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This ipso facto deputization of white people in the face of Black people accounts
for Fanon’ s materiality, and Martinot and Sexton’s Manichean delirium in Amer-
ica. What remains to be addressed, however, is the way in which the political
contestation between civil society’s junior partners (i.c., workers, white women,
and immigrants), on the one hand, and white supremacist institutionality, on the
other hand, is produced by, and reproductive of, a supplemental anti~ Blackness.
Put another way: How is the production and accumulation of junior partner social
capital dependent upon on an anti-Black rhetorical structure and a decomposed
Black body?

Any serious musing on the question of antagonistic identity formation - a for-
mation, the mass mobilization of which can precipitate a crisis in the institutions
and assumptive logic that undergird the United State of America — must come
to grips with the contradictions between the political demands of radical social
movements, such as the large prison abolition movement, which seeks to abolish
the prison-industrial complex, and the ideological structure that underwrites its
political desire. I contend that the positionality of Black subjectivity is at the heart
of those contradictions and that this unspoken desire is bound up with the politi-
cal limitations of several naturalized and uncritically accepted categories that have
their genesis mainly in the works of Antonio Gramsci, namely, work or labor, the
wage, exploitation, hegemony, and civil socicty. I wish to theorize the symptoms
of rage and resignation I hear in the words of George Jackson, when he boils
reform down to a single word, “fascism,” or in Assata’s brief declaration, “I hated
it,” as well as in the Manichean delirium of Fanon, Martinot, and Sexton. Today,
the failure of radical social movements to embrace symptoms of all three gestures
is tantamount to the reproduction of an anti-Black politics that nonetheless rep-
resents itself as being in the service of the emancipation of the Black prison slave.

By cxamining the strategy and structure of the Black subject’s absence in, and
incommensurability with, the key categories of Gramscian theory, we come face
to face with three unsettling consequences:

N The Black American subject imposes a radical incoherence upon the as-
sumptive logic of Gramscian discourse and on today's coalition politics. In other
words, s/he implies a scandal.

(2)  The Black subject reveals the inability of social movements grounded in
Gramscian discoursé to think of white supremacy (rather than capitalism) as the
base and thereby calls into question their claim to elaborate a comprehensive and
decisive antagonism. Stated another way, Gramscian discourse and coalition pol-
itics are indeed able to imagine the subject that transforms itself into a mass of
antagonistic identity formations, formations that can precipitate a crisis in wage
slavery, exploitation, and hegemony, but they are asleep at the wheel when asked
to provide enabling antagonisms toward unwaged slavery, despotism, and terror.
(3)  We begin to see how Marxism suffers from a kind of conceptual anxiety.
There is a desire for socialism on the other side of crisis, a society that does away
not with the category of worker, but with the imposition workers suffer under the
approach of variable capital. In other words, the mark of its conceptual anxiety
is in its desire to democratize work and thus help to keep in place and insure the
coherence of Reformation and Enlightenment foundational values of productivity
and progress. This scenario crowds out other postrevolutionary possibilities, i.e.,
idleness.

The scandal, with which the Black subject position “threatens” Gramscian and
coalition discourse, is manifest in the Black subject’s incommensurability with, or
disarticulation of, Gramscian categories: work, progress, production, exploitation,
hegemony, and historical self-awareness. Through what strategies does the Black
subject destabilize — emerge as the unthought, and thus the scandal of— histori-
cal materialism? How does the Black subject function within the “American desir-

ing machine” differently than the quintessential Gramscian subaltern, the worker?

Capital was kick-started by the rape of the African continent, a phenomenon that
is central to neither Gramsci nor Marx. According to Barrett (2002), something
about the Black body in and of itself made it the repository of the violence that
was the slave trade. It would have been far easicr and far more profitable to take
the white underclass from along the riverbanks of England and Western Europe

than to travel all the way to Africa for slaves.

The theoretical importance of emphasizing this in the early 21st century is two-
fold. First, capital was kick-started by approaching a particular body (a black
body) with direct relations of force, not by approaching a white body with variable
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