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Pracujici zvifata
Metabolicka prace a odpor

Je nespornym faktem, ze velka ¢ast sou¢asné prosperity
lidstva je zaloZena na praci zvirat. A¢koli koné a voly jako
tazna zvifata nahradily v drtivé vétsiné stroje, intenzita
arozsah zemédeélstvi zavislého na zvifatech se za
poslednich sto let dramaticky zvysily. Zvifata vykonavaji
ekologické, afektivni a metabolické prace (Barua 2018),

a presto se jejich prinos ve verejném diskurzu oznacuje
jako prace jen zfidka. Koneckoncu, oznac¢ime-li zvirata

za délniky, nese to s sebou riziko jak konceptualnich, tak
politicko-praktickych disledkd. Schopnost pracovat
slouzila dlouhou dobu jako znak rozliSujici mezi lidmi

a (ostatnimi) zviraty, ale také ospravedInovala hierarchii
mezi lidmi (Besky a Blanchette 2019, 2). Karl Marx zasadné
definoval praci jako vyhradné lidskou ¢innost, a sice jako
sproces, probihajici mezi ¢lovékem a prirodou, proces,

v némz ¢lovék svou vlastni ¢innosti zprostfedkovava,
reguluje a kontroluje vyménu latek mezi sebou a prirodou®
(Marx 1976, 283). Jak vidime, Marx pripisuje veskeré
jednani vyhradné lidem a zadné jejich ,,pfirodnim®
protéjskiim - to je nazor, ktery pretrvava pfilis dlouho. Od
doby vzniku Marxovych spist az po sou¢asnost se v§ak
objevuje stéle vice nazor, které konstatuji néco jiného.
Jak napriklad tvrdi Jason Moore (2016): Dlivodem,

pro¢ ,priroda je lacind®, je fakt, Ze mimolidské tvorstvo

a pltda nebyly spravedlivé uznany a odménény za svou
roli, kterou sehravaji v kontextu kapitalistické prace. Co
kdybychom tedy za praci uznali samotny metabolismus
zvirat? RozSifenim pojmu prace na jiné nez lidské subjekty
riskujeme analytické potize. Ale také tim ziskame vice
pohled na véc, ba dokonce miizeme zménit své jednani.

O prasatech a kuratech: Metabolicka prace

Mame-li pochopit rozmanitost bytosti, vztah(l a postupt
obsazenych pod pojmem ,prace”, vyzyvaji antropologové
Sarah Besky a Alex Blanchette k dekonstrukci tohoto
pojmu, stejné jako jiné o&ividné abstrakce jako napf. pojmy
Jrostlina® nebo ,zvife” dekonstruovali védci a védkyné
oborl védecko-technickych nebo vicedruhové etnografie
(Besky a Blanchette 2019, 14; viz také Kirksey a Helmreich
2010). Pokusim se detailné rozebrat koncept zvireci prace
a zamérim se na metabolismus, protoze ten se zda byt
nejobtiznéji pochopitelnou, a tedy nejhdre uznatelnou
formou prace.

Metabolismus zahrnuje vSechny biochemické procesy,
kterymi organismy vyuzivaji potravu a kyslik a zpracovavaji
Ié¢iva a toxiny. Je to organizovany soubor biochemickych
reakci, které premeénuiji latky na rdzné formy a vyuzivaji
nebo produkuji energii pro burky &i télo. A jelikoz
metabolicky vystup organismu muze poskytovat latky
nezbytné pro zivot druhého, propojuji metabolické vztahy
také jednotlivce s jinymi druhy (Landecker 2023, 57).
Rozhodla jsem se zaméfit na metabolickou praci a skrze

ni zkoumat praci zvifat obecné. Jednak proto, Ze vhodné
koliduje s osvicenskymi &i marxistickymi koncepty prace
jakozto zamérné, planované Ginnosti, a také z diivodu,

Ze metabolismus zvirat se stal hlavnim déjistém zvifeci
prace za uéelem generovani hodnoty a maximalizace zisku
(industrializovaného) zemédélstvi, které doslova proménilo
nasi planetu. Globalni biomasa domestikovanych zvirat

