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The most vul gar and yet con cep tu ally sharp under stand ing of com mu nism
is a con cep tion of the “con scious” over tak ing of econ omy — in other
words, of the abo li tion of the “uncon scious” eco nomic processes that char ‐
ac ter ize moder nity. There is strength and weak ness to this con cep tion.
Among its strengths are that it — at least in awk ward poten tial — bypasses
the pro duc tivist con cep tion of com mu nism as a trans fig u ra tion of cap i tal ist
eco nomic processes into ones merely geared towards the needs of “the peo ‐
ple.” It thus par tially turns the con ver sa tion away from one about what the
ends of econ omy are (i.e., “for the peo ple” or “for the cap i tal ists,” etc.), to
one about what the con tent of econ omy is (i.e., does it carry on blindly, or
is it under con scious con trol.) It rec og nizes that the prob lem of cap i tal ism
is not merely who ben e fits, but also who doesn’t — i.e., who is dom i nated
by struc tures which seem beyond their con trol. A seizure of econ omy for
the pur pose of tak ing it entirely under “con scious” rule also allows it to
become very clear how both the inter nal con tent and the ends of econ omy
could be changed. The realm of pos si bil ity for econ omy is com pletely
opened up, and no aspect of econ omy (e.g. labor, com mod ity, cap i tal, pro ‐
duc tion) is left an unspo ken, uncon scious pre sup po si tion. Noth ing can any
longer dom i nate us before we are aware of it.
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There are, how ever, weak nesses to this con cep tion. A con scious over ‐
tak ing of econ omy is not in itself an abo li tion of econ omy; it allows almost
infi nite trans fig u ra tion of its processes, but it does not allow itself to be
changed in itself, i.e. as econ omy sans phrase. The other related weak ness
is that it relies too heav ily on a gen eral feel ing of hyper- rationalization: no
econ omy should be left uncon scious, all should be ratio nal ized — but
ratio nal iza tion itself is a form of dom i na tion emer gent in cap i tal ist social
rela tions. Hyper- rationalization does not have the capac ity to be seized for
com mu nist ends because it is in itself an inher ent form of dom i na tion. One
can not dom i nate in a lib er a tory way.

Com mu nist plan ning as such is par tially beyond the bare con cep tion
of hyper- rationalization. The issue with cap i tal ism is not that it has failed to
ratio nal ized enough, the issue (albeit not the cen tral one) is that is has ratio ‐
nal ized too much; com mu nism thus lies beyond a sim ple ratio nal/irra tional
dynamism (Pos tone, 18). It is at once “ratio nal,” in the sense of abol ish ing
the blind retroac tive social iza tion of com mod ity rela tions, and at once
“irra tional,” in its abo li tion of econ omy for which ratio nal ity itself depends
upon. The dynamism should no longer work — the foun da tions of ratio nal ‐
iza tion and its oppo site are under mined. One “plans” for a com mu nity
which is no longer purely eco nomic, and one car ries on in peace in activ i ‐
ties which are no longer alien ated and sub se quently ratio nal ized. In some
sense one could say about ratio nal ity as Gilles Dauvé said of democ racy:
“[ratio nal ity] is [a] form unable to cre ate its con tent, and only the real i sa ‐
tion of the con tent can achieve what [ratio nal ity] pre tends to achieve…”
(14).

How ever, plan ning and ratio nal ity, despite becom ing incom plete mea ‐
sures of com mu nism, do not com pletely dis ap pear. They are bound up with
a gen eral under stand ing of medi a tion as such — a proper under stand ing of
medi a tion being absolutely cru cial to an under stand ing of the social ontol ‐
ogy for which com mu nism grounds itself con cep tu ally. It is medi a tion
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itself — or rather the dou ble medi a tion (i.e., between social and nat ural
beings) which char ac ter izes human social life — that even allows for a
realm of pos si bil ity in human social repro duc tion.

“Marx’s cri tique of cap i tal ism is […] a cri tique ‘of forms of social
medi a tion, not a cri tique of medi a tion from the stand point of imme di ‐
acy’. In this he is a true stu dent of Hegel, for whom imme di acy always
reveals itself to be medi ated…” (Mau, 98–99).
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