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Table 5 

  Politicization Organization 
 Subconcepts Aggregation Enunciation Participation Deliberation 
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Inside (perimeter)     
Relative acceptance 
(General consensus, 
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dissent) 

    

Resistance 
(defensive)     

Renegotiation 
(defensive)     

Renegotiation of 
power-over     
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Against (boundary)     
Challenge-
confrontation     

Struggle-rebellion 
(offensive)     

Formation of power-
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Beyond (outside)     
Negation-
overcoming     

Determination 
(affirmative)     

Formation of power-
to     
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Table 5 
(continued) 

 
Mobilization Realization 

Manifestation Diffusion Articulation Negotiation Autonomization 
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VI. Appendix: Uses, Omissions, and Distortions in the Concept of Passive Revolution in 

Latin America87 

 

The heroes of the great narratives have passed like 
falling stars over our terra incognita. Nomadic chiefs 
erased by the historical present, they have vanished as 
quickly as they appeared, without even allowing us to 
individualize their contributions. Happily, the fate of 
Gramsci was different: neither so great nor so 
ephemeral. . . . But he had to mediate the collapse of 
certainty, and we had to bear the awful burden of 
defeat, so that the virtues of his manner of confronting 
things could prevail as a lesson in method. 
 

José Aricó (1988: 30) 
 

 The concept of passive revolution is one of the most important and, at the same 

time, one of the most complex and problematic of the ideas Gramsci developed in prison. 

In what follows I will try to clarify its meaning and bring some order to the uses, abuses, 

and oversights it has been subjected to in Latin America. An in-depth treatment of the use 

of the concept would require a full analysis of the reception of Gramsci's work in this 

region. Here, I will limit myself to a detailed account of its uses and an attempt to order 

them according to certain criteria.88  

 These criteria are of five types: the countries of origin of the authors, their historical 

context (from the 1970s to the present), systematic versus incidental or occasional use, the 

discipline (history, political science, or political analysis) in which they are used, and their 

use with respect to different processes (particularly military dictatorships and populist 

																																																								
87 I am grateful for the comments and suggestions of Álvaro Bianchi, Martín Cortés, Juan Del Maso, and 
Jaime Ortega. 
88 I will attempt to give an exhaustive account of the diverse uses of the concept, omitting only those that are 
less important because of the limited influence of the authors or because their use of the concept is not 
systematic or only incidental.  
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governments). I will bring them together, with a focus on the last of them, since my interest 

is in the use of the concept for the analysis of what are called national-popular or populist 

phenomena in Latin America. These phenomena have been the object of an important and 

ongoing debate in social and political thought, with profound strategic and political 

implications, about re-readings of the past as well as recent and current events (Svampa, 

2016). I believe this debate can be enriched with a Gramscian approach that uses the 

concept of passive revolution, and the related concepts of Caesarism and transformism, to 

the extent that it can reveal the tension between processes of modernizing reforms and 

dynamics of passivization or subalternization. It can also describe the specific changing 

combinations of progressive and regressive features that characterize them, that mark their 

internal transformations, and that distinguish them from one another (Modonesi 2012, 

2015, and 2016).  

 With this objective in mind, I will organize this chapter following geographic and 

chronological criteria, beginning with a review of the uses of the concept by the most 

prominent and influential Latin American Gramscians in the 1970s and 1980s, followed by 

a discussion of its more recent uses, and then an assessment of the state of the question.  

 

The Latency of the Concept of Passive Revolution in the "Argentinian Gramscians" 

 Contrary to what we might expect, there is no systematic or developed use of the 

concept of passive revolution or its application to the analysis of Latin American historical 

processes in the work of the so-called "Argentinian Gramscians" (Burgos, 2004), including 

the work of José Aricó and Juan Carlos Portantiero, the two most representative and 

influential authors of the Pasado y Presente group that emerged in the early 1960s in 

Córdoba. We can begin with Portantiero because Aricó himself, in a succinct assessment of 
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the uses of the concept, attributed an important development to him. However, as I will 

seek to demonstrate, Portantiero's contribution was more of a general revival of the idea 

than a specific use; it is found in simple outline form in some parts of his work and is 

absent or latent in others. 

 It is true that the notion of passive revolution can seem like an ordering element in 

Portantiero's work, since it receives an in-depth treatment is in the first chapter of The Uses 

of Gramsci, one of the most important and influential books in the history of Gramscian 

thinking in Latin America. However, it turns out that this chapter, entitled "State and Crisis 

in the Interwar Debate," was written in 1981, after the rest of the book, where the concept is 

not even mentioned. It contains no application of the concept to the historical or political 

reality of Latin America; it is oriented to an account of Gramsci's effort to characterize this 

historic moment of the twentieth century and think about the crisis in anti-catastrophist 

terms.89 The appearance of the concept in Portantiero's thinking was inspired by the work 

of Franco De Felice on passive revolution and Americanism, which Portantiero cites 

extensively (Portantiero, 1981: 53ff), and probably also, although it is not cited, by the 

work of Buci-Glucksmann, whom he knew personally, which was published in Spanish in 

1978 (and to which I will return below). The importance of the text lies in Portantiero's 

explicit linking of the question of hegemony and the war of position with the notion of 

passive revolution (Portantiero, 1981: 44, 50), which he had not done previously and would 

not do in the future: 

																																																								
89 "At the turn of the century the political evolution of the European workers' movement was going to place 
the issue of the state at the forefront. The growing cohesion of the proletariat, the legalization of union 
activity, the sudden advance of the socialist parties, all of these in the framework of a profound process of 
'passive revolution' through which democratic ideas were incorporated into the dominant liberal discourse and 
the functions of the state were modified in breadth and density, constituted a new challenge for Marxist 
thinking at a moment in which it was beginning an ideological hegemony of the social movement" 
(Portantiero, 1981: 24) 
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If in order to correctly describe the crisis—the source for him of a fundamental error 

in the politics of the Third International—Gramsci had to develop his theory of 

hegemonic domination, other concepts would also have to be integrated into the 

chain of his thinking—"passive revolution," "war of position," "private sphere of the 

state"—to the point of forming them into a series of categories that allowed him to 

construct a more complex system of propositions for the analysis of the relationship 

between economy and politics, between base and superstructure, in order to 

correctly describe what is, in the end, "the crucial problem in historical 

materialism." (Portantiero, 1981: 51) 

 At the same time, as we shall see, the interest in Americanism as passive revolution, 

expressed so eloquently in the final pages of the essay, would hold surprisingly little 

importance in terms of its "translation" to the past and present in Latin America. 

In the other essays from the book, written between 1975 and 1980, the notion of passive 

revolution does not appear, even though they address topics that evoke it. The closest 

approach is in the chapter "Which Gramsci?" (1975), where Portantiero turns to the notions 

of Caesarism and transformism: 

The presence of the crisis of hegemony does not guarantee the revolution: it can 

have a variety of results, depending on the capacity for reaction and 

reaccommodation of the different strata of the population—in sum, of the 

characteristics adopted in the relationship between forces. One option is Caesarism: 

the emergence of a group that stays relatively independent of the crisis and that 

operates as a referee of the situation. Whether Caesarism is progressive or 

regressive depends on the concrete relationship between the opposing groups. 

Another option is transformism: the ability of the dominant classes to decapitate the 
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leaders of the subaltern classes and integrate them into a process of revolution-

restoration. Both are, in a sense, "impure" options that assume compromises. At the 

extremes are the pure and simple reconstruction of the control held by the old 

representatives of the dominant classes, and the revolution of the subaltern classes. 

The preparation of the conditions that facilitate the latter path is the problem that 

interests Gramsci when he calls for the analysis of every society as a particular 

hegemonic system, as the result of a complex relationship of forces. (Portantiero, 

1981: 115) 

The concept also does not appear in the most original and Latin American idea of the text, 

in the same chapter, where Portantiero unwraps the idea of the West and attributes to Latin 

America the character of the "peripheral West."90 The only passage that refers directly to 

passive revolution is one that associates the reactionary militarism of 1970s Latin America 

with a "process of revolution-restoration": 

The third stage is the current one, in which the bourgeoisie reorganizes the state and 

attempts (with varied success, according to the characteristics of each society) to set 

into motion a process of revolution-restoration, in order to restore the conditions of 

accumulation thrown into chaos by populism. (Portantiero, 1981: 131) 

This same association is made more explicit in a 1978 talk called "Gramsci for Latin 

Americans": 

																																																								
90 These countries are comparable in their type of development and differentiated by their "unrepeatable" 
historical formations, but even at the latter level they share common features. Latin America is clearly not the 
"East," but it approaches the "West" peripherally and late. It is even clearer in Latin America than in the 
societies of that second "West," established in Europe at the end of the nineteenth century, that it is the state 
and politics that form society. But a state that attempts to establish a national community does not attain the 
degree of autonomy and sovereignty of the "Bismarckian" or "Bonapartist" models (Portantiero, 1981: 127). 
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It is about processes of "passive revolution" or "conservative modernization," in 

Barrington Moore's sense, that can take different forms, according to the obstacles 

they find in their way: from class authoritarianism in the countries of the Southern 

Cone, to the maintenance of representative liberal mechanisms. (Portantiero, 1980: 

41) 

But in this text as well Portantiero fails to take the idea beyond a simple allusion, and 

nowhere else does he develop the hypothesis, perhaps because he did not find it that 

convincing, or because it was simply a passing thought responding to the need for a 

political interpretation of the military dictatorships confronting the Southern Cone at the 

time. 

 The talk Portantiero gave at the 1980 Morelia Colloquium, "Notes on Crisis and 

Production of Hegemonic Action," which concludes the book, also does not mention the 

concept of passive revolution, even in his reflections on the relationship between hegemony 

and national-popular phenomena in Latin America. What stands out in this text is the 

attempt to distinguish the national-popular from populism in order to recover "the political 

presence of the popular classes."91 A concern with this idea and in these terms had appeared 

before in his work, in particular in his 1971 Studies on the Origins of Peronism, written in 

collaboration with Miguel Murmis. This book makes no explicit mention of Gramsci but 

approaches its subject through the lens of hegemony and views the state as the "balancing 

mechanism" and "moderator" of the power bloc and the alliance of classes, which "assumes 

																																																								
91 The national-popular state has almost always been explained as the product of a decision by the bourgeois 
class, but not in terms of its other dimension: that of the early participation of the popular classes. The 
tendency has thus been to see it in terms of heteronomy and manipulation. This is a point worth stressing: as 
heteronomous as its behavior appears, according to a classical model of formation, the political presence of 
the popular classes was mediated by "class-based" organizations and not purely by an emotional bond to 
personal leadership (Portantiero, 1981: 165-166). 