Working Animals
Metabolic Labor and Resistance

Itis an indisputable fact that much of humanity’s current
prosperity is based on the labor of animals. Although
horses and oxen have been widely replaced as draft
animals by machines, the intensity and extent of animal-
based agriculture have increased dramatically over

the past hundred years. Animals perform ecological,
affective, and metabolic works (Barua 2018), and still,
their contributions are rarely referred to as labor in public
discourse. After all, recognizing animals as workers

risks having conceptual as much as political-practical
consequences. For a long time, the ability to work has
served well as a distinguishing feature between humans
and (other) animals, but also to justify hierarchies among
humans (Besky and Blanchette 2019, 2). Karl Marx
prominently defined labor as an exclusively human activity:
“[A] process between man and nature, a process by which
man, through his own actions, mediates, regulates, and
controls the metabolism between himself and nature”
(Marx 1976, 283). As we can see, Marx ascribes all

action exclusively to humans and none to their “natural”
counterparts — a notion that has lingered on for too

long. However, between Marx’s writing and today, an
increasing number of voices have stated otherwise. For
instance, the reason why “nature is cheap”, Jason Moore
(2016) argues, is because nonhumans and land have not
been justly recognized and remunerated for their roles in
making capitalist labor possible. So, what if we recognized
animal metabolism itself as work? Extending the labor
concept to nonhumans, we risk running into analytical
difficulties, but it also means seeing more, perhaps even
acting differently.

Of Pigs and Chicken: Metabolic Labor

To grasp the diversity of beings, relations and practices
that stand behind “work”, anthropologists Sarah Besky
and Alex Blanchette call for a deconstruction of the term
just as other blinding abstractions like “plant” or “animal”
have been deconstructed by scholars of Science and
Technology Studies or Multispecies Ethnography (Besky
and Blanchette 2019, 14; also see Kirksey and Helmreich
2010). To unpack and give nuance to animal work, | will
focus on metabolism as it seems the trickiest to grasp, and
therefore the hardest to acknowledge form of work.

Metabolism subsumes all biochemical processes by

which organisms use food and oxygen and process drugs
and toxins. It is an organized set of biochemical reactions
that convert substances into different forms and use or
produce energy for the cell or body. Because the metabolic
output of an organism may provide materials necessary to
another’s life, metabolic relations also link individuals and
species together (Landecker 2023, 57). | choose metabolic
labor to contemplate animal work in general, on the one
hand, because it nicely conflicts with Enlightenment or
Marxist concepts of work as intentional, planned action,
and on the other hand, because animal metabolism has
been a major site of animal work in the name of value
generation and profit maximization for (industrialized)
agriculture that has literally changed the planet. Today,

the global biomass of domesticated animals kept for their

chovanych pro jejich metabolické schopnosti dnes
prevysuje biomasu lidi, nemluvé o divokych zviratech.
Industrializaci metabolismu zvirat ve Spojenych statech
americkych zkoumala histori¢ka a sociolozka Hannah
Landecker. V podstaté se odklani od antropocentrickych
narativll o vzniku modernity tim, Ze sleduje ,masové
pretvareni tokl hmoty a energie mezi mikroorganismy,
rostlinami, zviraty a lidmi ve dvacatém stoleti“ (Landecker
20283, 57). Ve svém popisu americké industrializace
zvifeciho metabolismu pfedstavuje tfi po sobé jdouci
faze, které vedly k masivni reorganizaci metabolickych
vztahU: konverzi, méritko a akceleraci. Jiz mezi lety 1880

a 1920, tedy s prichodem ,védeckého krmeni*, byla

zvifata primarné pojimana jako stroje pretvarejici hmotu
na energii. Pozdéji, zhruba od 20. do 60. let minulého
stoleti, se mikrobialni metabolismus, chemicka syntéza

a zviteci metabolismus spojily do novych fetézcu spotieby
a premeény. Pouziti vitamind a aminokyselin umoznilo
produkci zivin za nizsi naklady a v nevidaném méritku.
Nakonec se cilem stala akcelerace - pfimét zvirata rist
rychleji. Nové dostupné stimulatory ristu drasticky
urychlily metabolismus hospodarskych zvirat a zefektivnily
pomér mezi poskytnutym krmivem a pfiristkem hmotnosti.
Struéné rfeceno, tato radikalni preména zemédélskych
krmnych postupl ve dvacatém stoleti, pfi niz se hmota
pohybuje v novych méfitkach a rychlostech, zdsadné
zmeénila celou fadu metabolickych vztah( pretrvavajicich
az do soucasnosti.

