viously described 1t, the fragments Of this mechanism aye “
by another me,” one already well along the path of the abso
leading in the direction of a fuller self-consciousness.®! Thjs Was a rag; cal
decolonial and dialectical path in which the rebuilt “mechanism” of Tace, th,
central term, was granted the necessary weight to operate.

But rather than closing in on itself, Fanon’s dialectic o

Pens outward ong,
an unpredictable future in which the horizon of universal reconciliatiop i
infinitely deferred.

M Pre.
put togethe;

I am not a prisoner of History . . .

the real leap consists of introducing invention into life,
In the world I am heading for, I am endlessly creating myself.
I'show solidarity with humanity provided I can go one step further®?

“A Society to Be Replaced”

stage not for his rejection o
tion and reconstruction of




way that shakes both (Black) slave and (white) ma
i 8

. t ’
ndialec tical slumbers, F er from their respec-

after having set the
ses forward, diagnos-
a halt in the present

i ' : tion, or find it
enclosed in a teleological view that subsumes race to class s future

The 'l.lﬂlld).l.ﬂlllﬂ]ectlc tlhat emerges from this process is as radicall
A 18 decolonized, building on Sorel’s reformulated dial 4
tic of class struggle while also leaping decisively beyond it.*? Like So:eCI-
Fanon privileges the moment of rupture, diremption, and division that
unleashes dialectical motion, and like Sorel he shuns reconciliation to place
weight on the present moment. Like the irrational rationalism of Sorel’s
rnyth, which underscores the nonrational aspects of human action, Fanon
similarly proposes an unreasonable resort to Black identity against the
double irrationality of the white supremacist world. Where Sorel inverts

tive U anon does not stop
dialectic into motion anew, however, but ingtead prés
ing the danger that this movement wil grind to
through the false universalism of formal emancipa

the Marxian formula to pose the primacy of class-for-itself as a projected
identity that brings the class-in-itself into being, Fanon turns to Hegel
as a source for a dialectic in which the for-itself is already present as a
“subjective certainty (Gewissheit)” to be transformed through combat into
“objective truth (Wahrheit)” as one step on the path toward the universal
self-consciousness of the in-itself-for-itself.3¢ But this unified humanity,
away from which Fanon was driven by force, remains an as-yet undefined
horizon, orienting while not determining a process of combative rupture
that revolutionizes even the structures of the world itself.

Those who would divide Fanon’s oeuvre—distinguishing Black Skin, White
Masks from Wretched of the Earth—often do so by neglecting his decolo-
nized dialectical vision. In the next chapter, however, I argue that it is pre-
cisely this dialectical framework that Fanon would later transpose in an
attempt to understand the Algerian revolution and decolonization 1-nore
broadly. Both the Algerian context and the historical moment were differ-
ent, however, and these differences would fill Fanon’s dialectics wx%h nev-v
content. The Negritude Movement had passed, in his viev:r, from- dlal;.;ctl-
cal vanguard to a conservative force in African political life. In 1-ts p ce,
Fanon would turn to national consciousness, but despite thf umfylrfg o
totalizing significance many associate with the conce'rpt of th.e natm::o
the basic contours of Fanon’s decolonized dialectic—its al.:tentw'eness "
Ronbeing, the violent projection of identity to set frozen hlstmq;:l ;nt:):;x-
ton, and a radical open-endedness that foregrounds rupture

Pense of closure—would remain intact.
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At least according to its author, Black Skin, White Masks vy, la

concerned with the alienation of middle-class racialized subjects
those living in the metropole. But as he drew toward a conclusion, p
turned his eyes toward Africa and the colonized, recognizing thas

the motivations for disalienating a physician from Guadeloupe ite
sentially different from those for the Afrlc.an .construction Worker
the port at Abidjan. For the former, alienation is almost intellectyy i
nature. It develops because he takes European culture as a meapg of de.
taching himself from his own race. For the latter, it develops becays, he
is victim of a system based on the exploitation of one race by anothey %
For the black working in the sugarcane plantations in Le Robert, there
is only one solution: the struggle . . . because quite simply he canp
conceive his life otherwise than as a kind of combat against exploitation,
poverty, and hunger.®

Both are condemned, although the parameters of that condemnation
may differ. The colonized subject to whom Fanon would now turn was con-
demned to an exploitative constellation fusing race to class as elements of a
global hierarchy, and condemned as well to an unavoidable struggle that
would craft of both elements a future nation. Despite Fanon’s transposition
of race, class, and nation—a shift in his object of dialectical combat—the
distance between the two texts is not so great. It is not just any Ivorian who
grasps their condition of exploitation, just as not every Caribbean subjectis2

\  Physician, and whereas the early Fanon diagnosed the Eurocentric escapis®
. of Martinican elites, the later Fanon would identify similar delusions among
European-educated African elites.