156 

	

guardianship" and seeks "at its heart to unify the unstable agreements between classes" 

(Murmis-Portantiero, 2004: 97-98). One of its fundamental arguments is a refutation of the 

idea of worker passivity in the origins of Peronism (Murmis-Portantiero, 2004, 143-148), 

which provides a clue to Portantiero's lack of interest in the idea of passive revolution. In 

the encounter between the national-popular and populism, he argued against the 

Communist interpretation that described these phenomena as fascist manipulation of the 

masses, recognizing the existence of a certain degree of spontaneous activation from below. 

 These considerations could explain the absence of the concept in "The National-

Popular and Actually-Existing Populisms," written with Emilio De Ípola, and in "Gramsci 

in Latin America," written a decade later. In the latter, this absence is undeniably 

intentional; Portantiero had already written the first chapter of The Uses of Gramsci in 

1981. But we do not know if the same was true for the former text, which could or should 

have invoked the idea of passive revolution, given that the authors were at that time making 

anti-Peronist arguments and moving towards an Alfonsinista radicalism. In any case, 

Portantiero did not subsequently incorporate the idea, so we have to conclude that he chose 

not to link it with his analysis of national-popular processes and phenomena. Why? Why 

did he maintain an anti-passive interpretation of historical Peronism? Why associate it with 

fascist or dictatorial phenomena? To link it rather to processes of productive transformation 

in the manner of Americanism? To avoid the ambiguity or confusion that it could have 

generated? 

 These are Argentinian choices, dilemmas, and quandaries, but at the same time, they 

are similar to those of other authors and moments in the history of the uses, omissions, and 

abuses of the concept in Latin America and, incidentally, in other parts of the world. From 

my perspective, the fact that Portantiero does not draw on the notion of passive revolution 
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constitutes a gap in his argument; it would have fit nicely in the Gramscian analytical 

framework he constructed to pose the politically and historically crucial question of 

national-popular and populist phenomena in Argentina and Latin America. He also failed to 

make an explicit distinction between activation and passivization to describe the rise and 

institutionalization of national-popular and populist phenomena, a central question posed 

by the concept of passive revolution. Did his reading of the origins of Peronism interfere 

with his understanding of this question? Or does it reflect a position about the 

incompatibility between processes of passive revolution and these dynamics of activation in 

Latin American populism: partly autonomous and spontaneous, but fundamentally 

subordinated and controlled? In spite of being one of Latin America's most original and 

suggestive Gramscians, perhaps the most distinguished in his capacity for original theory, 

Portantiero left neither an original development of the concept nor a systematic application 

of it to the historical and political processes of the region.92 

 Neither do we find such contributions in the work of Portantiero's friend and 

colleague José Aricó, the Latin American who is most outstanding for his translation, 

edition, and promotion of Gramsci, and, together with Portantiero, for his interest in 

formulating a Gramscian Latin American Marxism (Cortés, 2015). In Aricó it is less a 

resistance to the use of the concept of passive resistance than occasional references that are 

apt and suggestive but that lack systematic development. In his classes in the late 1970s at 

the Colegio de México, Aricó defined passive revolution as "a process of structural 

transformations that operated at the height of power, because the dominant class could 

accede to some of the demands of the dominated, subaltern class with the purpose of 

																																																								
92 In support of this conclusion, two recent studies of Portantiero find no use on his part of the concept of 
passive revolution (Frosini, 2015, and Tapia, 2016). 
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preventing or avoiding a revolution," given its capacity "to carry out reforms to calm, co-

opt, liquidate, or wear down the resistance of the dominated class" (Aricó, 2011: 69). A few 

pages later, in the same section dedicated to Gramsci, he puts his ideas in a suggestive and 

original form: 

Passive revolution can be exercised through centralizing authoritarian tendencies in 

the case of a dictatorial state, but, as Gramsci says, it is not separate from consensus, 

from hegemony, which is basically what occurs in the Soviet Union. That is, either 

there is a social restructuring, a modification of social characteristics from above, 

through the dictatorship that operates upon the combination of classes supporting it, 

or the process can be carried out by a corporate movement, that is a social 

democratizing movement that fragments the combination of classes, that divides 

them through a politics of reform that impedes the formation of a historic bloc that 

is capable of reconstructing the society on new foundations. In this way, every 

process of transition that is not directed by, made up of, and ruled over by the full 

exercise of democracy as a decisive element in the constitution of hegemony 

(democracy that means the process of mass self-government) takes on the character 

of passive revolution, of a transformation that is carried out from the height of 

power against the will of the masses and that always ends by questioning the 

concrete possibility of creating socialism. (Aricó, 2011: 273-274) 

Closely associating passive revolution with hegemony—which, as we will see, is not a 

matter of consensus among Latin American Gramscians—Aricó believes that Gramsci 

thought of Stalinism as Caesarism and thought that the Soviet Union experienced a passive 

revolution in the 1930s. And what most supports my thesis here is that Aricó at the same 

time links the notion of passive revolution to a social democratic option that was 
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demobilizing, passivizing, and antithetical to the political action of the subaltern classes and 

to democracy understood as the self-government of the masses. However, Aricó did not 

develop this fundamental assessment in subsequent work, and it remained unpublished until 

2011.  

 It was only toward the end of the 1980s, in "Why Gramsci in Latin America?",93 a 

chapter in his book The Devil's Tail, that Aricó directly addressed the topic of passive 

revolution at length.94 As already noted, Aricó identified Portantiero as having stressed the 

problem of passive revolution in the Latin American Gramscian debate and taken up the 

arguments from the first chapter of The Uses of Gramsci in 1981 and the article of F. De 

Felice that, as we saw, form its background.95  

That is why his notes on Americanism as the inherent need of modern capitalism to 

attain the organization of a programmatic economy form the necessary pendant of 

analysis of the various forms of resistance generated by this developing movement, 

which Gramsci defines as processes of "passive revolution," or, to use the 

expression of Barrington Moore, "conservative modernization." (Aricó, 1988: 90) 

At the same time, like Portantiero, Aricó fails to fully and explicitly mobilize the idea to 

problematize the relationship between state and society and national-popular and populist 

phenomena in Latin America since the 1930s (Aricó, 1988: 91-93). He holds back or leaves 

it merely implicit, even while he writes, in the midst of a reflection on the role of 

																																																								
93 This chapter originated as a paper presented at the colloquium of the Ferrara Gramsci Institute in 1985. 
94 Aricó initially thought highly of and later criticized the use of the concept by Héctor Agosti in his 
Echeverría (Aricó, 1988: 37). Agosti, following Gramsci's interpretive outline of the Risorgimiento, uses the 
concept only once, as a synonym for the war of position. 
95 "In Gramsci we rediscover a keen analysis of situations of transition in mature or advanced capitalist 
societies, fostered by the innumerable interpretations that gave rise to new ideas in his notes on Americanism, 
Fordism, and more generally about the category of 'passive revolution' " (Aricó, 1988: 88). 
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intellectuals and ideology in this historical context, that "the great issues of passive 

revolution, of Bonapartism, and the relationship of intellectuals to the masses that make up 

the distinctive features of Gramscian inquiry have for us a concrete empirical resonance" 

(Aricó, 1988: 96). 

 Aricó also maintains the importance of passive revolution in understanding how the 

state organized and produced the development of capitalist society in Latin America (Aricó, 

1988: 106), an imposition from above that encountered "resistance and opposition from 

popular movements." But in the end he takes refuge in the difficulty of generalizing the 

Gramscian hypothesis, describing it simply as a method that can be an investigative starting 

point, but not an endpoint, in view of a possible generalization "within a more general 

interpretive criterion that includes the Latin American singularity within a typology more in 

accordance with the reality of state formation" (Aricó, 1988: 107). 

 Aricó maintains that the concept of passive revolution allows for the "critical 

questioning of an entire Marxist literature on Latin America" (Aricó 1988: 100), referring 

to the influence of Althusser. Always in political terms, he describes passive revolution as 

an antithesis to the "neo-populist perspective of collapse," based on the principle of 

dependence and on the impossibility of full capitalist development in the periphery (Aricó, 

1988:108). Beginning with these assessments, he describes a series of texts in which the 

concept is used,96 pausing to consider the idea of an author, Carlos Nelson Coutinho, whose 

																																																								
96 Although he maintains that there are many examples, and indeed he describes several, only a few of them 
are systematic and important applications or development of the concept. Besides the book by J. Mena and D. 
Kanoussi, which has a theoretical focus, he mentions only eight authors: W. Ansaldi, M. Nogueira, L. W. 
Vianna, C. N. Coutinho, R. Zavaleta, J. C. Portantiero, F. Calderón, and himself (Aricó, 1988, 155-156). Of 
these only two wrote books where the concept has a certain centrality (Nogueira and Vianna). The rest are 
articles: three use the concept only superficially but in a consistent Gramscian analysis (Portantiero, Zavaleta, 
and Aricó), one uses it in a systematic historical analysis (Ansaldi), and another, without being strictly 
Gramscian, makes correct use of the concept in a text that is two pages long (Fernando Calderón). Later, 
Aricó mentions other authors who use the concept explicitly (Enrique Montalvo, for example) or to whom he 
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importance I will address below. Coutinho wrote that the concept of passive revolution 

adds an emphasis on the superstructure, on the political in particular, with respect to the 

"Prussian way" (Aricó, 1988: 109), and Aricó indicates in a footnote that he believes the 

adoption of this Junker model standardizes the reality of Latin America, while the notion of 

passive revolution "assumes a prior recognition of national territory" (Aricó, 1988: 156-

157).97 

 In the end, in spite of the interest and wide-ranging assessment of the uses of the 

notion of passive revolution in the central chapter of his book on Gramscianism in Latin 

America, Aricó's work never fully realizes a theoretical treatment or a systematic use of the 

concept for the reality of the region. Apart from the reference in the unpublished course 

materials from 1977, the most original intuition and contribution in this respect is where 

Aricó brilliantly links the problem of the national-popular in Gramsci as a vigorous 

antithesis to passive revolution on its own ground, since "it assumes an exploration of the 

opposite sign" (Aricó, 1988: 111). I would add: on its own ground, that of populism as 

passive revolution, as a conservative processing of a national-popular impulse. It is a fertile 

hypothesis that remains unexplored and that makes an unintentional allusion to a gray area 

in the Gramscian analysis of the Pasado y Presente group, a ground that exists but that has 

not yet been properly illuminated.  

