94 

liNria 6928 6.15~ 13258 18.37" 32540 45.21 ~ 3E,93651.10" 11.53 

Lazio. 4598113.39 82170 2151 210610 54.27 26271 3 57.38 5..~' 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Campania 44022 8.86~ 81452 15.96~ 205820 40.10" 25953 50.13" .alb] 

Nr/Hol 1 2654 6.~~ 24215 16.68~ 59347 411)9" 7160249.10-' 6 . .1/5 

Puglia 25430 6.94~ 55484 14.98" 132178 3552" 170132 45.28" 21..5Y 

8asJlic.ata 2617 3.29" 6152 10.27" 24158 40.62" 2870647117-' 15..1.if(f6.~~) 

Calabria. 14889 5.96~29149 13.80~ 82702 3926" 10017046.88 16.25 

Sicilia 40617 8.31 73546 15B2~ 169506 36.48" 20687844.23" 7.52 

~. 8827 6..30~ 22530 14.54~ 58437 ~.58" 70460 44.88" 16.26 

Col. mean 7.65 21.81 45.28 52.50 

HallJ 416317 7.65 824150 17.28 1743000 36.34 2443790+4.04 17.48 

Source. See Appendix. Note. ~ Regions classified in this study as 'disadvantagE'd'. 
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TablE' 5. 

IT AL Y- Popular voting support for Anti-SystE'm political PartiE's, as a pE'rcE'ntagE' of t~l€' 
tota 1 votE'S cast at E'ach gE'nE'r alE' lE'ction bE'tv/E'E'n 1 945 to 1 983. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
Anti-sy stem 

PE' 
Pol. PartiE's 1945 1948 1953 1958 1963 1968 1972 1976 1979 1979 1983 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
PC 12 39.6 31.0 22.6 22.7 25.3 26.9 27.2 34.4 30.4 29.6 29.9 
PSI3 12.7 142 13.8 14.5 
PDI/PDIUM2 2.8 2.8 6.9 4.8 1.7 1.3 
MSI 5.3 2.0 5.8 4.8 5.1 4.4 8.6 6.1 5.:!- 6.8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
TOTAL 47.7 35.8 48.0 46.5 45.9 47.1 35.8 40.5 35.7 29.6 36.7 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
SourcE'. Data takE' from Annuario Statistico ita llano. 
Notes. 

1. European Parliamentary Elections 

2. RE'sults of PCI arid PSI WE'rE' combinE'd for 1945 and 1948 .. 

3.ThE' Socialists PSI and thE' Monarchists PDI-PDIUM, havE' in rE'cE'nt YE'ars movE'd towards 

a modE'r atE' position and thE'ret-y arE' no 10F"lgE'r c lassifiE'd as an Anti-sy stem party. 

Tab lE' 6. IT AL Y and The U.K. - RE'lative variability (C Vr) for E'ach po litlca 1 party for both 
casE'S bE'tYleE'n 1 945-83. 

Italy Iparty 1946-68 1946-83 UK/pat-ty 1945-66 1945-83 

DC 14.852 12.120 CON 10.844 10.662 

PCI 18.456 18.346 LAB 4.192 14.645 

Pli 72.011 68.686 lIB/lIBI All. 47.866 65.133 

PRI 56.600 45.673 • • • 
PSDI 60.698 47.779 • • • 
PSI 61.463 48.332 • • • 
Otheors 55.286 39.775 • • • 

Source. Data for Italy takE'n from Amuario Statistico Italiano. Data for the UK takE'n 

from Craig (1 981) op. cit. for the years between 1945-79, and But lE'r and Kavangh 

(1984) op. cit. for 1983. 
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