This criticism was also, moreover, a self-criticism, a tacit concessio®
that his first book was an outgrowth of his own reality: between the alier”
;;ed “ p'hysician fx"om Guadeloupe” and the alienated psychiatrist from
b e;z:l;::c;:}:ift,ame was n(?t so great either. But it would not be:;“rg
ot e -I::ltl:: more direct contact with the broader Paf;’;s i
Black SkfnuFano;l ’ ted19_53——less than two full years after p¥ ceal 0
Blida-Jotnville g . 1°uf1 hlms.elf running the Psychiatric HO.SP o

olonial Algeria. But his own philosophy, and it P
ular the potent theory of gocj # p. . k Skir *
cording to which soci;; ciogeny he had formulated in Blac ¢ many
Structures are themselves the root cause ©

tions, soon droye him to resign,
_‘ ‘ . 56 letter of yeg
saire resigned from the Co

AT e et

Fanon’s 14 cé

. . at
1gnation—penned in the same ye3f thto the
Mmunist Party—stands as a testament
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sufficiency of not only psychiatry, but indeed of any individualized i
rellectual endeavor to build a future universal in the absence ';allzed in-
dialectical struggle: “If psychiatry . . . aims to allow man to nool constant
. jike a stranger to his environment . . . the Arab, sechiaat a(;nfle‘r fe'el
~ heir own country, lives in a state of absolute depersonalization ler'lﬂlln
social structure existing in Algeria contradicted any attempt to Put the
individual back in their place . . . The function of a social structure is to sez
. yp institutions to serve man’s needs. A society that corners its members
into desperate solutions is a non-viable society, a society to be replaced.”
This moment above all others marked Fanon’s transition from philoso-
| sy revolutionary, but paradoxically this break occurred as a sort of
slingshot effect of his philosophy itself: a philosophy which privileges the
tive effects of social structures can only remain in the contempla-
tive mode for so long before it must transcend itself.

And in this transition from philosopher to revolutionary, moreover,
Fanon hurdled the barrier that he had so self-critically posed at the con-
dusion of Black Skin. From confronting intellectual alienation, he threw
himself into combat as an active participant in the Algerian Revolution.
Fanon’s practical leap to the armed struggle would not be without its
implications for that theory of leaps that is dialectics. From this point on,
rather than simply theorizing rupture against ontological apartheid, and
certainly beyond attempting to “put the individual back in their place” ina
fundamentally broken world, Fanon instead became an active participant
in deepening the dynamic oppositions that might one day reconstitute
buman unity. But in shifting from race to decolonial nation, Fanon also
dramatically displaced the unit of analysis grounding these divisions, pro-
jecting dialectical combat to the global level./’l
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Consistent with its decolonized Hegelian foundations—and echg; ;

. ng Sor
dialectics of class combat—this creative function of violence alsq -

im
the opposite side of the colonial divide: striking fear into the he -

art of
colonizer, and thereby creating the basis for a symmetrical struggle. In Ot;l:

words, violence, the essential precondition for national identity, stands

at the very center of the dialectic of decolonization as its only source ¢f
motion.