Zviteci prace se vSak vtomto ,pribéhu plném uspéchu*
objevuje jen zfidka. Kulturni antropolog Les Beldo si také
v8§im4, ze zatimco makrobiotechnologicka prace zvirat,
jako jsou tazna zvirata zaprazena za vozy a pluhy, byla za
praci uznana celkem snadno, provést totéz u metabolické
prace, ktera se odehrava uvnitr zdanlivé neaktivnich
hospodarskych zvirat, se zda byt mnohem naroénéjsi:

Nosna slepice v klecové baterii a chovna prasnice

v porodni kleci jsou zietelnymi priklady takovéhoto

druhu dfiny. Obé jsou trvale vystaveny natolik stisnénym,
omezujicim a peclivé fizenym podminkam, Ze jim nezbyva
prakticky nic jiného nez jist a spat - jejich prace probiha
témeér vyhradné na mikrobiologické urovni. Z pohledu
kapitalu témto zviratim samoziejme stale zbyva spousta
prace, protoze musi pfeménit jednu latku na druhou
zpusobem, ktery antropogenni stroje dosud nedokazou
napodobit. (Beldo 2017, 119)

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze lidskym zajmuim jsou poplatné

hlavné metabolické aspekty existence zvirat, zatimco

jiné vlastnosti a schopnosti zakladajici jejich existenci
ignorujeme, je nasnadé hovofit o metabolické praci.
Zejména zemédelstvi vyuziva metabolismus zvifat na praci,
a tim ho zintenziviuje a zrychluje. Zatimco metabolismus
takto pracuje, jiné aspekty toho, co znamena byt kravou,
prasetem nebo kufetem, jako je spolecenskost, kreativita
nebo zvédavost, jsou upozadény, kontrolovany, ba dokonce
potlacovany.

Odmitnuti a odpor
Jak mohou zvifata vzdorovat metabolické praci? Ve

své Uvaze o zvifatech odmitajicich pracovat popisuje
antropolozka Naisargi Davé, jak jedna velmi vazena krava

metabolic abilities outstrips that of humans, not to mention
wild animals.

Historian and sociologist Hannah Landecker has examined
the industrialization of animal metabolisms in the United
States. She effectively breaks with anthropocentric
narratives of the making of modernity by tracing “the
wholesale remaking of streams of matter and energy
among microorganisms, plants, animals, and humans in
the twentieth century” (Landecker 2023, 57). Her account
of the American industrialization of animal metabolism
shows three successive phases that led to a massive
reorganization of metabolic relations: conversion, scale,
and acceleration. As early as between 1880 and 1920,

with the advent of “scientific feeding”, animals became
primarily conceptualized as machine converters of matter
and energy. Later, from the 1920s to the 1960s, microbial
metabolism, chemical synthesis, and animal metabolism
were joined into new chains of consumption and
conversion. The use of vitamins and amino acids enabled
the production of nutrients at lower costs and on unseen
scales. Eventually, acceleration became the goal - making
animals grow faster. Newly available growth promoters
drastically quickened livestock animal metabolisms

and made the ratio between feed and weight gain more
efficient. In sum, this radical remaking of agricultural
feeding practices in the twentieth century, in which matter
is moved at new scales and speeds, radically altered an
array of metabolic relations to this day.

Still, animal work seldom appears in this “story of
success.” Cultural anthropologist Les Beldo also notices
that while the macrobiotechnological labor of animals
such as draft animals pulling carriages and ploughs has
been more readily recognized as labor, it seems harder
to acknowledge metabolic labor that happens within
seemingly inactive farmed animals:

The layer hen in a battery cage and the breeding sow in

a gestation crate represent marked cases of this kind of
drudgery: permanently subject to conditions so cramped
and confined and so closely managed that there is
practically nothing for them to do but eat and sleep, their
labor takes place almost entirely at the microbiological
level. There is still, of course, much for these animals to do
from the perspective of capital, as they must transform
one substance into another in a way that anthropogenic
machines cannot yet duplicate. (Beldo 2017, 119)

Given that it is mainly metabolic aspects of animal
existence that serve human interests while other
characteristics and abilities that constitute animal
existence are ignored, it seems only reasonable to speak
of metabolic work. Agriculture, in particular, puts animal
metabolisms to work, intensifying and accelerating them.
While metabolisms work, other aspects of what it means

to be a cow, pig, or chicken such as sociality, creativity, or
curiosity are delegated to the background, controlled, even
suppressed.

