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Abstract

This paper seeks to expose the background, approaches, and central criticisms of
the social acceleration thesis. It is proposed that the fundamental aspects of this theori-
zation on social time correspond to a model of special interest for the contemporary
world given its capacity to articulate theory and empirical studies. It is postulated that
this articulation represents an axis of special interest for current critical theory.
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Resumen

Este articulo busca exponer los antecedentes, planteamientos y criticas centrales
de la tesis de la aceleracion social. Se propone que los aspectos fundamentales de esta
teorizacion sobre el tiempo social corresponden a un modelo de especial interés para el
mundo contemporaneo dada su capacidad de articular teoria y empiria. Se postula que
esta articulacion representa un eje de especial interés para la teoria critica actual.

Palabras clave: aceleracion social, teoria critica, teoria social, teorizacion, Escuela de
Frankfurt.
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INTRODUCTION

This is not so much a paper about practices under a regime of social
acceleration, but rather about how the theory of social acceleration is itself
a critical practice. Following the pathos opened by the early authors of this
tradition, the paper will go beyond its historical framework (the first half of
the 20th century) and geographical location (Western Europe, particularly
Germany) to address what, under certain criteria that | intend to specify
throughout the paper, constitutes the critical theory of acceleration. Often,
one of the best ways to situate theoretical practice is to clarify the lines
that contribute to delineating it, as well as to identify its scope. Following
this, the paper will present an analysis of the theory of social acceleration,
both in terms of its strengths and some of its limitations. This theory will be
presented as a highly original proposal within the current tradition of social
and critical theory, which, of course, does not come without weakness-
es and shortcomings. To do this, | proceed in three steps: 1) | begin by
briefly reconstructing the main concepts that comprise it and that come
from different traditions of thought (mainly philosophy, history, and soci-
ology); 2) secondly, | analyze and evaluate its impact and reception both in
discussions in Europe and, especially, Latin America where it has been re-
ceived with great attention; and 3) in the final section, | present some of
the criticisms that the acceleration approach has also received, emphasiz-
ing both the limitations and possibilities of such criticisms from a compara-
tive perspective. Finally, | conclude by discussing the potential of the
acceleration perspective for social criticism in the 21st century.

1. THEORY, CRITICISM, AND THEIR PREVAILING CONTEXT

Theory and criticism have undergone significant changes in recent
times. Regarding theory, it has been argued that what characterizes the
explanation of general trends today is more an ongoing way to theorize
than a conclusive theory. In this sense, rather than providing a totaliz-
ing/totalized explanation of reality, what is needed today is to theorize as a
process about the general aspects of society (Abbott, 2016; Carleheden,
2019). This observation is not without meaning in a context of high frag-
mentation and plurality in contemporary knowledge, rendering a compre-
hensive explanation more difficult, especially when it is coupled with the
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pretension of privileged observation and, to a large extent, excessively
generalizing certain phenomena. Thus, theoretical production today is
marked by a work that focuses mainly on specific aspects of social reality in
order to advance more general proposals about social life. In addition, the
transitive factor also deserves to be highlighted: theorizing in action also
means placing oneself on a continuum to which new information and data
can constantly be added, so that it can hardly ever be considered com-
plete, as might be the case with a theory in the strict sense (Swedberg,
2012), with closure and exhaustiveness’ appeals. Yet this procedure is not
without risks. Probably one of the most important ones is the resignation
to one of the traditional tasks of theory, namely, identifying what is com-
mon in diversity. All in all, it is still possible to defend that there are several
commons within diversity, and the contemporary theory is requested to
address them separately to see their richness and complexities, instead
of subsuming—and thereby almost nullify them—into one general theo-
ry of the social. With regard to criticism, it is possible to establish more or
less the same precautions: accepting the lack of a common general frame-
work for diagnosing and evaluating all social processes and recognizing the
recurring lack of an empirical basis for the formulation of proposals and,
therefore, the preponderance (even arrogance) of a view that pays little
attention to the differences between societies and within them. Taking this
into account, the first thing | would like to highlight is that the thesis of
acceleration fits within the definition of a theorization about today’s socie-
ty rather than the closure of a general theory—usually considered as the
strict sense of theory. | defend that acceleration theory does not comply
the requisites of a general theory—does not even look for it—because its
purpose is not to cover all aspects of social reality as system theory or the
theory of communicative action. Its call is different. It seeks to name a set
of time—sometimes also space—related to social affairs such as the
speed of production and consumption, the steady technological changes,
the cultural process in motion (fashion, trends), the rapid communication
and transportations mean, among others, that in aggregation compose a
regime of acceleration (Torres, 2022).