The Expanding Circle of the Nation

The fact that the decolonial nation emerges in a fragmentary way from
but a single part—the peasantry—and the generativity of the violence
that brings it into being point toward the imperfect, mobile, and dynamic
character of that nation. But these are not enough to fully allay fears that
the decolonial nation—as nation—aspires to wholeness, to closed unity.
Fanon makes the task even more difficult when he repeatedly describes
this violence as “totalizing,” and even more so when he suggests—witha
sort of playful brutality—that the first task of that violence is to establifh a
unity of the most troubling sort. If colonization “inflicts” a “dichotom-y_ -
the world, the first stage of decolonization not only inverts this dimon:
but furthermore “unifies this world by a radical decision to remove its hf;
erogeneity, by unifying it on the grounds of nation and sometimes TeS ;
Fanon immediately presses outward with both hands, howevel: :;n
surprisingly deft two-sided critique of both vulgar Marxism and the €
tialist understanding of race that this simplification might suggest: ca
colonies the economic infrastructure is also a superstructure. The
is effect: You are rich because you are white, you are white b
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. rich This is why Mar‘xist analysis 'sht?uld always be slightly stretched
hen it comes to addressmg. the colonial issue.” Here begins the dialecti-
i spiral that will characterize much of Wretched: if, on the one hand, dis-
_ishing Who resides on either side of the Manichaean division couldn’t
_er» in another sense it could scarcely be more complex. If Fanon is

__ , insisting that race matters (richness depends on whiteness), he is
o multaneously insisting on an antiessentialist understanding of race
L ined by class (whiteness depends on richness) and further
_olicated by the global geography of the “elsewhere.”*!
On the surface of things, decolonization consists of two stages: the “na-
hal” stage characterized by inverted Manichaeism, followed by a sub-
quent “social” (or socialist) stage, with the two bound together by the
nsition from force to violence. This elegant simplicity is visible even
o the structure of Wretched of the Earth: from violence and spontaneity,
Eanon moves to national culture and national consciousness, opening out
sward the universal in his conclusion. But even here we find hints that all
s not so simple. Spontaneity has its “weakness” and national conscious-
R its “pitfalls.” Even the need to unify the nation in such a way testifies
toa foundational lack at its heart, and the progress of the dialectic appears
ittered with obstacles, makeshift barriers strewn across our path and
| as shards of the world we are leaving behind.
. Nosooner does the nation begin to emerge, solidify, and unify in the
oversimplistic first stage of decolonization then the stages themselves
disintegrate, and this collapsing unity reveals its intractable imperfec-
tions and the openness of the dialectic at its heart. The first obstacle to
% overcome manifests above all geographically. Whereas Fanon had in
first few pages described the simplicity of the Manichaean world, the
Misconcerting first moments of the decolonial struggle immediately test
*his simplicity. Not all join in the struggle from the outset, and there ex-
%"‘ deep mutual suspicion between component parts of the future na-
_“m- @ Manichaeism-within-a-Manichaeism—no longer colonized versus
%r but rural versus urban—that poses an intradialectical struggle
0 the colonizer can successfully be confronted. Many educated urban-
bring thei Eurocentric education to an unaccommodating reality, seeing
4 anth in essentially the same terms as had Marx, that is, as a fun-
m Y reactionary “brake on the revolution."*?
! 5 ®Xistential reaction of the peasantry to these Europeanized elites
'_ DODY t?;:e?::ildent inverse: viewed as essentially European, the urPan
; ways-already suspected of treason to the not-yet nation.
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speaking his language,” the rural masses see iy
“Dressed like a European, : « oiven up everything which has CONstityeq
this figure “a defector“who as gthe benefits of colonialism.® Fanop ;.
the national heritage tol rfftﬂll'?;aCh ide” of the urban-rural divide “evolyeg
goes so far as to sugge_S; t 1: w44 But like the broader dialectic within which
according to its own dialec 1c..d P ok
it is inscribed, the subaltern side e E e e e
the kernel for overcoming this division: in their antic : an Pl't.)tc-n-
ational traditions, the rural masses carry the future natlo.n embfycjmcally
within themselves as “the gestation of the national cons-cwusnless. 5
The first stage of decolonization consists in overcoming this apparent
division between town and country, but this opposition is not transcended
simply through conversion or the suspension of hostilities in the face of 3
common enemy. Rather, this division can only be overcome through an in-
tradialectical struggle that centers a concept of nation irreducible to geo-
graphical territory: the splintering of urban-based nationalist parties by
colonal repression drives the more radical and uncompromising militants
underground and into the interior. It is there, far from the cities, that these
militants retreat “deep into the rural masses,” whose embrace “wraps himin
amantle of unimagined tenderness and vitality.” With this fusion, the rural
“masses” enter into struggle as a “coherent people” ready to “sharpen their
weapons.”® By becoming a proto-“people,” these revolutionaries are pre-
pared to forge “the nation” wherever they go. But while the nation is bornin
the heart of the countryside, it is only the invasion of the cities that “com-
pletes [consacre] the dialectic” by overcoming the geographical division of
(most of) the colonized and expelling the colonizer.4” In other words, it is
not that Westernized native elites are convinced to rejoin the nation en
v but instead they are subjected to a dialectical reconquest of sorts i
ij;’:’:s E?Pu);;::’;mvel:ialdiescript.ion of. the semiurban lumpenpmle'
If the maifocn pearhead” of n‘atxonal liberation. :
e dia.lecti?::::: C:izt: c:lecolomal na{ttion represented the corn.I;e:‘::
and strictly nationalist vi;;‘ et S iuld Jsad, e S e
lon—and Wretched of the Earth would co™