Refusal and Resistance
How can animals resist metabolic work? In her reflection

on animals refusing to work, anthropologist Naisargi Dave
describes how a highly esteemed cow in India one day
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v Indii jednoho dne odmitne davat mléko, coz pfiméje jejiho
majitele k dlouhodobému prehodnoceni situace (2019).
Mdze vsak kufe nebo prase vzdorovat zhodnoceni svych
vajec nebo masa? V pfipadé metabolické prace zvirat

se zda, ze bychom odpor hledali marné. Anebo sito jen
prilis usnadnujeme? Filozof a umélec Fahim Amir kritizuje
skutecnost, ze pokud jde o zvifata, politicka levice smysli
stejné jako pravice, a tak jen zfidka nabizi konceptualni
nastroje, které by Sly nad ramec romantismu nebo
zobecnénych dichotomii typu pachatel-obét.

Amir naopak zvifata povazuje za politické aktéry

a zdlraznuje jejich formy odporu: Pokud kritika ve
foucaultovském smyslu znamena odmitnout, Ze budu
ovladan urgitym zplisobem, pak Ize kazdy pokus zvirat

o uték cestou na jatka chapat jako praktickou kritiku
okolnosti. Vyjadreni kritiky musi byt mozné i bez vzdélani
v oblasti ob¢anské nauky (Amir 2018, 16). Amir dale
vysvétluje, ze kdyz se zvifata brani svému zhodnoceni,
pohybuji se v kontinuu forem odporu. Mezi odporem
zvifeci kosti proti svému zpracovani a odporem piné
organizované revoluéni strany Ize najit mnoho jinych forem
odporu. S ohledem na celkovy pocet plot(, kleci, ohrad,
sledovacich a monitorovacich systémt je pak mnohem
snazsSi vidét zvirata jako politické aktéry odporu, jehoz
hrozivy rozsah je praveé z tohoto diivodu o to hmatatelnéjsi
(2018, 15). V dlsledku toho Amir povazuje zvifata a lidi za
politické spolec¢niky, z ¢ehoz vyplyva ne-nevinna solidarita
namisto etiky litosti, rétoriky odpovédnosti nebo moralniho
povysSovani.

Podobné ukazuji vysledky vicera studii z oblasti vicedruhové
etnografie, Ze zvitata byla vzdy mocnymi spolutvirci svéta
(srov. Arregui 2023; Chao 2022; Miinster 2016; Swanson,
Lien a Ween 2018; Tsing et al. 2020). Naisargi Davé dokonce
vidi odmitani zvifat pracovat jako hlavni pFilezitost pro
lidstvo néco se o této problematice dozvédét. Zatimco

v dobé neoliberalismu byla vénovana velka pozornost
zoufalé nejistoté, bezmoci a rdznym potiebam, méli bychom
vénovat vice pozornosti sile odmitani v duchu hesla ,nedélat
nic (odmitat) je radikalnéjsi nez néco délat (zlepsovat nebo
rozsirovat praci)“ (2019, 219).

A co Fict zavérem?

Zvirata nam mohou pomoci premyslet v SirsSich
souvislostech o odporu a stejné tak o praci. Nicméné

je lakavé predpokladat, ze vSechny reprodukéni nebo
generativni schopnosti Zivota jsou praci. Riskujeme tim ale
dalsi rozsireni kapitalistické logiky, Zze hodnota se odvozuje
jen a pouze z prace. Mluvime-li o metabolické praci, mize se
to az prilis podobat pokusiim pochopit mimolidské aktivity
odehravajici se ,v pfirodé“ prismatem ekonomie. Ty maji
tendenci omezovat existenci jinych nez lidskych bytosti na
soubor vlastnosti a sluzeb, které prospivaji lidskym zajmam,
a vazat rozmanitost Zivota na subjektivni uzite¢nost misto
toho, aby pfiznavaly nelidskym tvordm jejich vnitini hodnotu.

Presto vérim, Ze je mozné pojmout generativni a reprodukéni
schopnosti jinych nez lidskych tvor( jako praci, aniz bychom
veskery zivot na zemi uvrhli do logiky kapitalistickych
hodnot. Mluvit o ,,praci“ ma smysl tam, kde jsou mimolidské
(metabolické) schopnost vyuzivany a integrovany do
hodnotovych fetézcu jako udajné bezplatny ,biokapital®.

refuses to give milk, provoking a long-lasting rethinking

on the part of her owner (2019). But can a chicken or pig
resist the valorization of their eggs or flesh? When it comes
to animal metabolic work, resistance seems to be hard to
find. Or is this just a lazy conclusion? Philosopher and artist
Fahim Amir criticizes the fact that when it comes to animals,
the political left thinks like the right, that is, it seldom offers
conceptual tools that go beyond romanticism or generalized
perpetrator-victim dichotomies.