 

Uses and Distortions of the Concept in Brazil 

																																																																																																																																																																									
attributes its use (Fernando Henrique Cardoso). 
97 With respect to the Brazilian debate, there is a surprising note about Fernando Henrique Cardoso, who, 
Aricó writes, saw what he called bourgeois revolutions of the periphery in terms of passive revolution, like 
Florestan Fernandes. Aricó writes here that industrial modernization and the absence of democratic reforms 
are the elements that "in Gramsci's interpretation establish the conditions of a 'passive revolution' " (Aricó, 
1988: 160). 
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 Unlike in Argentina, where Gramscians made sporadic and unsystematic use of the 

idea, in Brazil the concept of passive revolution has persistently been in the foreground in 

the interpretation of historical processes98 and in its political debate.99 In 1976, Luiz 

Werneck Vianna pioneered its use to describe the Revolution of 1930 and the beginning of 

Varguismo (which others, O. Ianni and F. Weffort, for example, have labeled populist or 

national-popular), associating it with the Leninist concept of the "Prussian Way." Vianna 

stresses the combination of economic modernization and conservation of the political 

system, as well as political control from above through trade unions promoted by the state 

(Vianna, 1976).100 

 Another prominent intellectual Communist, Carlos Nelson Coutinho, also links 

passive revolution with the Prussian Way, arguing that it represents a recurring pattern in 

which the dominant elements are conservation, initiative from above, and an authoritarian 

culture. According to Coutinho, different moments were configured in the Brazilian 

transition to capitalism, based on these coordinates: independence, the proclamation of the 

Republic, the abolition of slavery, the Revolution of 1930, the Estado Novo of 1937, and 

the military coup of 1964 (Coutinho, 1990: 51).101 In this first approach to the topic, 

Coutinho uses the fundamental notion of the Prussian Way, which he connects merely in 

																																																								
98 Brazil is the only country in which the reception of the concept merited a study of its own (Massaro de 
Góes and Ricupero, 2013). 
99 As A. Bianchi stresses, these interpretations served to escape the dualist schematism of the relationship 
between conservative and progressive forces that was also reproduced on the Communist Left, and that 
upheld confidence in the existence of a progressive bourgeoisie with a democratic-revolutionary tendency 
(Bianchi, 2015: 100). 
100 On the same period, with the same approach but with an emphasis on the working class and the 
Communist opposition, see Marcos Del Roio (1990).  
101 Vianna would return to the question of passive revolution in the late 1990s in a long essay on the concept 
in the thought of Gramsci, and in another work would add to Coutinho's hypothesis of long duration. It is 
surprising how in this essay Vianna proposes a positive version of passive revolution, understood as a 
reformism that could possibly be realized in the Brazilian democratic transition, based on the emergence of 
worker and citizen struggles (Vianna, 1996). 
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passing with passive revolution, without applying it directly. His main thesis is a 

Gramscian problematization from the perspective of the national-popular as a cultural 

alternative to the elitism of the Prussian Way to capitalist modernization. 

 It was only in a later essay that the concept of passive revolution became central. 

Coutinho argues there that the concept "complemented" that of the Prussian Way in its 

"emphasis on the superstructural moment," that is, the political dimension of the processes, 

and its overcoming of "economistic tendencies" (Coutinho, 1999: 197). In addition, his 

description of passive revolution emphasizes the moment of the "restoration of order"; the 

cases he highlights are two coups d'etat: the one that installed the Varguista Estado Novo in 

1937 and the one that brought the military dictatorship in 1964 (Coutinho, 1999: 199-202). 

To support this interpretation he invokes Gramsci's application of passive revolution to 

Italian fascism and argues that the Brazilian versions were different only in not having 

"organized bases" and in basing themselves exclusively on "passive consensus" (Coutinho, 

1999: 216).  

 This application of the concept to dictatorial or militarist phenomena is theoretically 

founded in the fact that although, as Coutinho correctly notes, passive revolution is a 

"synthesis of the absence of participation and conservative modernization" (Coutinho, 

2005: 53), Gramsci also used the notion to account for the domination, through the state 

and over civil society, of dictatorial forms of supremacy at the expense of hegemonic forms 

(Coutinho, 1999: 203). On this basis he maintains that "there has never been hegemony of 

the dominant classes in Brazil, until recently," since these classes "prefer to delegate the 

function of domination to the state, to control and repress the subaltern classes" (Coutinho, 

1999: 204). He assumes here, citing Florestan Fernandes, that there had been no bourgeois 

revolution in Brazil that did not take the form of a "prolonged counterrevolution," which, 
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he argues, is another way of saying "dictatorship without hegemony" (Coutinho, 1999: 

205). Along the same lines, in an essay on Fernandes's work, Coutinho argues that passive 

revolution is not a "frustrated revolution," as Fernandes writes, but a successful conciliation 

from above, excluding popular protagonists in a process of sociopolitical transformation 

that results in a "dictatorship without hegemony" (Coutinho, 2005: 250).102 

 This idea leads to a definition of passive revolution as a dictatorial phenomenon in 

which the elements of consensus are diluted or tend to disappear.103 The same text adds 

nuance to this position, noting that "it does not mean that there is not the minimum of 

consent as indicated by Gramsci" (Coutinho, 1999: 205), and ends by suggesting that it 

would be interesting to revisit the problem of populism based on the concepts of passive 

revolution and transformism (between 1937 and 1945, but above all between 1945 and 

1964, between the second government of Vargas and that of Kibitschek) (Coutinho, 1999: 

207). However, even with this note, and at the expense of a certain degree of contradiction, 

the most substantial aspect of Coutinho's analysis adds to an interpretation at the extreme 

right of the processes of contemporary passive revolution associated with dictatorial and 

fascist phenomena, which we saw merely enunciated by Portantiero. It can be understood in 

																																																								
102 In 1973, Florestan Fernandes wrote about the autocratic-bourgeois model, accounting for the reactionary 
role of the national bourgeoisie in these terms: "It is for this reason that, if the bourgeois revolution in the 
periphery is considered to be a 'frustrated revolution,' as many authors do (probably following the 
implications of Gramsci's interpretation of the bourgeois revolution in Italy), it is necessary to proceed with 
extreme caution (or at least with Gramscian objectivity and circumspection). And also, that the 'delayed' 
bourgeois revolution of the periphery be seen as strengthened by special dynamisms of international 
capitalism and leads, in an almost systematic and universal way, to profoundly reactionary class political 
actions that reveal the autocratic essence of bourgeois domination and its propensity to save itself through 
acceptance of open and systematic forms of class dictatorship (Fernandes, 1978: 147-148). 
103 It is surprising that Aricó follows Coutinho and repeats without question his arguments about passive 
revolution as predominantly taking dictatorial rather than hegemonic forms of domination, and as dictatorship 
without hegemony (Aricó, 1988: 109). A disciple of Aricó, Waldo Ansaldi, would also confuse the 
"Piedmontese function" with the general principle behind passive revolution, describing it as "dictatorship 
without hegemony" and applying this idea to the study of Argentinian history between 1862 and 1880 
(Ansaldi, 1992, 56). 
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light of Coutinho's social democratic orientation and the conviction that the Brazilian (and 

Latin American) bourgeoisie has neither the capacity nor the tendency to hegemony, and 

we can thus see hegemonic features in none of the processes it drives or in which it actively 

participates, including passive revolutions. 

 

Dictatorship Without Hegemony? 

 The definition of passive revolution as "dictatorship without hegemony" merits a 

brief parenthesis in the midst of our review of Latin American authors, since it contrasts 

with the definition I maintain, which is that passive revolution is a war of position, with 

hegemonic practices and tendencies, that contains progressive and regressive components, 

and can therefore serve to analyze national-popular and populist processes and phenomena 

in Latin America. Gramsci never elaborated a general definition of passive revolution in 

terms of "dictatorship without hegemony." This expression in the Notebooks refers to a 

particular, specific modality of passive revolution, undoubtedly a fundamental one since it 

is the point of origin in Gramsci's thinking: the case of the Piedmont in the Risorgimento. In 

this concrete situation, which can also account for a type of passive revolution, the state 

acts as a class and as a military-bureaucratic apparatus, and the ruling function is subsidiary 

to domination, though still with a minimum of hegemony—as Coutinho himself, faithful to 

Gramsci, points out (C 15, §59: 1823). This formula cannot easily be extended, and 

Gramsci does not attempt to extend it, to Mussolini's fascism and the Fordist Americanism 

of Roosevelt's New Deal, which are the contemporary cases on which Gramsci bases his 

projection of the concept to the status of a general interpretive canon. For this reason, in 

seeking general definitions we should refer more to Gramsci's considerations about these 
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cases than to his first specific, historically and geographically determined thoughts, such as 

those about the Risorgimento. 