to a clo y
bryonicse l:ss th:_n? one hundred Pages in. If the imperfection of the g

nation disintegrateg the simplicity of the Manichaean stagé: e
component parts of the

tradialectical unifica; future nation fragmented and in need of a8 “i“
thenopons 1 ni djatlon In the early Stages of the struggle, that strugsl®
; Ine ately onto a simjlay outward disinte grati on, towa




ible in the peculiarly flexible, mobile, and €Xpansive naty

sscribes to the decolonial nation. And it is this pre- s
ary incompleteness of the nation, its sheer mobili
gynamic imperfection, that shields Fanon from the
ge of vulgar nationalism.

Thisdecolonial nation emerges first spontaneouslyandina fragmented—

even pointillistic fashion—in disparate peasant revolts, before acquiring
n expansive dynamic with the constitution of a rebel army.

and postrevolution-
ty and mutability, its
surprisingly frequent

~ The rash of revolts born in the interior testify, everywhere they break
~ out, to the nation’s ubiquitous and generally dense presence. Every
colonized subject in arms represents a fragment of the nation which is
._ alive from this point forward . . . They obey a simple doctrine: make the
_ pation exist. There is no plan, no speeches, no resolutions, no factions.
 The problem is clear-cut: the foreigners must leave . . . Initiative is lo-

calized. On every hilltop a government in miniature is constituted and
~  assumes power. In the valleys and in the forests, in the jungle and in
. thevillages, everywhere, one encounters a national authority. In their
actions, everyone makes the nation exist . . . If the nation is present
everywhere, it must then be here.*8

- The simplistic and mythical projection of national unity here glosses over
the fragmentary nature of the nascent nation, overcoming that fragmen-
tation through its very projection. That a nation could be described by
quality like density, that it could be posed as a project in becoming, that
#ts authority could surge forth from ostensibly isolated hilltops already
 tells us that it is not a substance at all but a contagious collective will and
5 Practice. It aspires to unity, certainly, but while this may seem “clear-cut”
| in the sense that myth is indivisible, it remains to be seen what precisely
i being unified, according to what parameters, and for how long. For now,
what is clear is that this is no merely essentialist nationalism wherein a
| Preexisting quantity functions circularly as both beginning and end of a
3 ctical movement. ;
The circle of the nation, its apparently self-enclosed Manichaea.n.c:.lr-
- Cuit, g nevertheless radically expansive from the outset. From .its initial
_ tion in sovereign hilltops, this formerly petrified mass gains a new
- Motion 25,4 rhythm as it draws together: old enmities are transcended,
- ertrib,) communications are reestablished, and the imperatives of gu i
: flla va £ force a reevaluation of this rooted and impetuous localism.
= Wational circle widens and every new ambush signals the entry of
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~ simpligtic national cong
- Ment of formy) liberatiq

REae ?emy is expelled and

new tribes, Every village becomes both an absolute agent and , rely
Every new group that Is constituted, every new volley of Cannon fire lll. :
nals that everybody is hunting the enemy, everybody is taking 5 “lnd.g
Through the expansive myth of the nation, spontaneous reyo|y, are fpg,
ted together into a complex revolutionary tapestiy and the People req,
in unison. Localized spontaneity gives way to a “pragmatic realism” that
sees a shift from local self-defense to the hypermobility of guerrilly y,,
in which the sovereign hilltop has been transcended and “every ﬁghtq;
carries the homeland to war between his bare toes.”* If the nation ig "Wery-
where,” then I need not remain “here” to defend it.
But if the nation expands territorially according to the reunificatiop
of the rural and the urban, it also expands in a second senge ag well thay
is too often overlooked in caricatures of Fanon as a hermetic nationaligt,
The simplicity of unmitigated war on an absolute énemy cannot survive if
the struggle is to be victorious in the long run, and the transition from re-
bellious upsurge to revolutionary war requires that the insurgents “redis-
cover politics.” This is no longer politics “as a sleep-inducing technique ora
means of mystification, but as the sole means for intensifying the struggle
and preparing the people to lead the country lucidly.”s! This new politics
stands as a way station between the simplistic inverted Manichaeism of
the first stage and a deeper process of education and consciousness that
is simultaneously a rediscovery of nuance, multiplicity, and complexity.
Unreflective simplicity, the absolute opposition to the colonizer that was