However, it is also possible to develop a broad-based theory without
falling into the trap of a general theory of society or an ontology of the so-
cial, while also avoiding long-range scrutiny under the siege of specific da-
ta. Later on, | will show that there are various justified criticisms of the
theory of acceleration, but one of its advantages undoubtedly lies in
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the fact that it can effectively cover several of the levels outlined above: it
can be considered a theorization of contemporary temporal life, it seeks to
be empirically grounded, and, from there on, aims to account for the con-
tingent structures that underlie the temporality of today’s societies—
without any closure. Overall, as we can easily recognize, it is no small feat.

2. THEORIZING ACCELERATION. BACKGROUND ON CRITICALLY
THEORIZING ABOUT TIME

Critical theory has been concerned with time since its foundation. Alt-
hough not systematically and often without directly mentioning the term,
the fact is that, since the analyses of the first generation of the Frankfurt
School, the question of change in the social structures and the forces that
historically govern social life has been steady. This is the case in Dialectic of
Enlightenment (1998) and the analysis of the change brought about by
the Enlightenment’s promise of a rational society, which later led to new
forms of state repression and cultural domination. Time is also present in
Herbert Marcuse’s Reason and Revolution (2024 [1941]) as a historical and
conceptual reconstruction of the truth influenced by Hegelian emancipa-
tory projects in political milieus, with special attention to what the future
might hold or what might be expected from the progression of reason. Yet
critical theses on time have been developed mainly outside the Frankfurt
School tradition. Most of the direct critical theses on temporality have fo-
cused on phenomena of space-time compression (Harvey, 1990; Warf,
2008), the constitution of time and the other (Fabian, 1983), as well as the
colonization cases through the imposition of uses of time (Bourdieu, 1963;
Nanni, 2012; Conrad, 2016). Each of these approaches highlights how time
is used as a tool for symbolic distinction under labels such as advanced vs.
primitive societies (Fabian) or for domination, when it comes to allowing or
prohibiting the celebration of rites and the imposition of calendars on cul-
tures tied to colonial regimes (Nanni, Conrad).

We can thus see that critiques of time, and the thesis of acceleration
more particularly, do not respond to theorizations coming out strictly from
the Frankfurt School. Several of the time critical scholars have no direct
connection to the Institut fiir Sozialforschung (IfS). To put it clearly
then, the theory of acceleration has not been developed strictly within the
framework of what is commonly defined as the Frankfurt School (Jay,
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1988; Jeffries, 2016). Hartmut Rosa, surely one of its leading exponents,
has an ambiguous relationship with the Frankfurt tradition. At times he has
emphasized his belonging to the cannon, while at others he has been less
enthusiastic (Schiermer & Rosa, 2017; Torres & Rosa 2021). The next ques-
tion goes: is acceleration theory a critical theory of the Frankfurt School?
Here, it is necessary to ponder what might mean to inherit a theoretical
spirit and how it can transcend the institutional boundaries of its origin.
Therefore, beyond direct affiliation with one school or another, we must
evaluate whether the theory follows the critical path developed within the
IfS umbrella. In the critical stance that the authors of the IfS would surely
support, we can observe that acceleration theory emphasizes two key as-
pects of the critic: on one hand, the diagnosis of the era’s major trends
(Zeitdiagnose), and, on the other hand, the alienating and pathological
potentials of such trends. Without attempting to identify all the criteria
that would allow us to define a theory as ‘critical’ in the Frankfurt School
fashion, it seems to me that the two parameters mentioned before are
transversally present in the work of emblematic authors of this tradition,
such as Theodor W. Adorno, Herbert Marcuse, Friedrich Pollock, Max
Horkheimer, Karl Korsch, or Walter Benjamin. Yet these criteria are also
present in the work of authors out of the Frankfurt School orbit, while at
the same time those works would not be questioned in terms of their criti-
cal potential only because their authors do not belong to the Frankfurt
tradition, such as Franz Fanon, Angela Davis or Nancy Fraser, to name a
few.