 The semantic slippage that provoked Coutinho's emphasis on the rightwing, and 

vice versa, as well as that of other authors, may have been influenced by the formulation in 

that direction found in Gramsci et l'Ėtat: Pour Une Théorie Materialiste de la Philosophie, 

by Christine Buci-Glucksmann, which has been very influential in Latin America and 

which, to my mind, may have contributed to a particular distortion in the reception of the 

concept of passive revolution.104 The presence of her ideas in Latin America is not limited 

to the publication of her book; apart from publishing articles, she also participated with 

Giuseppe Vacca, María Antonietta Macchiocchi, and Juan Carlos Portantiero in a seminar 

on Gramsci at the Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, which resulted in a book 

published in 1980 (Sirvent, 1980). Her influence in Latin American Gramscian studies is 

confirmed by a review of the 1980 Morelia Colloquium, where the notion of passive 

revolution appears in only three papers (and only superficially, which supports my general 

hypothesis). The two by Latin Americans address the subject by citing her.105 

 In the preface to the Mexican edition of her book, Buci-Glucksmann categorically 

defines passive revolution as "dictatorship without hegemony."106 In the text she argues that 

"there can be domination without hegemony (the case of passive revolution and, still more, 

of fascism)," and she defines passive revolution as a "model of a revolutionary process 
																																																								
104 Published in Italian in 1976, in Spanish (by Siglo XXI-España) in 1978, and in Portuguese (by Paz e Terra-
Brasil) in 1980. 
105 Sergio Zermeño, from Mexico, refers to an article of 1979 (Labastida, 1985: 252) while De Riz y De Ípola, 
from Argentina, cite the book published by Siglo XXI (Labastida, 1985: 64). The former addresses the idea of 
passive anti-revolution and the others a polarity between "passive counterrevolution" and "active democratic 
revolution." Chantal Mouffe, for her part, makes two simple allusions to the concept (Labastida, 1985: 138, 
141). 
106 The practice of hegemony thus opposes any process of "passive revolution" or of "revolution-restoration," 
processes that always lead to a "dictatorship without hegemony." (Buci-Glucksmann, 1978: 11-12). 
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without hegemony and without a unitary popular initiative" (Buci-Glucksmann, 1978: 81, 

383). Her perspective on passive revolution in this book is closely associated with a 

dictatorial phenomenon like Italian fascism, which she sees, however, as an "economic 

passive revolution."107 At the same time, in another article published in Spanish, she 

maintains, as Aricó did in his courses, that Gramsci would have formulated the association 

between "passive revolution" and "dictatorship without hegemony" in order to 

conceptualize nationalization in the transition to socialism and the phenomenon of 

Stalinism (Buci-Glucksmann, 1980: 20).108 

 Dismantling the thesis of a general definition of passive revolution as a "dictatorship 

without hegemony," based on Gramsci's writings and reasoning, would require an extensive 

treatment that is not my object here. I defer to the arguments put forward in this regard by 

Fabio Frosini, who clearly shows the character and the hegemonic tendency of the 

processes of passive revolution, with particular attention to fascism and its political 

dimension (Frosini, 2015: 33-34, 41). 

 

Populism and Passive Revolution in Latin America: 
The Intuitions of A. Cueva and R. Zavaleta 

 
 In a different, largely opposite direction from the idea of passive revolution as 

"dictatorship without hegemony," we can locate the possibility of thinking in these terms 

																																																								
107 "If every 'passive revolution' is founded historically in the progressive absorption of the leadership of the 
antagonist classes, fascism politically decapitates those classes through force and repression. The hypothesis 
of 'passive revolution,' that sees in fascism the continuation of a long-term tendency of the Italian dominant 
class, can be formulated exclusively on the level of economic policy. Thus, although Gramsci insists on the 
elements of political coercion and ideological organization of the masses that are characteristic of 
corporativism, that does not exclude the possibility of an 'economic passive revolution' " (Buci-Glucksmann, 
1978: 396). 
108 At the same time, it should be noted that she also maintains a broader perspective, more in accord with the 
one I maintain, in interpreting European social democracy and the welfare state as a passive revolution. On 
Buci-Glucksmann's Gramscian studies, see the recent article of Giuseppe Cospito (2016).  
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about national-popular and populist moments, processes, and phenomena in Latin America. 

To move in this direction we can take up some intuitions from two prominent and 

influential Latin American Marxists.109 These intuitions did not translate into profound or 

systematic formulations or studies, but they had the virtue of locating the concept in a place 

I consider relevant to Latin America, while the Argentinian and Brazilian Gramscians 

either did not do so explicitly or simply rejected it, opting instead for the dictatorial reading 

I have already discussed.  

 Agustín Cueva, an Ecuadoran sociologist in exile in Mexico, has distinguished 

himself in the Latin American debate for his astute, forceful, and elegant defense of a 

Marxist-Leninist posture. In his most important work he uses the notion of the Prussian 

Way to describe the development of capitalism in Latin America (Cueva, 1990). He knew 

and respected Gramsci's work, although he argues openly and harshly against social 

democratic Gramscianism (Cueva, 1997: 149-163). He refers only once to the concept of 

passive revolution, in 1981, in reference to "Populism as a Political-Theoretical Problem." 

It is worth quoting his central argument at length: 

Populism turns out to be, in sum, a type of replacement for the bourgeois-

democratic, anti-imperialist revolution that has not occurred in Latin America 

(except in those cases of popular revolutions that partially or completely 

accomplished those tasks). In Gramscian terminology, it could even be said that it is 

one of the political modalities for accomplishing a "passive bourgeois revolution," 

through which, in a vacillating, tortuous, and incomplete manner, some of the 

																																																								
109 For a parallel view of their contributions to the analysis of the national-popular phenomena, see Blanca S. 
Fernández and Florencia Puente, "Lecturas marxistas de la experiencia nacional popular (o del populismo) en 
América Latina desde la obra de Agustín Cueva y René Zavaleta," in Cuestiones de Sociología No. 14, 
Universidad Nacional de La Plata, La Plata, 2016. 
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indispensable steps are taken in the path from an oligarchical society to a modern 

bourgeois one. . . . At the same time, this set of ideas allows us to understand the 

reasons for the exhaustion and crisis of populism at a certain historical moment. On 

the one hand, there are objective reasons: populism is exhausted once it has carried 

out, more or less efficiently, the "passive revolution" of the native bourgeoisie 

against the major obstacles to development put up by the oligarchical-dependent 

matrix (it matters little that this "revolution" is brought about through populism 

itself or through any other political path). Even on the level of the process of 

accumulation of capital there comes a moment in which this process is no longer 

possible to sustain by means of the usual means of surplus transfer, and it becomes 

necessary to introduce other modes of accumulation (for this reason there is talk of 

the "exhaustion of certain models of growth"). (Cueva, 2012: 232, 233). 

It is a general assertion, barely sketched out, but precise to the point of requiring no 

clarification. The text follows with an application of this interpretive perspective to various 

Latin American countries and a devastating critique of Laclau. In addition to serving as a 

mere enunciation of the ideas, it has the virtue of clarity and a suggestive linkage of the 

question of populism with the concept of passive revolution. 

  The Bolivian René Zavaleta is possibly the most original and creative Latin 

American Marxist of the second half of the twentieth century, and his work has recently 

been the subject of a number of studies. He, like Cueva, was an exile in Mexico; they had 

offices on the same corridor of the Faculty of Political and Social Sciences of the UNAM 

and belonged to the same Center for Latin American Studies. Zavaleta knew Gramsci's 

work well; although he had not studied the Notebooks systematically, like Aricó and 

Coutinho, he considered Gramsci a reference and a fundamental theoretical dialogue, 
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together with Lenin and Marx. In all his quotation and use of the major Gramscian concept, 

he mentions the notion of passive revolution only twice. At the same time, he consistently 

addresses, in Gramscian terms, the national-popular, populist, and Bonapartist phenomena, 

so that, as with Portantiero, the questions linked to or inherent in passive revolution appear 

in silhouette, even in the absence of an explicit use of the concept. Unlike Portantiero, 

however, he never associates it with dictatorial or fascist phenomena. In addition, unlike 

Aricó and to a greater extent than Portantiero, he carried out a series of systematic analyses 

of historical processes in Bolivia and Latin America in a Gramscian light. 

 In The National-Popular in Bolivia, Zavaleta writes of a "unification of the people 

from above, or a passive process of nationalization," as a "seigneurial articulation" that 

includes "a certain plebeian feeling" (Zavaleta, II: 254): 

This is what comes closest to democratic revolution understood as national 

revolution. It is a type of fantasy that has something of the visionary. In real life, 

passive revolution has existed, the Prussian Way has existed, and without a doubt 

reactionary or forced nationalization has existed, just as negative hegemony has 

existed and the people are usually the belated actors in processes to which they have 

been called in predefined and irresistible terms. The nationalist constitution of the 

nation is undoubtedly related to this type of advance or postulation of things. 

(Zavaleta, II, 2015: 243) 

In "Ideological Problems of the Workers' Movement" he wrote, with respect to the 

centrality of the protagonism of the masses: 

In this sense, every revolution comes from below or it is not a revolution. Passive 

revolution cannot then be understood except as that ideological displacement that 

occurs through vertical, authoritarian acts without the initiative of the masses. This 
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has enormous repercussions and is related to the problem of attributing 

revolutionary initiative. A collapse of the belief system is necessary, although it is 

true that it can occur in a more or less catastrophic way, more or less methodical. 

This collapse, the origin of availability, undoubtedly must appeal to certain factual 

supports or central events. But if this internal element of the revolutionary event (of 

the ideological revolution or revolution of beliefs) does not occur, the apparent acts 

of the transformation (for example, the general nationalization of the economy) can 

be accomplished, but not their central element, which is that people transform 

themselves, stop being what they are or start to be what they choose, but from a 

specific point of view. (Zavaleta, II, 2015: 602-603) 

In his voluminous, in-depth study of Zavaleta's work, Luis Tapia identifies the question of 

passive revolution as a key concept. In particular, Tapia uses it, in a chapter entitled 

"Populism: Replacement of the People and Nationalization with Passive Revolution" 

(Tapia, 213), to describe the regime that emerged from the nationalist revolution of 1952 

(Tapia, 79-80). However, Tapia, a noted sociologist and philosopher, by adding the notion 

of passive revolution to those of Bonapartism and populism as key concepts, gives it 

greater centrality than it actually has in Zavaleta's work.110 

 It is important to cite Tapia at length, since his interpretation takes Zavaleta to a 

more explicitly Gramscian level and strengthens my argument for applying the concept of 

passive revolution to national-popular and populist processes and phenomena in Latin 

America.  

																																																								
110 This is clear in a 1983 text, where Zavaleta develops these theoretical concepts without even alluding to 
passive revolution or incorporating Gramsci's reflections on Caesarism (Zavaleta, 2015c). 
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It is around this nationalist discourse of capitalist economic reform that the politics 

of passive revolution is articulated or given, but in a very peculiar situation. It is a 

passive revolution directed and practiced by the dominant group of the governing 

MNR, in the context of a genesis of the process that is a popular insurrection and of 

a subsequent broad mobilization that had the possibility of developing a greater 

radicalization and autonomy with respect to the state. It is not about a facet of 

passive revolution that has avoided the principle of insurrection and the 

revolutionary moment of replacement of classes and the relationships of power. 