the sine qua non of the liberation struggle, now becomes a strategic—not
to mention a human——liability.

The “spectacular voluntarism” of the earliest stage of the struggle.

“which was to bring the colonized people to absolute sovereignty in a sit*
gle blow, the certainty one had of being able to carry together all the pieces
of the nation at the same pace and according to the same perspective tﬂd
the strength grounded in thig hope,” soon becomes a political liability: N
long as he believed i the mirage of the immediacy of his muscles: the
conlonized achieved no rea) Progress along the road of knowledge. His o
sczo:wness remained rudimentar)‘v.”52 We are at the tipping point betwe??
the “grandey,” and “weaknesg” of spontaneity, at which the stages ©
revolutionary stryggle disintegrate entirely, since the transition bey:o-
ciousness both precedes and cuts across th:e ¢
n that nominally marked its threshold: - an
the natiop fully consolidated, the inverted



haeism at its foundation begins to itgels
1cHe

collapse and f,)) -
ting an outward motion toward a gti]] away, inaugy-
I 4

-deferred Universa],

yiolent Enlightenment

jects “acted upon” as objects by the white world rather than themselves
acting, the same threat loomed on the “post”-colonia] horizon. The danger
was a dual one: threatening to trap the young nation within the simplistic
nationalism that had been its initial motor, while harnessing it globally
into the neocolonial continuity of the capitalist world-system. The two faces
of this threat are embodied in a single figure, as threatening as it was il-
lusory as a class: the national bourgeoisie.

Fanon is among the best diagnosticians of the particular position oc-
cupied by dependent, colonial economies in the world-system, and the
danger of the national bourgeoisie as a “class” is rooted in this global con-
stellation. Against the standard Marxist account that Sorel had sought to
reinvigorate—in which society was increasingly divided into a civil war
between proletariat and bourgeoisie—for Fanon, neither class plays this
paradigmatic role in the colonized world. The industrial proletariat, he fa-
mously insists, is not only small but “pampered”—a judgment that would
¢am him much posthumous scorn from the Left.? The limited size of the
Proletariat, moreover, is the direct consequence of the weakness of the na-
tional bourgeoisie, which cannot truly accumulate, has little incentive to
feinvest profits domestically, and instead is condemned to and embraces
its “historical mission as intermediary” in colonial extraction.*

The nationa] bourgeoisie cannot, in other words, perform the historic func-
nofa bourgeoisie, and thereby embodies the motionless petrification that

® €xistence threatens to introduce into the dialectics of decolonization.
;:fl:‘)urgeois but not bourgeois, national but not national, and is tlﬁeio:lef
of it :;lted WTth a choice or, better put, a ch.al.leng:‘ to abanc(lio: ;evemwd
Cour, tryn:}:ad.‘cmr}’ Sf!lf and commit class 51-11c1de: I’nban ;lf;ome i
tray the, v(,: lr_"PEratwe fluty rt'f an alflthentlc nanon;o ,:l:_hge i
People ‘;thI:l to which it is destined, to learn. —,

o We will see, unfortunately, that the national bourgeo

tur . .
15 away, from this heroic and positive path, which is both fertile and

tio



just, and unabashedly sinks to the antinational, and therefor,e abh :

path of a classical bourgeoisie, a bourgeois bourgeoisie thg¢ is A&
inanely, and cynically bourgeois.” Whereas- Fanon would farnousIYi
that “each generation must discover its mission, fulfill or betray y »
uation of the national bourgeoisie is more complex, since it jg pr

edsely - :
» 1 57 lts
“historical mission” that must, in fact, be betrayed.*” And yet th, nat;

bourgeoisie is unlikely to walk the path of the people, OPing ingteyq for
the double determination of a “bourgeois bourgeoisie” that ig NeVerthel,
an objective impossibility.