My claim here is that acceleration theory is a critical theory, but, above
all, it is a theorization about society. It means that is a social theory that
combines a theory of society along with a social ontology in Mikael Carle-
heden’s sense (2024). A theory of society implies an exhaustive identifica-
tion and description of the most relevant aspects of the social formations.
Here we can count foundational theoretical coinages such as rationaliza-
tion, functional differentiation or industrialization. A social ontology in turn
supposes a normative ponder of those social formations. Canonical terms
in this regard are alienation, colonization, misrecognition, and lately extrac-
tivism. Those pathologies arise after an evaluation of affirmative dimen-
sions of society that are chained or challenged by them: emancipation,
equality, recognition, good life. In our case, acceleration is both an identifi-
cation and a description of the most fundamental features of time in west-
ern societies—in the sense of a theory of society—, as well as a normative
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evaluation of its consequences—in a social ontology fashion. What it at-
tempts to scrutinize first, and foremost, are the temporal conditions that
transversally mark the so-called modern societies. The structuring lines of
social life are those that present themselves to the observer after a process
that brings together various theoretical and empirical sources. It requires
all kinds of distinctions and selections, linking empirical and theoretical
evidence with the author’s reflections. Thus, we can see that changes in
the productive and emotional lives of individuals influence the formation
of their identities, or the well-documented work on the impact of new
technologies on the development of transport and telecommunications
(Birth, 2012). Such contributions shape some of the main theses on accel-
eration found in the Social Acceleration book (Rosa, 2013), but also in oth-
er works, such as Empires of Speed (Hassan, 2008) and Speed and Politics
(Glezos, 2012). Having said that, critical practice potential is still there
when acceleration theorizing unveils the environmental and human costs
of steady, speeding up the limits of the possible. The theory of acceleration
as a critical practice relies on the identification of concrete levels in which
alienation occurs in technological societies of late capitalism. Both levels,
the diagnosis and the critic, are consequences of the different currents
with what acceleration theorists have built up their theorizations.

| move on now to outline some of the key background disciplines
of the acceleration theory. Such an account will evidence a plural basis for
the diagnosis and critic, as well as it will shed some light on the limits of
such theorization, that | will expose in the third section.

3. PHILOSOPHICAL, HISTORICAL, AND SOCIOLOGICAL
BACKGROUNDS

| will briefly divide the background of the acceleration thesis into three
levels, the most notorious and prominent ones: philosophical, historical,
and sociological.

