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skilling, labour will go so far as to opposite
itself when it opposes Capital, included in
daily struggles. Sabotage then becomes
contemptuous of the means of production and
destroys that which allowed for the saboteurs
to work. Pouget did not reach this point. He
was immersed in worker culture not anti-
work; an anti-work which would broaden
itself to be anti-proletariat and rejecting
everything including work. We must consider
former practices, which appeared to be very
radical, from the point of view of the
overcoming of the traditional worker’s
movement. Pouget and Lafargue are examples
of writers frequently cited by commentators
whom then go on to claim the self-negation of
the proletariat and the overcoming of work.
This is not coherent.

In the end has anti-work really made a come
back the last few years? The observations
made above reveal that, except for a few
exceptions, the recent struggles that we could
call anti-work take place outside of the
workplace. In the case of traditional Fordism,
relocated to developing or emerging countries,
when the struggles attack the means of labour,
it is from the outside as in the case of
Bangladesh. In China, the destruction is
mostly directed to the mess halls and the
dormitories than the workshops. We are force

to acknowledge that these anti-work struggles
are not developed within the workshops in a
wave comparable to what we saw in the West
in the ’60s and ’70s. In the industrialised
countries, the workshops are calm. The
tightened control of workers through
digitisation and the threat of unemployment
has foreclosed any calling into question of
work. In these conditions, we could venture to
say that any proletarian movement which
would seriously call into question the current
conditions of the reproduction of
proletariat/Capital will be at the same time
anti-work and anti-unemployment. To attack
the work to which the proletariat is
constrained, the proletariat must at the same
time reject that unemployment is an
impassable obstacle. And above all, this
movement will encompass in its maelstrom
the very heart of capitalist exploitation,
namely the factories and offices of the core
countries. The entry of productive workers
into a generalised, even insurrectionary,
struggle will probably show that the anti-work
of specialised workers of the *68 years was but
a rough draft...
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