For Sorel, it was possible for a revitalized European bourgeoigie o
fronted with a combative proletariat to drive history forward through my
tual enmity. There is no such possibility in Fanon’s account: boyrgegic:
and proletariat can choose to stand on the sidelines of the nationa] struggle
or to join it, but in neither case do they constitute leading sectors, Despite
Fanon'’s quasi-Sorelian nostalgia for the “dynamic, pioneering aspect, theip-
ventive, discoverer-of-new-worlds aspect” of a truly bourgeois bourgeoisie
this desperate gamble would prove futile, because the national bourgeoisie
enters the global dialectic at a different stage: “It follows the Western bour
geoisie in its negative and decadent aspect without having accomplished
the initial stages of exploration and invention . . . At its outset the national
bourgeoisie of the colonial countries identifies with the last stages of the
Western bourgeoisie. Don’t believe it is skipping stages. In fact it startsat
the end. It is already senile, having experienced neither the petulance, the
intrepidness, nor the voluntarism of youth and adolescence.”™®

Apparent echoes of Sore] are thus purely hypothetical: the bourgeois
Phase, for Fanon, is “only justified if the national bourgeoisie s sufficienty
z::;ffd. ezrfomically and technically, to build a bourgeois society, .t° c:;:
s t:rzc':n dtlft;):asu for developing a sizeable proletariat, to meChT:;zsin“
this is in’lPOSSible erpawlaathe o ek e n'a tiona'] cultu;e;'OPe b
rather its caricature ”i; N tha.t rePresents KR raplicaict u' n

» M€ question is moot. Against the accusatio
he advocates skipping historica] stages, F gd ftlv flips the scriPt
the latecoming national bourgeois; 8.68. anon detly flips ¢ tages: 3"

i geoisie itself that hopes to skip $

-

itis

y of caste” necessary to rupture the natnoose 3
tion, litel‘aﬂy userves no [dialectica” purp




the bourgeois phase in the history of th
eless phase.”eg This uselessnegg is a Positiv Ped Countrieg g
5 twin.—and o.ftel? complicit—. dangers o : .thre.at,. POsing a4 4 doe:
eocolonial continuity, It ig only by bagy; Implistic Nationalism 4ng
eoisie that the young nation can avoj do the National boyy.
Osure and mains.:
Nationga] stag:l:;alitz

Explicitly applying Sartre’s analysis
vails of the young nation, Fanon ass

the body down tumultuous paths, which launch itinto a quasi-pathological
dreamlike state where the face of the other induces me to vertigo, where my
blood calls for the blood of the other, where my death through mere inertia
calls for the death of the other, this powerful passion of the first hours [of
the struggle], disintegrates if it is left to feed on itself "6

There is no better proof than this that Fanon understood his task in
Wretched as a repetition of his earlier dialectical argument vis-a-vis Black
identity in the context of decolonial war. But while it may seem strange
for Fanon to cite the very text that had previously cut him to the bone,
he dearly maintains both the necessity of this prior “racist” stage and
grants it a dialectical weight—a mythical “dreamlike” and vertiginous
quality—that exceeds Sartre’s formulation. And more important still for
this thinker resolutely “grounded in temporality,” unlike Sartre’s prognos-
ticative subsumption of negritude, Fanon is writing from the cen-te.r of t;hi
dialectic at the cusp of this necessary turning point. The recogn 1tfon ) :l
Biatedilioes not congtititén plan of action” introduces a new torsionin t:
the dialectic of decolonization that undermines Fanon's own best attemp

to cleanly distinguish stages.

In the process, it gives rise to an intra
which the nation, which cannot emerge excep
verted Manichaeism, here disintegrates Outv.vafd iali
line between uncritical universalism and racial S a proaChes on the
talist Manichaeism. As formal, de jure indépen?rel;fethz interior toward
heels of the de facto expansion of the nation 10

dialectical helix, according to
t through an initially in-
along the fine dialectical
sm, an antiessen-
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the towns, nowhere is this disintegration cleetrer than in the Suddep
jarring appearance of “multiple realitie s." within the young Dation, «; %
once all so simple with the bad on one side and the good on the other
idyllic, unreal clarity of the early days is replaced b?’ Ef Pe.numbra that di],.
cates consciousness. The people discover that the Iniquitous phenomen%
of exploitation can assume a black or Arab appea.lrance.. They cry tl’easgn’
but need to correct this cry. The treason is not national, it is a socig] treggey
and they need to be taught to cry thief.”®?