There is a political subject that replaces the former dominant class and that wants to 

take its place as a bourgeoisie that is new and modern, but in the end a bourgeoisie. 

In this sense it is concerned with controlling the process and popular excess, and 

with implementing gradual reforms that are no longer radical. . . . It can be said that 

some populist experiences realized a process of nationalization by integrating 

workers and marginal elements into the market and politics, but in the mode of a 

passive revolution, that is, of a process of reform and modernization by the 

dominant class and the state, that incorporates and subordinates large groups of 

workers. (Tapia, 2002: 79, 215) 

Even with the limits I have noted of the absence of depth and systematic development in 

these ideas, they point toward a conceptualization of passive revolution that enables us to 

analyze a series of fundamental processes in the past and present of Latin America. 

 

Conflicting Uses: Mexican Examples 

 In the reception and use of the concept of passive revolution in Mexico we also find 

the polarization I have been describing between uses related to dictatorial-reactionary or 
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progressive phenomena and national-popular ones. The presence of Gramscianism in 

Mexico is in large part a consequence of the exile in that country and the publishing efforts 

of the Pasado y Presente group, beginning in the mid-1970s. But it is also the result of 

intellectual work by other noted Gramscians and readers of Gramsci, including Zavaleta, 

Cueva, Pereyra, and Sánchez Vázquez. There was a notable circulation of works by and 

about Gramsci from the 1960s and in particular since the late 1970s, when the Notebooks 

were published for the first time in Spanish in the Gerranta edition. Gramscian categories 

had been used since the mid-1960s by various prominent intellectuals, beginning with 

Víctor Flores Olea and then Arnaldo Córdova, both of whom studied in Italy, and then 

Pablo González Casanova, ex-rector of the UNAM. In addition, the Mexican Communist 

Party adopted a very singular version of the perspective and language of Gramsci in Party 

documents, owing to the knowledge of and interest in Gramsci on the part of its Secretary 

General, Arnoldo Martínez Verdugo, who was significantly influenced by the Italian 

Communist Party and Italian Communist culture in general. As an indication of Gramsci's 

academic presence, it is worth noting that the 1976 requirements for the undergraduate 

degree in sociology at UNAM included a course, created in part by Zavaleta, called 

"Sociological Theory (Lenin-Gramsci)," that was a requirement until 1997.111 

 Finally, it is important to note that Dora Kanoussi and Javier Mena, both at the 

Universidad de Puebla, have written the most important theoretical study of the concept of 

																																																								
111 The concept of passive revolution is not mentioned in the syllabus, which does mention the concepts of 
hegemony, historical bloc, war of maneuver, and collective intellectual, in spite of the fact that the books of 
Portantiero and Buci-Glusckmann appear in the bibliography, along with works by Togliatti, Sacristán, and 
the Pasado y Presente booklet, published in Mexico, titled "Gramsci and the Social Sciences," that includes 
articles by A. Pizzorno, L. Gallino, N. Bobbio, and R. Debray (Programa del curso Teoría Sociológica Lenin-
Gramsci (mimeograph), FCPyS-UNAM: Mexico City, 1976). After revisions in 1997 and 2015, study of 
Gramsci's work remains in the curriculum, but is no longer the title of a course. 
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passive revolution published in the region to date. It is an in-depth study that highlights the 

importance of the concept in the following terms: 

Passive revolution characterizes the transformations that take place in two distinct 

epochs: the rise and the decline of the bourgeoisie. It explains hegemony, the 

construction of the bourgeois state, and also the crisis and the construction of 

proletarian hegemony. Given that it is the content and the reason for the Prison 

Notebooks, it can be said in all rigor that passive revolution is the key to 

comprehension of Gramscian thought. (Mena-Kanoussi, 1985: 97) 

 In addition there has been a sporadic and highly differentiated use of the concept in 

Mexico, with respect to the study of historic processes. I will mention the three cases where 

the concept plays a central interpretive role, as examples of the polarization that I have been 

analyzing.112 Enrique Montalvo, in his book on nationalism and the state, interprets the 

Mexican Revolution, in particular the second stage, after the Constituyente de 1917, as a 

passive revolution. 

The Mexican Revolution can be interpreted as a Jacobin revolution, according to its 

initial features. However, in its later development the active social elements were 

subordinated and absorbed within a process of passive revolution implemented by 

the nascent state. . . . The passive revolution developed in Mexico, formed from the 

war of position undertaken by the ruling class, began to unfold with the beginning 

of the institutionalization of the Mexican Revolution, and found its culmination in 

the stage that inaugurated Cardenismo. (Montalvo, 1985: 119, 121) 

																																																								
112 At the same time, for example, an article by John Womack that mentions Aricó does not cite Gramsci 
except in a footnote, which does not cite a text, as support for an analysis, based on other authors, relative to 
the role of the bourgeoisie in the Mexican Revolution (Womack, 2012: 18). 
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For Montalvo, the state becomes the center of the processes of reproduction of social 

relations. On the one hand, it carries out a restructuring of industrial production, while on 

the other, it absorbs and subordinates the activation of the masses and the "national and 

popular collective will" in its institutionalization of workers' and peasants' unions and 

implements a policy of education of the masses (Montalvo 1985: 121). 

 In a very different direction, Semo (2012) offers an interpretation of Mexican 

history identifying a series of three passive revolutions or modernizations: the Bourbon 

Reforms (1780-1810), the Porfiriato (1880-1910), and neoliberalism (1982-2012) (Semo, 

2012). Clearly, Semo puts passive revolution and conservative modernization first and does 

not consider what was for Gramsci a decisive factor, that of control and containment of the 

subaltern classes: that is, the dimensions of counter-revolution, concessions, and 

transformism that are characteristic of the processes of passive revolution. 

 More recently, Adam Morton, an English Gramscian, has offered a medium-length 

reading, both systematic and documented, from the perspective of historical sociology, of 

what he calls the "permanent passive revolution" in Mexico. Morton analyzes the 

imbrication among the formation of the modern state, the mobilization of masses, and 

capitalist development (unequal and combined) in the revolutionary and post-revolutionary 

period. He considers neoliberalism a shock adjustment to the continuity of the strategy of 

passive revolution, whose consensual or hegemonic dimension (which he would call 

minimal) is reflected in "democratization from above" (Morton, 2011). 

In sum, the Mexican Revolution was a form of passive revolution in which there 

was an expansion of capitalist relations through not only a series of violent ruptures 

and changes, but also of continuities in the power of the dominant classes. The 

rights of the subaltern classes were simultaneously achieved and displaced: agrarian 
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reform, workers' rights, oil expropriation, nationalism, and Cardenismo. The result 

was a combination of revolution and restoration. . . . These contradictions of the 

passive revolution then passed on to the epoch of stabilizing development, the age 

of neoliberalism, the failure of PRI hegemony, and the emergence of different forms 

of resistance by the subaltern classes. These forms have included guerrilla 

movements in the countryside and urban areas and also autonomous workers' 

organizations and student movements (Morton, 2011). 

Although the hypothesis of a continuum of the passive revolution is suggestive, particularly 

in the case of the continuity of the PRI in Mexico, it does not allow us to appreciate the 

specificity of some situations, in particular the variation in recourse to hegemonic practices 

(client and corporative) between populist and neoliberal governments from the same party, 

and the consequent internal ruptures to the social or dominant consensus. 

 These three studies of Mexico exemplify the dissonance between readings that 

identify passive revolutions as progressive phenomena and those that point to more 

regressive forms. This is an interpretive difference with significant political implications, as 

it recalls the terms of bitter Marxist debates about the Mexican Revolution, the post-

revolutionary regime, the national bourgeoisie, and the tasks and role of revolutionary 

socialists in the history of that current through its crisis in the 1980s (Modonesi, 2003). 

 

The Epoch of Progressive Governments 

 In recent times, in the twenty years from the mid-1990s to the present, in the heat of 

the emergence of popular and anti-neoliberal movements and the progressive governments 

that followed them, the concept of passive revolution has reappeared as a key to Latin 

American political processes. It is important to note how, in contrast with past analyses, it 
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is now a political analysis of processes in progress, rather than a retrospective or historical 

one. In this sense, it is more like those sketches for readings that emerged in the heat of the 

military dictatorships of the 1970s than the attempts to interpret populist and national-

popular phenomena of the 1920s through the 1960s. 

 It is first necessary to note that to date, there has been only one attempt at a 

Gramscian analysis of the whole of Latin America and of the phenomenon of the so-called 

progressive governments as a set of passive revolutions,113 a book I wrote in 2011 that was 

published in 2012. The principal theses are the following: 

1. The transformations occurring in the decade following the impetus of the 

progressive Latin American governments can be called revolutions, assuming a 

broad definition . . . , to the extent that they promoted significant anti-neoliberal and 

post-neoliberal changes that can be seen, depending on the case, as varying between 

profound, substantial reforms and a "moderate reformist conservatism," to use an 

expression from Gramsci. Brazil could represent a point of reference for 

conservatism and Venezuela one for a strong reformism with a structural scope. 

2. At the same time, driven initially by the antagonistic activation of popular 

mobilizations but later in the opposite direction, as a result of its limitations, the 

process was directed from above, even while it incorporated certain demands 

formulated from below. From the perspective of class, the progressive political 

forces reconfigured their alliances from the height of the government, incorporating 

																																																								
113 With respect to the use of the concept, even in the absence of a Gramscian approach, there is an article by 
the Panamanian Marco Gandásegui, using the concept of passive revolution associated with populism—
without citing Gramsci—to discredit the significance of the Latin American progressive governments from a 
structural perspective that notes the continuance of extractivism and the subordination to imperialism 
(Gandásegui, 2007). 
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segments of the dominant classes, in terms of interests and orientation of public 

policy as well as through the superimposition of new layers of bureaucracy on top 

of existing ones. In terms of political dynamics and processes, the changes and 

reforms were driven strictly from above, by means of the state, the government, and 

in particular presidential power, making use of institutionalism and legality as the 

sole means and instrument of political initiative.  