Firstly, among the philosophical background, we can include Hans
Blumenberg (2007) and Hermann Liibbe’s (1992) works on the time struc-
tures of modern times. Rather than detailing the proposals of both au-
thors, which are dense and at times hard to follow for a non-specialized
reader—making it impossible to reduce them to two or three paragraphs
in this paper—, | am interested in highlighting two aspects that represent a
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direct influence on the theory of acceleration. The first one is Blumen-
berg’s distinction between world time and lifetime, and the second one is
Lubbe’s thesis on presentism. The first distinction seeks to explain the con-
ditions for a permanent search to maximize life options, in tune with eco-
nomic growth demands. World perspectives are thus significantly
broadening in the scientific and technical modern world, fostering a signifi-
cant opening of possibilities about how the world should and/or can be.
However, the time of life is always insufficient for the materialization of all
possibilities, for which increasing speed seems to be the plausible solution.
Blumenberg detects that temporality is altered in this split, turning accel-
eration into an equivalent of Christian salvation, but this time secularized:
we can only make justice to the world if we increase the speed to con-
summate the opportunities that might be found in a rationalized world,
whether explicitly or yet to be discovered (Blumenberg, 2007). In short,
acceleration would be a response of the times to the growing conscious-
ness of alternative worlds and the pressing need to consummate them. On
the other hand, the notion of contraction of the present (Gegen-
wartsschrumpfung) in Libbe (1992) refers to the inability to imagine histo-
ry beyond the urgent. Carving in the wake of Blumenberg’s thesis, Liibbe
suggests that the emergence of alternatives opened by modern science
and technology promote the urgency of their own developments, affecting
the political dimension, which is subordinated and subsumed to other
times. In this context, there is no horizon of expectation that can transcend
the tyranny of the present, preventing politics and economy from focusing
on directing the destiny of society, turning instead to the resolution of im-
mediate issues in the best cases, and succumbing to irrelevance in the
worst.

In second place, considering the historical background, | must men-
tion Koselleck and his thesis on the temporalization of history (Koselleck,
2000). Koselleck’s proposal pursues to explain the growing awareness of a
history without a fixed or extemporaneous telos. Waves of secularization,
together with scientific and political revolutions, alter timeless narratives
about the direction of history, knowledge, and social organization, respec-
tively, placing meanings, knowledge, and norms in time. In other words,
there are no timeless meanings, universal laws, or natural norms that must
be followed without consideration of the era in which they emerged. In
this way, both the atrocities/calamities, as well as the betterments in dif-
ferent spheres (medicine, nutrition, connectivity), can also be overcome or



8

RECERCA - DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.6035/recerca.9262 - ISSNe: 2254-4135 - pp. 1-19

achieved, respectively, based on the defined social pace. Accelerating in
this case is another way of seeking the fulfillment of the maximum possible
ideals in different fields such as science or justice. This speeding up condi-
tion allows the emergence of a historical awareness of the temporal limits
of each process, but at the same time, the very possibility of overcoming
them over time (Torres, 2024).

Finally, among the sociological record, it is necessary to place authors
such as Karl Marx, followed by David Harvey and Anthony Giddens with
their thesis of space-time compression. From Marx what is rescued is the
idea of a disarticulation of time in terms of its value to produce goods, thus
the modes of production of the modern era reduce the time that must be
invested in the generation of goods, establishing a new parameter for the
valuation of labor power. Time appears as a variable that shows the power
with which capital can generate and consume resources, making it possible
to measure the sale of labor power in terms of the time invested in the
production process, rewarding those who reduce the amount of time in-
vested (Marx, 1975. Book One, Chapter 18: “Wages for Time”; Book Two,
Chapter 7: “Turnover Time and Number” and Chapter 14: “Circulation
Time”). This leads to a reduction in free time and leisure for the bourgeoi-
sie and an increase in working time, as well as a reduction in free time for
the workers. This reduced use of time creates urgency and becomes key
to the process of increasing speed, both in terms of productivity and life.
More contemporary acceleration authors such as Robert Hassan, Hartmut
Rosa, and Simon Glezos’ emphasize the reduction of leisure time, with var-
ying relevance, but always in an unavoidable way. Therefore, the influence
of capital and technology appears with full force. At this point, it is possible
to point a link with Marcuse’s critique of technology and homogenization,
especially in One Dimensional Man (2013 [1964]), where the homogenizing
capacity of technology and consumption are ideologies of standardization
at stake. | can thus state further that the thesis of space-time compression
(Harvey, 1990; Giddens, 1990) points to the narrowing of the world
through connectivity driven by expansionist and colonizing projects, while
creating the conditions for an increasingly homogeneous global village.
What is useful about the sociological analysis to acceleration is to highlight
the centrality of modern capacity to reach remote regions of the world in a
matter of seconds when it comes to communications and in much less
time than in previous eras when it comes to transportation. The ability to
circulate information, goods, and people not only makes spatial barriers
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porous, but also alters the temporal experience of speed. This point is key
to the thesis of acceleration, as it describes the situation of compression in
the world while establishing its material foundations. Both technology and
its growing value in social production, as well as new markets for capital
flows, represent material pillars of the acceleratory dynamic.