The species distinction that had constituted the colonial System gng
structured the early period of resistance to it begins to devour itself; “p,
racial and racist level is transcended on both sides . . . One no longm'gmbs
a gun or a machete anytime a colonist appears. Consciousness stumbleg
upon partial, limited, and unstable truths. All this is, one can guess, ex.
tremely difficult.”®® Blacks can be traitors and whites can be comrades,
and the shift from national to social treason marks a transition between
stages of the struggle, however imprecise these may be: “The people, who
had at the outset of the struggle adopted the primitive Manichaeism of
the colonizer—Blacks and Whites, Arabs and Roumis—realize en route
that some blacks can be whiter than the whites . . . At this exact moment
in the struggle clarification is crucial as it leads the people to replace atotal
and undifferentiated nationalism with social and economic consciousness.”®

As if to hammer the dialectical point home, Fanon insists that this
transition toward socioeconomic consciousness—from hermetic nation-
alism toward universal humanism—can come neither too early nor to0
late. If it arrives Prematurely, that is, prior to the national phase, it runs

Sartre had done to Blackness. “The second Phase, i.e., nation building
Fanon insists, “j facilitated by the existence of this mortar kneaded with
blood and rage.”®® Byt the specific threat posed by the national bourgeoisié

in i i i
power ° Ifhat social consciousness wi]] arrive late or even not at all ¥
nationalism ig not clarified,
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Lame for Jecolonial violence extended forth in perpetuity, and which i
itself source of Hegelian self-consciousness, clarity, and ,luddjw}.uf h. s
lence alone, perpetrated by the people . . . allows the masses to ;ye_ "’;0_
social reality, only it provides the key. Without this struggle wit‘hotiptheir
kngwledge-in-pra}ds there is nothing but a carnival parade a;xd alot of hoi
4ir, A minimal readaptation, a few reforms at the top, a flag, and down at
the bottom the undivided and still medieval mass continues, its perpetual
ovement.”®” Violence, the generative Rosetta Stone of the decolonial
struggle, provides the most trustworthy vaccine against both remaining
trapped within Manichaeism and the global continuity of neocolonialism.
“To politicize the masses,’ for Fanon, “is to make the nation in its total-
ity a reality for every citizen ... to link up with the nation as a whole, to
embody the constantly dialectical truth of the nation, and to will here and
now the triumph of the total man... Then, and only then, is everything
possible.”®® And in so doing, this praxis opens the decolonial dialectic out-
ward in the “long term” toward the universal, breaking down what divi-
sions remain among the people while also raising them to the same level as
their new leaders, whom they relentlessly interrogate, prying open a genera-
tive space to ground an interminably dynamic motion. “Enlightened by vio-
t any pacification. The

lence, the consciousness of the people rebels agains
ts and the magicians now have a difficult task.

demagogues, the opportunis

The praxis which pitched them into 2 desperate man-to-man struggIe: has

given the masses a ravenous taste for the ible. Any attemptat mystifica-
virtually impossible.” Through the struggle,

tion becomes, in the long term .
, e ndless combat,” and that combat is no

“the people realize that life is an € .
more ang no less than the motor force of an equally endless dialectics.”

”

“w 3 to Do.-.-
We Have Better Things cs within the nation, between

. : dialecti
This opening of an inte! ddesbl:ith Fanon’s projection of that dialectic
mass and leaderships coin : er all, the almost inevitable failure of
outward onto the globa! P u ng for “sterile formalism” rather than fill-
i » is above all a failure

the national boufge"is?e’ it':i P rul “human things,
ol £im ssibility.”® Here Fanon takes up in

ing the eyes of the nd -

rooted in its OWn cond“:’; k that I derive from C. L. R. James.

many ways the :cally comP an explicit analogy between the distinct class
James nary France and preindependence Haiti:

In Black Jacobins: . revol utio
constellations P nt i itan aristocracy as mulattoes to the French

white coloniStsare wswws o the poor French “masses.” The Jacobins, by
ex-p

igie an
bourgeols THE DECOLONIAL NATION IN MOTION g5
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