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vl tarian public sphere” can be reduced to idealistic platimdes. In a far more cautious

)

tone, Jiirgen Habermas speaks with regard to this of a “variant of a plebian public
sphere that has, as it were, been suppressed within the historicai process.” !
During the past fifty years the concept “bourgeois” has repeatedly been deval-
ued: but it is not possible to do away with it so long as the facade of legitimation
created by the revolutionary bourgeoisie.continues to determine the decaying
postbourgeois forms of the public sphere. We use the word bourgeois as an invita-
tion to the reader to reflect critically upon \ the social ongms of r(x]mg c(mccpt
oft tﬁ'é'f)ubhc sphere. Only | ﬁ'm'a'fcan ‘the Tefishistic charac of the latter be
grasped and a materialisic concept be developed. - T
“We are starting from the assumptiori that the concept proletarian is no less
amblguous than bo‘urgeois Nonetheless, it does refer to a strategic position that is
substanitively meshed with the history of the emancipation of the working class.
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significance, such as childrearing, factory work, and watching television within
one’s own four walls, are considered private. The. real social experiences.of.
‘human beings, produced in everyday life and work, cut across such divisions.

We originally intended to write a book about the public sphere and the mass
media. This would have examined the most advanced structural changeswithin
the public sphere and the mass media, in particular the media cartel. The loss of a
public sphere within the various.sectors.of the left, together with the restricted
access of workers in their existing organizations Lof communication,
soon led us to ask whether there can be any effective forms.of a counterpublic
‘sphere against the bourgeois public sphere. This is how we arrived at the concept
of the proletarian public sphere, which embodies an experiential interest that is
quiw distinct. The dialectic of bourgeois and proletarian public sphere is the sub-

Hlstoncal ﬁssures—crises. war, capitulation, revolution, counterrevolution—
denote concrete constellations of social forces within which a proletarian public
sphere develops. Since the latter has no existence as a ruling public sphere, it has
to be reconstructed from such rifts, marginal cases, isolated initiatives. To study

The offier reason we have chosen this concept is because it 15 not at present sus-
ceptible to absorption into the ruling discourse; it resists being categorized into
the symbolic spectrum of the bourgeois public sphere, which so readily accom-
modates the concept of a critical public sphere. There are objective reasons for
this. Fifty years of counterrevolution and restoration have exhausted the labor
movement’s linguistic resources. The word proletarian has, in the Federal Repub-

1. Jiirgen Habermas, Strukturwandel der Offentlichkeir (Neuwied and Berlin: 1969): 8. Haber-
mas’s cfioice Of the COncept of a “plebeian” public sphere can be justified by the fact that, throughout
its history, the proletariat has never attempted on its own to constitute a public sphere without includ-
ing elements of the bourgeoisie or of the lumpen iat. It was the heterog urban lower
classes who undertook to form a public sphere appropriate to them during the French Revolution or
during the French nineteenth-century class struggles that can be defined with the term “plebeian.”
Moreover, xhein.ccmacyomnconcepnhnnuknunohandy for historical analysis (it must be able
10 condense together entirely h B is more evident in the texm “ple-
beian™ than in “proletarian,” since the latter term peems to have a more specific analytical mesning.
We have heless chosen the designation proletarian public sphere because we believe that what is
st issue here is not a variant of the bourgeois public sphere, but rather an entirely separate conceptual-
ization of the overall social context, which has heen established in history but has not been included
within the parameters of the term public 3 a plant where there is a strike or a factory that is
being occupied is to be understood not as a variant of the plebeian public sphere, but rather as the
essential core of a conception of public sphere that is rooted in the production process. The same diffi-
culty would also arise if one were to speak of “the people™ (Volk) (a term Habermas always uses in
quotation mu‘ks) since this term is mxdequaxe for explessmg the quaiity of working people as produc-
ers. The dial b ical and hods of analysis is of central i for
the method of analysis practiced here and in what follows. The systematic method seeks out precise
concepts and terms that are analytically articulate and capable of distinguishi
However, the historical method of analysis musL inorder to grasp real lustoncal movemcm, repeated-
ly sublate the ap precision of ially their tend toward exclusi
Therefore, our usc of the concept of a proletarian pubhc sphcre can only be understood within this con-
ceptual dialectic, and does not claim to be more precise than, for instance, the term “plebeian public
sphere”—although this chmce of an alternative term does indicate that an alernative set of interests is
at issue.

