
 

 
Call Yourself a Communist!? Enda Deburca  

 
Terror of being labeled communist 
In the latest edition of Lacanian Ink 40 Badiou posits a question 
we need ask regarding our understanding of communism and 
revolution. Is there a necessary relationship in history between 
the communist Idea and Terror? 
Badiou links the communist idea to violence in 4 different ways: 
-  
 
1) Revolutionary violence, ‘…an ideological and political 
legitimation of insurrection or people's war, and therefore the 
collective violence directed at the exploiters and their police and 
military apparatuses.'  
2) Dictatorship of the proletariat. Short period of legitimate 
Counter revolutionary violence to repress the potential 
aggression of the former ruling classes and their state 
apparatuses. Destruction by the new power of the working 
classes of everything that remained of the exploiter's 
apparatuses. 
3) the 19th century communist idea involved (over a long period 
of time) the different types of Violence, linked to the Radical 
transformation of Society, rather than of the state. The 
collectivisation of land, agriculture, industrial development, 



formation of new military apparatus, creation of new cultural and 
artistic forms. Powerful conflicts, antagonisms at all levels, linked 
to the communist idea and symptoms of real communist idea in 
practice. Constraints exerted on a mass scale, resembling civil 
wars had to be accepted. Communism represented the name of 
something for the construction of which, a real violence was 
unavoidable. 
4) Anxieties and antagonisms regarding the birth of an entirely 
new society in history, formalised as the struggle between two 
ways of life, the bourgeois and the capitalist. This struggle 
cutting across all social fields including the communist party 
itself. Thus violence was link dot the communist idea impinge 
that a united group has a hold on power and therefore the 
chronic liquidation, known as purges of real or imaginary 
adversaries. 
Now these are the separate relations of the communist idea to 
violence and is material historical reality involves the shiftiness of 
human relations the violence has been played out in historical 
moments of revolution in far more messy ways than in the idea. 
Badiou’s references Robespierre and Stalin in relation to the 
difficulty in distinguishing between violent mob violence and the 
new state's necessary dictatorial violence. It is always the state 
violence, from Robespierre to Stalinist purges which is flaunted 
by anti-communist propagandist in their attempt to cement the 
cynicism of the everyday liberal democracy by positing terror as 
the only alternative to capitalist and thus legitimising tier own 
state terror of privatising public spaces, education, closing 
libraries, the intensification of exploitation of out-sourcing 
industry, mobilising of millions of worker immigration, hostile 
take overs of small businesses, austerity haircuts implemented, 
and benefit cuts and NHS losses the most vulnerable groups of 
our society, while rents rocket for the wealthy propertied classes. 
So in our age of individual pro-choice cynicism the very idea of 
egalitarianism is considered ridiculously naive not least because 
it is always immediately, unconsciously associated with TERROR! 
This is what the capitalist class wants us to believe. It suits their 
interest.  
After Aristotle line of thinking, distinguishing between violent 
and natural acts in nature. Adam Smith and Ricardo etc 
capitalist's apologists have posited the economic ideas that 
private property and the intensification of the appropriation of 
wealth are natural phenomena, the natural progress of man. This 
type of belief is religious, good v evil and is at the very 
masochistic kernel of liberal democratic subjectivity formation, 
the fundamental fantasy structuring of liberal cynicism and it is 