3. In particular, the political forces installed at this governmental height promoted, 

fomented, or took advantage of a more or less pronounced demobilization or 

passivization of popular movements and exercised an effective social control, or 

hegemony, over the subaltern classes that undermined, partially but significantly, 

their incipient and fragile autonomy and their antagonistic capacity, in fact 

generating or not counteracting a functional resubalternization and the stability of a 

new political equilibrium. The passive element thus became characteristic, 

distinctive, decisive, and common, in the retreat from an antagonistic politicization 

to a subaltern depoliticization in the configuration of the various Latin American 

processes. 

4. In the context of these passive revolutions, important phenomena of transformism 

were operating to the extent that elements, groups, or entire sectors of popular 

movements were co-opted and absorbed by conservative forces, alliances, and 

projects. Specifically, they "moved" to the field of institutionalism and state 

apparatuses to carry out public policy in the area of redistribution, generally in the 

form of assistance, as well as the corresponding processes of demobilization and 

social control and, eventually, of controlled mobilization. 

5. The Latin American modality of passive revolution feeds on the tradition of the 
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caudillo and introduces itself in the form of a progressive Caesarism, to the extent 

to which the catastrophic equilibrium between neoliberalism and anti-neoliberalism 

has been resolved through a progressive synthesis (that is, tending toward anti- and 

post-neoliberalism) around a charismatic figure acting as a mediator at the center of 

the process. In effect, progressive governments revolve around the figure of a 

popular caudillo who guarantees not only a proportionality between transformation 

and conservation, but also makes it viable and assures its fundamentally passive and 

delegating character, even when it occasionally recurs to specific, contained forms 

of mobilization. (Modonesi 2012: 221-223) 

 Later, in 2013 and 2015, using this same analytical perspective of passive 

revolution, I showed a turn from the predominantly progressive toward a more regressive 

profile, coinciding with a loss of hegemony, in all of the progressive Latin American 

governments (Modonesi, 2013; 2015). Consistent with these ideas, some authors 

characterized the political processes in Ecuador, Argentina, and Brazil as passive 

revolutions. In an extensive work, Francisco Muñoz has interpreted the government of 

Ecuadorean President Rafael Correa from a Gramscian perspective, with a systematic use 

of the categories of passive revolution, Caesarism, and transformism: 

Rafael Correa's project has revealed itself as a proposal for capitalist modernization 

of Ecuador, clearly the most far-reaching of those that have been attempted in the 

past. In this sense it has been constituted in a key moment of the so-called 

Gramscian "passive revolution," to the extent that this category accounts for the 

foundation of the new bourgeois state, or "state modernization," and also the 

attempts by the Ecuadorean bourgeoisie to adapt in the current phase of advanced 

international capitalism. . . . From Gramsci's theoretical vision of political crises we 
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can observe that the seven years of Correísmo have structured an interventionist 

state of exception and a Bonapartist regime that has manifested the dialectic 

between "progressive and regressive" tendencies that is characteristic of "passive 

revolutions." The imposition of the regressive tendency, which in the historical 

dialectic of Correísmo expresses itself as a tension between hegemony and 

coercion, manifests itself as a constant, revealing the character of the Ecuadorean 

transition. It is a tension between definition of the political domain corresponding to 

the pattern of extractivist accumulation and the exclusion of the Ecuadorean social 

and environmental movements. (Muñoz, 2014: 296, 308) 

 In Argentina, the sociologist Maristella Svampa has characterized Kirchner in the 

following terms: 

In sum, Kirchnerism is a case of passive revolution, a category that serves to 

understand the tension between transformation and restoration in transitional 

epochs, that leads finally to the reconstitution of social relations in a hierarchical 

order of domination. Change, and at the same time, conservation: Model 

Progressivism carried out in a national-popular form, with Latin Americanist 

aspirations and at the same time Model Plundering, established upon the 

comparative advantages offered by the Commodity Consensus. After ten years of 

Kirchnerism it has not been easy to escape from the "restoration-revolution" trap it 

proposes; it was the progressive middle classes, with their discourse of rupture, their 

not often recognized alliance with major power groups, who were responsible for 

restoring the dominant order from above, neutralizing and co-opting the demands 

from below. (Svampa, 2013) 
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In a book on the government of Néstor Kirchner, Julio Godio had previously adopted the 

notion of "revolution from above," avoiding the concept of passive revolution, and without 

using Gramsci's array of concepts, except that of transformism (Godio, 2006).  

 There has been a parallel debate in Brazil about the governments of the Workers' 

Party (PT). In a 2005 article in the journal Social Forces, Alvaro Bianchi and Ruy Braga 

outlined the idea of a social-liberal "passive revolution à la mode brésilienne," to 

differentiate it from neoliberalism in relation to redistribution policies and to show the 

transformism and "financialization" of the upper-level trade union bureaucracy (Bianchi, 

2005: 1757). Coutinho opposed this reading, preferring the use of the formula "hegemony 

of small politics," since he did not see substantial differences linked to demands from 

below, and he observed that the consensus was strictly passive. He thus maintained that it 

was a clear and simple counter-reform, a continuation of neoliberalism (Coutinho, 2010: 

32).  

 Incidentally, it is interesting to note that Coutinho defines passive revolution here as 

reformism from above, distinguishing it from phenomena of counter-revolution and 

counter-reform (Coutinho, 2010: 33). This is an accurate definition, but problematic if we 

compare it with his previous work, since it would appear that the reform from above of the 

1937 and 1964 coups had more consensus than the counter-reform without concessions, the 

non-reformist neoliberalism of the PT governments of 2002 to 2010. Here, Brazilian 

Gramscianism supports the definition of passive revolution as "dictatorship without 

hegemony," but with a minimal consensus attributed to the leading groups of the Left, 

arguing that transformism is not a phenomenon exclusive to the processes of passive 

revolution, but that it can also be found in counter-reforms (Coutinho, 2010: 36-37).  
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 In 2010, Braga responded to Coutinho, defending the understanding of the PT 

governments as passive revolution, characterizing the process as a conservative 

modernization linked to the financial sphere as well as to transformations in labor, where 

the "Bolsa Familia" social welfare program and public policy regarding wages and other 

matters represented concessions to those at the bottom (Braga, 2010: 10-11). Addressing 

the question of hegemony, without forgetting the demobilization of social movements, 

Braga pointed to the passive consent of the subaltern classes and the active consent of the 

PT leadership and members who took over administration of the state and the pension 

funds (Braga, 2010: 14). 

 The prominent sociologist Francisco De Oliveira, for his part, maintains that it is 

neither a case of the passive way nor of populism, but he notes aspects of transformism, co-

optation, and demobilization (De Oliveira: 2011), characterizing the process ironically as 

"hegemony in reverse." "It is the dominators who consent to being led politically by the 

dominated," he writes, "under the condition that the 'moral leadership' does not question the 

form of capitalist exploitation" (De Oliveira, 2010: 27). Edmundo Fernandes Dias, another 

well-known Brazilian Gramscian, does see the PT governments as a passive revolution, 

even maintaining that a process of "Lulification" has extended to all of Latin America 

(though he mentions only the examples of the Frente Amplio in Uruguay, of Evo Morales 

in Bolivia, and Lugo en Paraguay), given the incorporation of representatives of the 

subaltern classes into the state apparatus, thus "decapitating their leadership" (Fernandes 

Dias 2012: 154). Fernandes Dias has a very broad definition of passive revolution, asserting 

that "from the post-Revolutionary period in France to the present day, the bourgeois way 

has constituted itself as a passive revolution," (126) but that is also applicable to real 
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socialism (188). Instead of defining it as a dictatorship without hegemony he offers the 

suggestive and contradictory formula of "hegemony without hegemony."114 

 In sum, a debate has been opened in Brazil and in other Latin American countries 

with profound political as well as strictly analytical implications about the configuration 

that appeared at the beginning of the twenty-first century. It is a debate that demonstrates 

the vitality of Gramscian categories and in particular the relevance of the concept of passive 

revolution. 

 

Final Considerations 

 Based on this review of authors and perspectives we can outline some 

considerations to be weighed with respect to the criteria presented here. The first is that the 

concept of passive revolution has had significant circulation in the past and continues to be 

used in the present. As several authors have noted, particularly Gramscians from Argentina 

and Brazil, the recurrence and persistence of dynamics of capitalist modernization and 

politics that are activated and directed from above, through a state that predominates over 

civil society, lends itself to a Gramscian interpretation. The concept is a specter haunting 

the debates in Latin American, not only because the threat of passive revolution has been 

both real and realized at different points in its history, but also because the concept, as I 

have tried to show, has been present without fully materializing as a crucial interpretive key 

to the political processes of the region. 

																																																								
114 "Hegemony without hegemony, which is typical of passive revolution, needs and calls for a discourse that 
neutralizes the voice, the project, of the antagonists. There is nothing odd in those being dominated 
reproducing as their own the discourse that legitimizes their oppression. That discourse is an illusion, but a 
necessary illusion. It is a discourse that provides a sophisticated way of reading reality in the opposite 
direction as those being dominated, yet manages to gain their acceptance" (Fernandes Dias, 2012: 117). 
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 Another consideration is that the concept of passive revolution has been used most 

in the largest countries—Brazil, Mexico, and Argentina—which have been more receptive 

to Gramscian thought in general, and which have a greater degree of intellectual, academic, 

and editorial output. It has not only been used in historical studies, but has also been 

present in political science, not so much in the general academic discipline as in the 

advanced political analysis of committed intellectual exercises, in the search for tools for 

the analysis of ongoing processes or historical moments, but always with an eye toward a 

strategic understanding of the present. This practice belongs to a certain tradition or 

tendency in Latin America, more than in other parts of the world, of "amphibious 

intellectuals" with the interest and ability to move about in the world of political 

commitment and activism as well as in the academic world (Svampa, 2008).  