substantive attempts at 2 proletarian public sphere is, however, only one aim n i

I our argument: the other is io investigate the contradictions eresml;gwxg,

ln advanced capitalist societies for their potenthl tial for a coumemublic sphere.
‘We are aware of the danger that the concepts ‘vrolelanan experience” and "prole—
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lic, taken on an attenuated, indeed an anachronistic, sense. Yet the real conditions

it denotes belong to the present, and there is no other word for them. We believe it ‘ /

is wrong to allow words to become obsolete befom thcm isa changc in the objecm
ihey denote.?

L=

Whereas it Is self-evident that the bourgeois public sphere is not a refer-

ence point for bourgeois interests alone, it fs not generally assumed that pro- l /./

letarian experience and its organization likewise form a crystallizing point:
namely, for a public sphere that reflects the interests and experiences of the
overwhelming majority of the population, insofar as these experiences and

interests are real.3 Proletarian life does not form a cohesive whole, but is charac- w

terized by the blocking of: those elements that, in reality, hold it together, The

2. Itis not our intention as individual authors to replace central, historically developed concepts
that, as real pis, designate real-life ci that have not been sublated and that possess so
little purely definitional ch The ion of new pts here is a matter that will require col-
Iective effort. If historical situations really change, new words will come into being accordingly. i

3. The concept of the proletarian public sphere is not one we originated. It has been used various-
ly in the history of the labor movement, but frequently in an unspecific way. As regards the pesiod fol-
lowing World War §, one peculiarity stands out that is significant for the way this concept is used,
particularly with reference to the communist partics. The proletarian public sphere is not exactly that
which could be characterized as the public sphere of the party. Anyone who appeals to the proletarian
public sphere also appeals initially to the party, but is in fact addressing the masses. Here it is striking
that the concept of public sphere that is used always puts forward the mobilization of the masses or of
pasty merbers for specific decisions that cannot be realized within the organizational apparinscs or
are controversial. Thus one speaks, for example, of actions “thar are capable of seriously jeopardizing
the status of our party in the eyes of the proletarian public sphere” (Hermann Weber, Die
Stalinisierumg der KPD in der Weii Republik, & y sppeadix, Rote Texte, Reihe Arbeit-
erbewegung, n.d., p. 416). Appeals are made 10 the proletarian public sphere whenever it is a matter of
mﬂemgdudeasmumdnulymohmhhmamﬂmﬂwmywwofm

cizing ng that cannot be d with the i of the p iat as a whole. lkwva
ﬂusmmahmgqpu)wthemsss-dm Samati ponds precisely to a princip
of the bourgeois public sphere.

The proletarian sphese does not function in this way, Here the concept has an almost spontascous,
ad hoc quality, which is attributed to te masses from without. The situation is chatacterized by a state
of affairs in which party organization and the masses are 80 fonger united by & common experiential
context. An even roore graphic examplé for the way in which the concept of proletarian public sphere
is taken up can be secn in the action that was organized by Trotsky and his supposters to paraliel the
official October demonstration during a phase in the development of Soviet saciety in which there was
in practice only little possibility of implementing Trotsky’s Left Opposition. Lenin also refers in vari-
ous ways to appealing to the party in order to put through specific decisions in opposition to the major-
ity in the party leadership. lnauof&wsecascgdnmlmuvxewedn-mxmy.nsd:mumd
camerofupecxfcpubhcsphen F«Mxrx,thcconceptof“me fetarian” witha
content that is not reflected in sociological and p ic definitions of the working chss,
although it constitutes their material foundation. ln the proletariat there is concentrated the practical
negation of the existing world that need only be conceptualized to become part of the history of the
political emancipation of the working ciass. In the Critigue of Hegel's Philosophy of Right, Marx
remarks that all of the demands of the working class are forms of expression of the mode of existence
of this class itself. “When the proletariat announces the dissoiution of the existing social order, it only