therefore as Freud discovered regarding the impossible return of 
the death drive, in the clinic, impossible to shift without shifting 
the vey socio-symbolic parameters of the fantasy's ideological 
and violent construction. 
Badiou argues that liberal, (anti-Communist) propaganda applies 
this splitting of the world into nature and terror, applies it to 
economics, politics and history. How do we respond to this 
splitting (which mirrors the splitting of the ego, Melanie Klein's 
good/bad object on a totalitarianism, global level)? 
Capitalism's ideological apologists, the liberal propagandists 
claim that the very idea of an egalitarian society is so anathema 
to human nature that such a society could only be maintained by 
pure terror. Badiou " insists that we need a clear response to this 
argument". We can firstly deny that violence/terror is necessary. 
Secondly terror can be recognised, it's scope and necessity can 
be acknowledged. We can also respond that terror was a 
legitimate response at one point of history and those 
circumstances are such now that terror is no longer necessary. 
Lastly we can look on " the existence of terror as a sign of 
deviation, a practical error" which should have been and should 
be avoided. Badiou goes on to say that All 4 of these different 
refutations of liberal propaganda can all be supported by 
compelling arguments that can be brought to bear. 
At the beginning of the 1950s Krushchev's government admitted 
that the Terror had existed in the 30s and stated that they 
wanted to break from the Stalinist past at the same time the 
liberal propagandists upped the ante and western opinion that 
communism equals Terror was cemented in the mindset of 'free' 
westerners. 
The cementing of this ideological propaganda allowed the 
confidence for the neo-liberal agenda to go ahead escalate 
exploitation without anymore having to worry about political or 
ideological damage to the structuring of Capitalist exploitation 
as it has now become the only legitimate, the only natural system 
to carry out human businesses. 
It is interesting to compare the real violence implemented by the 
Capitalist's classes on communities across the globe in the last 
forty years. The violent horror of existence of the housing 
standards, no sanitation and no pay for one third of workers in 
multi=national corporations inching, the sweat shops, the impact 
on human beings after the violent uprooting of peasants forced 
to mass exodus, forcibly removed from their homes. It is no 
co=incidence that the two countries who are now practicing the 
most brutal state capitalism Russia and China are the same two 
countries with which the propagandists used a example sot link 



their ideological paranoiac construction of the necessary link 
between terror and communism. Real capitalist class violence, 
the intensification of methods to extract surplus value from the 
working class results in the traumatic breakdown of industrial 
bases to 'traditional' communities, the creation of a huge surplus 
army of reserve workers what Marx called the stagnant reserve 
army, the violence of ideological shifting/restructuring of the 
collective identity from one of familial and ethnic ties for 
example, to one of mutually recognising individual rights 
respects, the incarceration of masses of the disenfranchised and 
the unemployed youth, the ever increasing rise of property costs 
due to 'natural supply and demand'. The natural violence of 
privitasations on the human being who suffers the spiraling costs 
of split public transport systems with little recourse to responsive 
responsibility for breakdowns. The violence of the Tesco-isation 
of the high streets, the capitalist ideological violence of the 
reduction of the human subject to the individual unit of a 
cognitive and behaviorist, emotionally intelligent producer of 
surplus value. The ideological violence of austerity, food banks 
and rising homelessness, outbreaks of irrational violence on our 
streets, the availability of illegal substance use and the damage 
caused to already vulnerable persons whose measured 'mental 
health' scoring and low impulse control is understood by the 
clinical psychological, versed in CBT 'experts' as pathological but 
treatable, symptomatic of violent personality disordered types 
who score high in resistance to change, tests. The almost funny 
violence of the army training our children in schools, along with t 
representatives of the multinationals and the violence of the 
clown puppets Gove and Johnson to education and housing. 
Going back to the ways violence/terror is linked to communist 
revolution, (3) the 19th century communist idea involved (over a 
long period of time) the different types of Violence, linked to the 
Radical transformation of Society, rather than of the state. The 
collectivisation of land, agriculture, industrial development, 
formation of new military apparatus, creation of new cultural and 
artistic forms. Powerful conflicts, antagonisms at all levels, linked 
to the communist idea and symptoms of real communist idea in 
practice. Constraints exerted on a mass scale, resembling civil 
wars had to be accepted. Communism represented the name of 
something for the construction of which, a real violence was 
unavoidable." We could very easily substitute the term capitalism 
and we begin to realise that what we are experiencing a capitalist 
revolution right now, after thirty years on neoliberal fetishisation 
of money circulation which included total deregulation of the 
fictitious finance sector, at the expense of production circulation, 



producing, working communities. The real global destructive 
force of unleashed, unregulated capitalist terror or the 
responsibility of a possible regulated violence we have the choice 
this is the absolute necessity for the communist idea in 
opposition to the unbounded barbarism of Capital. 
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