In contrast to this, Amir attributes animals with political
agency by highlighting their forms of resistance: If critique

in a Foucauldian sense means refusing to be governed

in a certain way, then every escape attempt by animals

on their way to the slaughterhouse can be understood as

a practical critique of the circumstances. Practicing critique
must be possible without having undergone an education

of civics (Amir 2018, 16). He elaborates that when animals
resist their valorization, they move in a continuum of forms
of resistance. Between the resistance of an animal bone
against its processing and the resistance of a fully organized
revolutionary party, many forms of resistance can be

found. Considering the totality of fences, cages, enclosures,
surveillance and monitoring systems that make the
monstrous extent of animal agency tangible, it is much easier
to see animals as political actors of resistance (2018, 15).
Consequently, Amir regards animals and humans as political
companions of which the result is a non-innocent solidarity
instead of an ethics of pity, rhetoric of responsibility, or moral
self-aggrandizement.

Correspondingly, numerous works from multispecies
ethnography show that animals have always been powerful
co-producers of the world (cf. Arregui 2023; Chao 2022;
Minster 2016; Swanson, Lien, and Ween 2018; Tsing et

al. 2020). Naisargi Dave even sees a central opportunity
for learning from animals’ refusal to work. While in times

of neoliberalism, much attention has been put on dire
precarity, powerlessness, and need, we should dedicate
more attention to the power of refusal in the sense of “doing
nothing (refusing) is more radical than doing something
(improving or expanding work)” (2019, 219).

What to conclude?

Animals can help us to think more broadly about resistance
as much as about work. However, it is tempting to assume
that all reproductive or generative capacities of life are
work. This risks a further expansion of the capitalist logic
that value is ultimately sourced in labor alone. Speaking

of metabolic work might sound too similar to attempts

to grasp non-human activities as they occur “in nature”
economically. They tend to narrow other-than-human
existence to a set of properties and services that ultimately
benefit human interests and tie the multiplicity of life to
subjective usefulness instead of crediting other-than-
human beings with intrinsic value.

Still, I believe it is feasible to conceptualize other-than-
human generative and reproductive capacities as work
without plunging all planetary life into a capitalist logic of
value. Speaking of “work” makes sense where other-than-
human (metabolic) abilities are utilized and integrated
into value chains as presumably free “biocapital”. In



V téchto souvislostech se oznacéeni ,prace” stava
nastrojem politické emancipace a uznani, které alespon
konceptualné prerozdéluje moc i kompetence a ovliviiuje
kapitalistické vytvareni hodnot (viz Porcher 2014). A neni
zaroven nekongici zavislost na zvifeci praci ddvodem, pro¢
udinit pritrz lidské megalomanii? Jelikoz je zdanlivé pasivni
mikrobiologicka prace metabolismu zvifat vy&erpavajici

a v kontextu industrializovaného zemédélstvi Casto
bolestiva, mluvit o zvifeci praci znamena porazit systém jeho
vlastnimi terminy. Musime vSak byt obezretni, a chceme-

li zvifata vnimat jako délnictvo, mame na mysli délnictvo
schopné odporu s narokem na politickou participaci, spiSe
nez abychom je mechanicky omezovali na jejich schopnosti
(metabolicky) generovat hodnotu. Jak navrhuje Amir,
politickym a praktickym dlsledkem uznani zvifeci prace
by mohla byt prava, ktera jsou zaloZena na ne-nevinné
solidarité spiSe nez na paternalistickém soucitu a mohla by
lépe poslouzit jako nastroj nastaveni limit kapitalistického
usili o maximalizaci zisku. Zvifeci délnici maji také mit
prostor na politickou a filozofickou reflexi. Pfipominaji

nam, Ze nejistota je Sasto zalezitosti mezidruhovou, a tim
nas inspiruji k budovani nové formy solidarity prekracujici
hranice jednotlivych druh(l. AvSak zbyva jesté posledni ¢ast
ukolu, k niz se zavazali zejména vicedruhovi etnografové

a etnografky - je jim snaha uvédomit si, Ze zvifata jsou vzdy
vice nez jen pracuijici, vice nez spotrebni zdroje, vice nez
symboly imaginativniho mysleni; jsou to bytosti, s nimiz tu
spolec¢né zijeme (viz Besky a Blanchette 2019, 14).

Laura Kuen
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