[

- xlvi O INTRODUCTION

horizon of social experience that reinforces the tlock of these coherent elements
isthe bourgems pubhc sphere.

y.atiempL 1o bring. togethera
_exclude the two most important areas of life: the whole ,mmggmm
tus and socialization in the family. According to these interpretations, the
_public sphere derives its substance from an intermediate realm that does not
«press any particular Jife context [Lebenszusammenhang), even
_though tl;ia public sphere allegedly represents the totalify of society.

The weakness characteristic of virtally all forms of the bourgeois public
sphere derives from this contradiction: namely, that the bourgeois public sphere
excludes substantial life interests and nevertheless claims to represent society as a
whote. To enable it to fulfill its own claims, it must be treated like the laurel tree in
Brecht’s Stories from the Calendar, about which Mr. K. says: it is trimmed to
make it even more perfect and even rounder until there is nothing left of it, Since
.the bourgeois public sphere is not sufficiently grounded in substantive life inter-

ests, it remains compelled to ally itself with the more tangible interests of capital-
uction. For the bourgeois public sphe:t proletarian life remains a “thing-
in-itself’: it exerts an influence on the former, but without being understood.

The tendencies of the
the publicity campaigns of firms and administrative apparatuses have altogether

3 /| different roots. These—along with the advanced production process (itself a pseu-

)

ralf

do-public sphere)}—overlay, as new public spheres of production, the classical
public sphere. These public spheres of production are nonpublicly anchored: in
contrast to the traditional form of public sphere, they work the raw material of
everyday life and they derive their penetrative force directly from the capitalist
production interest, By circumventing the intermediate realm of the traditional
public sphere (the seasonal public sphere of elections, the formation of public

opinion), they seck direct access to the pnvate sphm of the individual. It is essen-
ual that _the_proletarian_counterpublic_sphere confronts these public_spheres,
whlch are penneated by the interests of capital, a and dnes not merely see itself as
_the antithesis of the classical ﬂpubll_g)jl €

At stake is a pmcuml, political experience of the workmg class: the working
class must know how to deal with the bourgeois public sphere and must know
what threats the latter poses, without allowing its own experiences to be defined
by the Iatter’s narrow horizons. The bourgeois public sphere is of no use as a

~declares the secret of its own existence, for it is the effective dissolution of this order. When the prole-
tariat demands the negation of private property, it only lays down as a principle for society what soci-
ety has already made a principle for the proletariat, and what the latter already involumarily embodies
as the negative result of society” (in Zhe Marx-Engels Reader, ed. Robert C. Tucker, trans. T. B.
Bottomore [New York: W, W. Norion, 1972]: 23).

H

~
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. experience is. But our political motive is to uncouple the investigation of the pub-
* lic sphere and the mass media from its naturally rooted context, where all it yields

is a vast number of publications that merely execute variations on the compart-
mentalizations of the bourgeois public sphere. ‘What we understand by "nalnnlly
footed” is ev:dent in the ambivalenice—one that has never nevcr b

3onnadmmrynmoftheseconcepts Thelmlmrlmto
Wﬂow&-mnsmm;eﬁﬁomtheum-
many CurSion: mmphﬂologyoraféhmoryoﬁdws. )
“The bourgeois pubhc sphere is anchored in the formal characteristics of com-
munication: it can be represented in terms of a schema of continuous historical
progression, insofar as one focuses on the ideas that are realized within it. But if,

unified at all, but rather the aggregate of individual spheres that are only

(w by contrast, one takes its real substance as one’s point of departure, it is not

abstractly related. Television, the press, the public sphere of interest groups and

