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Alternative Commentary Assignment 

Srnicek, Nick and Alex Williams. 2006. “Building Power.” In Inventing the Future: Post-

capitalism and a World Without Work, 107-128. New York: Verso. 

(“Building Power” from Inventing the Future) 

Summary 

Srnicek and Williams Chapter 8: Building Power discusses different aspects of strategic 

implementation and political dominance toward building a post-capitalist society. The argument 

presented highlights that the political vision and strategic planning must not be reactive and a 

counter-hegemonic force capable of shaping the future must be built. The critique shares the 

limitations of contemporary activism which is trapped in a cycle of protest and resistance with no 

strategic vision. The details advocate for hegemonic politics that requires a deliberate effort to 

change public perceptions, cultural norms, and institutional practices. These are done through 

ideological struggle, infrastructure-building, and coordinated political engagement which 

contributes to the real change. There is a requirement of more than immediate protest of small-

scale experiments which show that capitalism has succeeded because of economic power 

because of its ability to shape the narrative of what is possible. A compelling alternative vision 

of the future involves constructing institutions that are developed on long-term goals, and utilize 

think tanks, media platforms, and policy proposals which are modern tools to influence public 

discourse and policy agendas. The initiatives of retreating into localized and symbolic acts reflect 

the need for organized power that can contest and replace the dominance of neoliberalism. 

Popular hegemony is a condition where a political project gains mass appeal and 

becomes taken for granted as common sense. The Populist Left must invest in intellectual labor 

and material infrastructure to achieve this. The discussion shows that the Right has already done 
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this successfully through a long-term commitment to building ideological institutions. These 

institutions are media outlets, academic networks, and policy organizations that influence 

mainstream thought. The Left must do the same if it wants to offer a viable postcapitalist future. 

The authors reject “folk politics” and classify this term as a set of political practices focused on 

immediacy, small-scale direct action, and horizontal organization. The combination of these 

efforts seems empowering and authentic but the viewpoint shows that they are insufficient to 

challenge the scale and complexity of global capitalism. All forms of grassroots action are not 

being dismissed but claims are being presented that these efforts must be complemented by 

large-scale strategies. This will transform the institutions and shift the ideological terrain that 

governs the decisions. 

An argument is presented that highlights the importance of abstraction and mediation in 

political thinking. The practice of clinging to pure authenticity and immediate action they 

propose embracing strategic abstraction. These are based on using tools like long-term planning, 

theoretical models, and policy design that guide the movement toward real structural change. 

Abstracting beyond the immediate moment shows that the Left can build a roadmap for 

institutional transformation. The future can be reclaimed based on the belief that for decades 

neoliberalism has monopolized the future by presenting itself as the only viable system. The Left 

must break this spell by presenting an alternative vision of progress that is imaginative and 

practical. There is a need for infrastructure, vision, and the ability to exercise political power 

instead of critique. 

Critical Analysis 

The analysis of the article shares a timely and compelling diagnosis of the limitations of 

contemporary leftist politics. Their emphasis on strategic thinking, institution-building, and 
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ideological struggle is a counterargument to the dominant focus on spontaneous protest and 

symbolic gestures. The greatest strengths of their argument lie in their insistence that meaningful 

political change requires moral righteousness and reactive opposition. They present a roadmap 

the Left can learn from by pointing out how the Right has long invested in ideological 

infrastructure. The critique presented on political strategic implementation is persuasive. The 

authors suggest that many leftist movements have become comfortable with localized resistance 

and have abandoned the ambition of societal transformation. The small-scale horizontal 

organizing created a culture that prizes authenticity over effectiveness. This preserves a sense of 

ethical purity where little is done to challenge the larger systems of economic and political 

power. This shows the presence of a comfort zone that prevents the Left from confronting 

capitalism at the scale it operates. 

Their call for abstraction and long-term vision in a political culture that prioritizes 

immediacy and the next election cycle shares the idea of building decades-long ideological 

projects which seems far-fetched. The demonstration that success of neoliberalism came 

precisely from its long-term vision is developed based on reclaiming this mode of thinking. The 

Left regains the ability to shape the future rather than resist the present. The overall vision fails 

to raise some important concerns. The weakness lies in its vagueness around implementation 

presenting arguments for infrastructure-building and long-term strategy. These offer limited 

concrete steps for how this can be initiated and scaled. The idea of using the tools of the modern 

era which are think tanks, media platforms, and institutions is clear in theory. There is little 

insight into how such initiatives can be funded, staffed, and sustained given the current political 

and economic limitations the Left faces.  
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A strong emphasis on centralized strategy and long-term planning appears at odds with 

the values of inclusivity and democratic participation. The push to move away from horizontal 

organizing and embracing vertical structures risks sidelining voices and reproducing hierarchical 

dynamics. There are limitations of horizontalism which do not fully address the dangers of 

adopting top-down strategies. There is a delicate balance between effective strategy and 

democratic accountability where people do not engage with this tension in depth. The concern is 

their treatment of folk politics risks being dismissive of movements that have offered political 

energy and local victories. These actions are insufficient on their own but some of these 

movements have served as important catalysts for broader awareness and engagement. The 

suggestion that activism is limited undervalues its role in sustaining political imagination and 

building community resilience. A generous analysis recognizes the potential for synergy between 

grassroots activism and long-term strategic planning. 

The focus of strategic governance on building power through ideological and institutional 

means links with the emotional and affective dimensions of politics. There is a desire for 

immediate action, community, and moral clarity which is a strategic failure and a response to 

real alienation and suffering. The reading prioritizes systemic change where they could have 

addressed how to integrate the emotional needs of political participants with the long-term. 

These are the abstract work of institution-building that ignores this dynamic and limit the appeal 

of their proposals to a broader audience. The Left has lost control of the future and must reclaim 

it through deliberate, strategic, and long-range thinking. Their challenge to abandon reactionary 

politics in favor of building hegemony is an invitation to take political change seriously which is 

not merely a dream rather it is a project that requires patience, discipline, and organization. The 

conversation then shifts from ethics to strategy which is governed from protest to power. 
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“Building Power” critiques the leftist political practice and an ambitious vision for postcapitalist 

strategy. There are places where the context lacks detailed guidance and this raises concerns 

about democratic accountability. The challenges that hinder the way of political transformation 

beyond symbolic resistance and toward the patient construction of a future worth fighting. 