 At the same time, we should recognize that many interpretations based on the 

concept of passive revolution have fallen short, promising intuitions that were never fully 

or systematically developed. Its analytical potential has been limited by various factors that 

we can identify and enumerate. First, it is obvious that in a work like Gramsci's with a 

structure and complexity that is difficult to access and understand, the concept of passive 

revolution has a specific ambiguity and semantic range, as shown in the diverse and 

sometimes contradictory uses I have noted. This ambiguity is reflected in its application to 

dictatorial or frankly right-wing or reactionary phenomena, or to those that are populist or 

national-popular. As we have seen, the tension between transformation and conservation, 

rather than a fertile approach to the study of contradiction, results in dilemmas. In addition, 

apart from the strong Althusserian stamp of Latin American Marxism at its height in the 

1970s, the concept of passive revolution was hindered by Marxist or Leninist concepts, like 

Bonapartism or the Prussian Way, that had greater application and influence because—
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without denigrating their value—they fulfilled the requirements of Marxist and Leninist 

orthodoxy.  

 Finally, based on this diagnosis, I wish to offer a prognostic consideration. I am 

convinced that the use of passive revolution as a concept could be strengthened and 

facilitated not only through a greater dissemination of and acquaintance with the work of 

Gramsci, but also through a labor of conceptual clarification, particularly to distinguish 

between its distinct modalities, with combinations of progressive and regressive tendencies 

in which different features predominate, and articulated in close relationship with the 

processes of Caesarism and transformism (Modonesi, 2016).115  

																																																								
115 Here the direction proposed by Bianchi (2015: 110) is also suggestive: a distinction among models of 
passive revolution, with the French as one of reaction (revolution-restoration), the Piedmontese as anticipation 
and blockade (revolution without revolution), and the American situated on the level of the economic-
productive. At the same time, it would be necessary to consider the intersections between these ideal types. 



186 

	

Bibliography 
 

 
Aguirre Rojas, Carlos (2010), Movimientos antisistémicos, Prohistoria, Rosario. 

Alberoni, Francesco (2014), Movimento e istituzione. Come nascono i partiti, le chiese, le 

nazioni e le civiltà, Sonzogno, Venecia. 

Althusser, Louis (1965), "Contradiction et surdétermination. Notes pour une recherche," in 

Pour Marx, Maspero, Paris. 

Arrighi, Giovanni, Terence K. Hopkins and Immanuel Wallerstein (1999), Movimientos 

antisistémicos, Akal, Madrid. 

Barker, Colin (2013a), "Class Struggle and Social Movements," in Colin Barker et al., 

Marxism and Social Movements, Brill, Leiden-Boston. 

———, et al., (2013b), "Marxism and Social Movements: An Introduction," in Colin 

Barker et al., Marxism and Social Movements, Brill, Leiden-Boston.  

——— (2014), "O movimento como um todo: ondas e crises,"  Revista Outubro, no. 22 

(Sao Paulo). 

Basso, Lelio (1969), Neocapitalismo e sinistra europea, Laterza, Bari. 

Bauman, Zigmunt (1975), Fundamentos de sociología marxista, Alberto Corazón, Madrid. 

Benasayag, Miguel, and Diego Sztulwark (2002), Du contre-pouvoir, La Découverte, Paris. 

Bensaid, Daniel (2001), "Critique marxiste et sociologies critiques," Contretemps, no. 1 

(Paris). 

——— (2003), Marx intempestivo. Grandezas y miserias de una aventura crítica, 

Herramienta, Buenos Aires. 

——— (2010), Marx for Our Times: Adventures and Misadventures of a Critique, Verso, 

London. 



187 

	

——— (2005), La discordance des temps, De la Passion, Paris. 

Bianchi, Alvaro and Ruy Braga (2005), "Brazil: The Lula Government and Financial 

Globalization," Social Forces, vol. 83, no. 4. 

Bidet, Jacques and Gérard Duméni (2007), Altermarxisme. Un autre marxisme pour un 

autre monde, University of France, Paris. 

Bihr, Alain (2012), Les rapports sociaux de clases, Page Deux, Lausanne. 

Blackledge, Paul (2013), "Thinking About (New) Social Movements: Some Insights from 

the British Marxist Historians," in Colin Barker et al., Marxism and Social Movements, 

Brill, Leiden-Boston.  

Bolmain, Thomas (2010), "De la critique du 'procès sans sujet' au concept de subjectivation 

politique. Notes sur le foucaldisme de Jacques Rancière," Dissensus, Varia, no. 3, at 

<http://popups.ulg.ac.be/2031-4981/index.php?id=696>. 

Bourdieu, Pierre, et al. (1998), El oficio del sociólogo, Siglo XXI, México. 

Buci-Glucksmann, Christine (1979), "State, Transition and Passive Revolution," in 

Gramsci and Marxist Theory, Routledge & Kegan, London-Boston.  

Burawoy, Michael, and Erik Olin Wright (2000), "Sociological Marxism," in Erik Olin 

Wright (1994), Interrogating Inequality: Essays on Class Analysis, Socialism and 

Marxism, Verso, London..  

Burgio, Alberto (2007), Per Gramsci. Crisi e potenza del moderno, DeriveApprodi, Roma. 

——— (2014), Gramsci. Il sistema in movimiento, DeriveApprodi, Roma. 

Castells, Manuel (2012), Redes de indignación y esperanza. Los movimientos sociales en la 

era de Internet, Alianza, Madrid. 

Cefai, Daniel (2007), Pourquoi se mobilise-t-on? Les théories de l'action collective, La 

Découverte, Paris. 



188 

	

Chibber, Vivek (2013), "Qué vive y qué ha muerto en la teoría marxista," Políticas de la 

memoria, no. 13 (CeDinCi-UNSAM, Buenos Aires). 

Chihu Amparán, Aquiles (coord.) (2006), El "análisis de marcos" en la sociología de los 

movimientos sociales, UAM-Iztapalapa / Porrúa, México. 

Colectivo Situaciones et al. (2001), Contrapoder. Una introducción, De Mano a Mano, 

Buenos Aires. 

Corcuff, Philippe (2001), "Marx et les nouvelles sociologies: les voies d'un dialogue dans 

l'après-décembre 1995," Contretemps, no. 1 (Paris). 

Coutinho, Carlos Nelson (2007), "L'epoca neoliberale: rivoluzione passiva o 

controriforma?", Critica marxista, no. 2 (Riuniti, Roma). 

——— (2009), "Catarsis," in Guido Liguori and Pascuale Voza (eds.), Dizionario 

Gramsciano (1926-1937), Carocci, Bari. 

Cox, Laurence (2013), "Eppur si muove. Thinking social movemente," in Colin Barker et 

al., Marxism and Social Movements, Brill, Leiden-Boston.  

——— and Alf Gunvald Nilsen (2014), We Make Our Own History. Marxism and Social 

Movements in the Twilight of Neoliberalism, Pluto, London. 

Dardot, Pierre and Christian Laval (2012), Marx, prénom: Karl, Gallimard, Paris.  

De Felice, Franco (1988), "Revolución pasiva, fascismo, americanismo en Gramsci," in 

Dora Kanoussi and Javier Mena (comps.), Filosofía y política en el pensamiento de 

Gramsci, Cultura Popular, México. 

Eagleton, Ferry (2005), Ideología. Una introducción, Buenos Aires, Paidós. 

Ejército Zapatista de Liberación Nacional (2002), "Carta para Ángel Lara alias El ruso," 

octubre, en <http://palabra.ezln.org.mx/comunicados/2002/2002_10_12.html>. 

Fernández Buey, Francisco (1998), Marx sin ismos, El Viejo Topo, Madrid. 



189 

	

Fillieule, Oliver, Mathieu Lilian and Cécile Péchu (coords.) (2009), Dictionnaire des 

mouvements sociaux, Les presses de SciencesPo, Paris. 

Fillieule, Olivier (2010), "Tombeau pour Charles Tilly. Répertoires, performances et stratégies d'action," in 

Olivier Fillieule, Eric Agrikoliansky, and Isabelle Sommier (coords.), Penser les mouvements sociaux. 

Conflicts sociaux et contestations dans les sociétés contemporaines, La Découverte, Paris.  

______ and Bernard Pudal (2009), "Sociologie du militantisme," in Olivier Fillieule, Lilian 

Mathieu and Cécile Péchu (coords.), Dictionnaire des mouvements sociaux, Les presses 

de SciencesPo, Paris. 

______ (2010), "Sociologie du militantisme. Problématisations et déplacement des 

méthodes d'enquète," in Olivier Filleule, Éric Agrikoliansky e Isabelle Sommier, Penser 

les mouvements sociaux. Conflits sociaux et contestationes dans les sociétés 

contemporaines, La Découverte, Paris. 

Foucault, Michel (1978), The History of Sexuality. Vol. I: An Introduction, Pantheon, New 

York. 

Gómez, Marcelo (2014a), "Antagonismo sin clases y clases sin antagonismo en Laclau," 

Utopía y Praxis Latinoamericana. Revista Internacional de Filosofía Iberoamericana y 

Teoría Social, year 19, no. 64 (Universidad de Zulia, Maracaibo,  January-March). 

——— (2014b), El regreso de las clases. Clase, acción colectiva y movimientos sociales, 

Biblos, Buenos Aires. 

Gramsci, Antonio (1981-1999), Cuadernos de la cárcel, Era, México, 6 vols. 

——— (2007), Prison Notebooks, ed. and trans. Joseph A. Buttigieg, Columbia University 

Press, New York, 3 vols. 

——— (1971), Selections from the Prison Notebooks, ed. and trans. Quintin Hoare and 

Geoffrey Nowell Smith, International Publishers, New York. 



190 

	

Gurr, Ted Robert (1970), Why Men Rebel, Princeton University Press, Princeton.  

Gutiérrez Aguilar, Raquel (2013), "Sobre la permanencia de lo impermanente. 

Provocaciones en torno a la posibilidad de perseverar en el trastrocamiento de la 

dominación más allá del momento explícito de la rebelión," in Rhina Roux and Felipe 

Ávila (comps.), Miradas sobre la historia. Homenaje a Adolfo Gilly, Era, México. 

Hardt, Michael, and Antonio Negri (2010), Comune. Oltre il pubblico e il privato, Rizzoli, 

Milán. 

——— (2012), Declaración, Akal, Madrid. 

Hobsbawm, Eric J. (2000), Rebeldes primitivos. Estudio sobre las formas arcaicas de los 

movimientos sociales en los siglos XIX y XX, Crítica, Barcelona. 

Holloway, John (1995), "Historia y marxismo abierto," Dialéctica, year 18, no. 27, Nueva 

Época.  