Qq'poﬁﬁmlpmﬁes,pdiammamemihmy-wbﬁcedtnﬁmpubﬁcdnhsmmc

universitics, the legal system, the churches, industry, and so on, are only seeming-
ly fused into a general concept of the public sphere. In reality, this general over-
riding public sphere runs parallel to these fields as an idea, and is exploited by the
interests contained within each sphere, especially by the organized interests of the

from the production sector, which is constituted as nonpublic, as well as the over-
whelming collective doubt—a by-product of the capitalist mode of production—
in the production network’s ability to legitimate itself. Both of these tendencies
come together and combine with the manifestations of the classical public sphere,
as these are united in the state and in parliament. For this reason, the classical pub-
lic sphere, despite its state of decay, is anything but a mere illusion behind which
one could come into direct contact with capitalist interests. This assamption is just
as false as the opposing one that, within this aggregated public sphere, politics
could make a decision that ran counter to the interests of capital.

To simplify our accourt, concrete examples have been restricted to two rela-
tively recent mass media: the media cartel and televigion. We have not examined
“in detail other spheres such as the press, parliament, the public sphere of interest
groups and political parties, trade unions, or science and research. Individual
aspects of the proletarian public spbuemdxscussed in a series of commentaries
following the main chapters.

It is our political interest in this book to provide a framework for discussion
that will open the analytical concepts of political economy downward, toward the
real experiences of human beings. Such a discussion cannot itself be conducted in

% 'pmdnmmaecmr ‘What are overriding, however, are those spheres that derive

sness and programming Industry, advertising,
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medium for the crystallization of the particular experience of the working class—
i is not even the real enemy, Since it came. into. being, the. labor movement’s
_motive has been to express politically proletarian interests in its own forms of
vubhc sphere At the same time, the goal has been to contest the ruling class’s

- We state, Marx recognizes this when he describes the theft of wood \/‘(

T aras e o e

as analogous to the propertied class's theft of the public sphere by appropriating
the executive power of the latter without paying for it through engaging thousands
of gendarmes, foresters, and soldiers for its own interests. If the masses try to
fight a ruling class reinforced by the power of the public sphere, their strug-
gle is hopeless; they are always simultaneously fighting against themselves,
for the public sphere is constituted by them, It is so difficult to grasp this

. because the idea of the bourgeois public sphere—as “the bold fiction of a binding

of all politically significant decision-making processes to the right, guaranteed by
law, of citizens to shape their own opinions™—has, since its inception, been
ambivalent, The revolutionary bourgeoisie attempted, via the emphatic concept of
_public opinion, to fuse the whole of society into 2 unity. This remained as.i goal. -
mummwmmmﬁmme

Mmmmmmm &x;mmm

possible reforms and alternatives. This illusion repeats itself in every attempt at
potitical stochah_l_lgandmassmoblhmon that occurs within the categories of
{he bourgeois public sphere.

In the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, after centuries of preparing public
opinion, bourgeois society constituted the public sphere as a crystallization point
of its expericnces and ideologjes, The “dictatorship of the bourgeoisie” articulates )
itself in the compartmentalizations, the forms of this public sphere. Whereas the
bourgeois revolution initially makes a thoroughgoing attempt to overcome the
limits of the capitalist mode of production, the forms—for instance, the forced
separation of powers, the division between public and private, between politics
and production, between everyday language and authentic social expression,
between education, science, and art on the one hand and the interests and experi-
ences of the masses on the other—prevent even the mere expressions of social
criticism, of a counterpublic sphere, and of the emancipation of the majority of the
population. There is no chance that the experiences and interests of the proletariat,
in the broadest sense, will be able to organize themselves amid this splitting of all
the interrelated qualitative elements of experience and social practice.

We do not claim in our book to be able to say what the content of proletarian

4. Jiirgen Habermas, Introduction to Theory and Practice (Frankfurt: 1971): 32.

Frankfurt am Main, Summer 1972
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