——— (2002), Change the World Without Taking Power, Pluto Press, London. Available 

at: https://libcom.org/library/chapter-8-critical-revolutionary-subject.  

——— (2010), Crack Capitalism, Pluto Press, London. 

Jasper, James M. (2012), "Las emociones y los movimientos sociales: veinte años de teoría 

e investigación," Revista Latinoamericana de Estudios sobre Cuerpos, Emociones y 

Sociedad, year 4, no. 10 (Buenos Aires).  

Krinsky, John (2013), "Marxism and the Politics of Possibility: Beyond Academic 

Boundaries," en Colin Barker et al., Marxism and Social Movements, Brill, Leiden-

Boston.  

Laclau, Ernesto and Chantal Mouffe (2004), Hegemonía y estrategia socialista, Fondo de 

Cultura Económica, Buenos Aires. 



191 

	

Larraín, Jorge (2007-2010), El concepto de ideología, LOM, Santiago de Chile, cuatro 

tomos. 

Lefebvre, Henri (1968), Sociologie de Marx, University of France, Paris. 

Lenin, Vladimir Ilich ([1902] 1975), ¿Qué hacer?, Fundamentos, Madrid. 

Liguori, Guido and Pasquale Voza (comps.) (2009), Dizionario Gramsciano (1926-1937), 

Carocci, Roma. 

Losurdo, Domenico (2013), La lotta di classe. Una storia política e filosófica, Laterza, 

Roma. 

Luxemburgo, Rosa (1919), "El orden reina en Berlín," at 

<https://www.marxists.org/espanol/luxem/01_19.html>. 

Mangoni, Luisa (1987), "La genesi delle categorie storico-politiche nei 'Quaderni del 

carcere'," Studi Storici, year 28, no. 3 (Fondazione Istituto Gramsci, Roma). 

Marx, Karl (1860), Carta a Freiligrath, 29 de febrero. 

——— (1963), The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, International Publishers, 

New York. 

——— (1987), Miseria de la filosofía. Respuesta a Filosofía de la miseria de Proudhon, 

Siglo XXI, México. 

Mathieu, Lilian (2012), L'espace des mouvements sociaux, Du croquant, Broissieux. 

Mayer, Nonna (2012), Sociologie des comportements politiques, Armand Colin, Paris. 

Meiksins Wood, Ellen (2013), ¿Una política sin clases? El post-marxismo y su legado, 

RyR, Buenos Aires. 

Melucci, Alberto (1982), L'invenzione del presente. Movimenti, identitá, bisogni individuali, Il Mulino, 

Boloña. 



192 

	

——— (1999), Acción colectiva, vida cotidiana y democracia, El Colegio de México, 

México. 

Mena, Javier (2011), "Sul concetto di rivoluzione passiva," in Dora Kanoussi, Giancarlo 

Schirru, and Giuseppe Vacca, Studi gramsciani nel mondo. Gramsci in America Latina, 

Il Mulino-Fondazione Istituto Gramsci, Boloña. 

Mezzadra, Sandro (2014), Nei cantieri marxiani. Il soggetto e la sua produzione, 

Manifestolibri, Roma. 

Miliband, Ralph (1988), "Class Analysis," in Anthony Giddens and Jonathan Turner, Social 

Theory Today, Stanford University Press, Stanford, California.  

Modonesi, Massimo (2014), Subalternity, Antagonism, Autonomy: Constructing the 

Political Subject, Pluto Press, London.  

——— (coord.) (2015), Movimientos subalternos, antagonistas y autónomos en México y 

América Latina, Clacso / UNAM, México. 

——— and Mónica Iglesias (2015), "Perspectivas teóricas para el estudio de los 

movimientos sociopolíticos en América Latina: ¿cambio de época o década perdida?", 

De raíz diversa, no. 5 (Posgrado de Estudios Latinoamericanos, UNAM, México). 

Moore, Barrington, Jr. (1978), Injustice: The Social Bases of Obedience and Revolt, M.E. 

Sharpe, White Plains, New York.  

Morton, Adam (2011). Revolution and State in Modern Mexico: The Political Economy of 

Uneven Development, Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham, Maryland. 

Mothé, Daniel (1973), Le metier du militant, Seuil, Paris. 

Mouffe, Chantal (2014), Agonística. Pensar el mundo políticamente, Fondo de Cultura 

Económica, México. 



193 

	

Negri, Antonio (2001), "Contrapoder," in Colectivo Situaciones, Contrapoder. Una 

introducción, De Mano a Mano, Buenos Aires. 

——— (2007), Dall'operaio massa all'operaio sociale. Intervista sull'operaismo, Ombre 

corte, Verona. 

Neveu, Eric (1996), Sociologie des mouvements sociaux, La Découverte, Paris. 

Nieto L., Jaime Rafael (2008), Resistencia. Capturas y fugas del poder, Desde abajo, 

Bogotá. 

Nilsen, Alf Gunvald and Laurence Cox (2013), "What Would a Marxist Theory of Social 

Movements Look Like?", in Colin Barker, Laurence Cox, John Krinsky, and Alf 

Gunvald Nilsen, Marxism and Social Movements, Brill, Leiden-Boston.  

Prestipino, Giuseppe (2013), "Egemonia e controegemonia in Gramsci," Esse, no. 0 

(Roma). 

Pudal, Bernard (2011), "Los enfoques teóricos y metodológicos de la militancia," Revista 

de Sociología, no. 25 (Universidad de Chile, Santiago).  

Ramírez Gallegos, Franklin (2015), "Subjetivación política y perspectivas del cambio," in 

Massimo Modonesi (coord.), Movimientos subalternos, antagonistas y autónomos en 

México y América Latina, Clacso / UNAM, México. 

Rancière, Jacques (1996), El desacuerdo. Política y filosofía, Nueva Visión, Buenos Aires.  

Retamozo, Martín and Soledad Stoessel (2014), "El concepto de antagonismo en la teoría 

política contemporánea," Estudios Políticos, no. 44 (Medellín). 

Sartre, Jean Paul (1963), Crítica de la razón dialéctica, Losada, Buenos Aires.  

——— (1968), Search for a Method, Vintage, New York. 

Scott, James C. (1990), Domination and the Arts of Resistance: Hidden Transcripts, Yale 

University Press, New Haven, Connecticut. 



194 

	

Simmel, Georg (2010), El conflicto. Sociología del antagonismo, Sequitur, Madrid. 

Tapia, Luis (1996), Politización. Ensayos teóricos-metodológicos para el análisis político, 

Cides-UMSA, La Paz. 

Tassin, Etienne (2012), "De la subjectivacion política. Althusser/Rancière/Foucault/Arendt 

/Deleuze," Revista de Estudios Sociales, no. 43 (Bogotá). 

Therborn, Goran (2014), ¿Del marxismo al posmarxismo?, Akal, Madrid. 

Thomas, Peter (2009a), "Catharsis," Historical Materialism, no. 17 (Brill, Leiden-Boston).  

Thompson, E. P. (2009b), The Gramscian Moment. Philosophy, Hegemony and Marxism, 

Brill, Leiden-Boston. 

——— (1978), "Eighteenth-Century English Society: Class Struggle without Class?", 

Social History vol. 3 (London). 

———  (1965), "The Peculiarities of the English," Socialist Register, vol. 2 (London).  

——— (1995), The Poverty of Theory: Or an Orrery of Errors, London, Merlin Press. 

——— (1984), Tradición, revuelta y conciencia de clase, Critica, Barcelona. 

Tilly, Charles (2010), Democracia, Akal, Barcelona. 

——— and Sidney Tarrow (2008), La política del conflitto, Mondadori, Roma. 

Touraine, Alain (1965), Sociologie de l'action, Du Seuil, Paris.  

——— (1978), La voix et le regard, Du Seuil, Paris. 

——— (1984), Le retour de l'acteur, Librairie Arthème Fayard, Paris. 

Tronti, Mario (2001), Obreros y capital, Akal, Madrid. 

Trotsky, León (1938), "Discusión sobre América Latina," in Resumen estenográfico de una 

discusión en Coyoacán entre Trotsky, Curtiss y los guardias americanos de Trotsky, 4 

de noviembre, trad. de la versión en francés publicada en Oeuvres, tomo 19, p. 129, ed. 



195 

	

por el Instituto León Trotsky de Francia, en http://www.ceip.org.ar/Discusion-sobre-

America-Latina-1>. 

——— (2013), Escritos latinoamericanos, IPS, México. 

Vakaloulis, Michel (2000), "Antagonismo social y acción colectiva," OSAL, no. 2 (Clacso, 

Buenos Aires).  

Van der Linden, Marcel (2013), "Proletariado: conceito e polémicas," Revista Outubro, no. 

21 (São Paulo, 2º semestre). 

Volpi, Mauro (1985), "El bonapartismo: historia, análisis, teoría," Criticas de la Economía 

Política, no. 24/25 (El Caballito, México). 

Voza, Pasquale (2004), "Rivoluzione passiva," in Fabio Frosini and Guido Liguori, Le 

parole di Gramsci, Carocci, Roma.  

Wallerstein, Immanuel (2003), "Nuevas revueltas contra el sistema," New Left Review, no. 

18 (London). 

Williams, Raymond (1977), Marxism and Literature, Oxford, Oxford University Press. 

Wood, Ellen Meiskins (2000), "La clase como proceso y como relación," in Democracia 

contra capitalismo, Siglo XXI, México. 

Wright, Erik Olin (1994), Interrogating Inequality: Essays on Class Analysis, Socialism 

and Marxism, Verso, London. 

——— (2005), "Social Class," in George Ritzer (coord.), Encyclopedia of Social Theory, 

Sage, New York. 

Zald, Mayer N. and John D. McCarthy (1979), "Social Movement Industries: Competition 

and Cooperation Among Movement Organizations," Research in Social Movements. 

Conflicts and Change, vol. 111, Connecticut. 



196 

	

Zibechi, Raúl (2015), Descolonizar el pensamiento crítico y las rebeldías. Autonomía y 

emancipaciones en la era del progresismo, Bajo Tierra, México. 

Zizek, Slavoj (s.f.), "La subjectivation polítique et ses vicisitudes," in 

<http://osibouake.org/IMG/pdf/ZIZEK_La_subjectivation_politique_et_ses_vicissitudes

.pdf>. 

 

 

 

 

 