As it is possible to realize at this point, except for sociological influence,
acceleration theory does not have a strong foundation within the critical
theory developed again by the Frankfurt School. However, the complexity
and richness of its background, as well as the importance and originality of
highlighting the temporal orders of societies as a source of explanation and
criticism, are in themselves central elements for the critical theory of to-
day’s societies.

4. EMPIRICAL CONNECTION. APPLICATIONS TO CASE STUDIES

Thus, it could be said that acceleration theory proposes a more con-
crete version of theory and criticism. Or at least one that is highly visible to
researchers and the general audience. It deals with phenomena that occur
at a direct level of observation, but which can nevertheless be treated with
greater abstraction. From individual experience due to time constraints to
developments in communications, transportation, electricity (i.e., affecting
sleep hours), and measurements of rates of change and innovations, as
well as examples of broader social processes such as the spread of the
COVID-19 virus, they all account as conditions for the rapid, in some cases
frenetic, spread of phenomena on a planetary scale. Acceleration, there-
fore, does not respond to a social ontology that seeks to capture invariant
aspects of life in society in the style of phenomenology, or to a type of
emerging configuration of society in the manner of a general theory
of interaction. Instead, it is anchored in the observation of contingent as-
pects that nevertheless mark various dimensions of society transversally
and structurally. The phenomenon of acceleration, therefore, is not a reali-
ty that is based on theory alone but rather builds its assumptions on cur-
rent evidence from large groups of the population, as well as broad social
and material processes. This is how comparative international evidence
shows how time pressure is perceived in different contexts. For example,
in the United States Southerton and Tomlinson (2005) showed various
sources of time pressure that lead different groups studied to feel them-
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selves “harried” by time due to daily activities. In Germany, the conse-
guences of changing working hours have also been studied (Garhammer,
1995), with impacts on perceptions of personal time and leisure. In Chile,
there are studies that evidence time pressure in different segments of the
population, including work, age groups, and gender (Carrasco et al., 2005;
Barriga & Sato, 2021) as well as the impact of temporal deficits in house-
hold for stress levels (Casanova-Brito, 2025), manifesting all concrete in-
stances in which segments of the population are hurried by time. The
critical practice of an acceleration theory serves to frame those social di-
lemmas by pointing out the temporal constraints of contemporary socie-
ties. The practice of theorizing on acceleration implies nurturing the
analysis with empirical data to expand them in a broader perspective and
then to offer integrated positions for those very social problems, not from
above, but from the same perspective of the case studied. The theory of
practice has been widely discussed in social sciences (Bourdieu, 1990;
Turner, 1994), pointing out the relevance of theory as a practice not sub-
stantially differentiated from any other practices with their own objects. In
this regard the difference between a craftsman, a priest or a scientist does
not rely on the fact that they do something, but rather in what they do,
with what kind of resources, and to which extent.

The critic is also based on everyday practices where the theorists are
not decoupled from the object that they construct—explanations, diagno-
ses—and try to unchain—marginated groups, alienated conditions. The
practice of critic and theory is today seen as two sides of the same coin:
the production of knowledge and its liberating force (Boltanski, 2015, Ce-
likates, 2021). In this regard, the acceleration thesis has the potential and
advantage to be understood by the people who directly experience it
and by the theorists that are living in and naming it. In my view, this condi-
tion sets the critical theory practice of the acceleration theory at least two-
fold: on one hand, it is fully tied to the experienced phenomena described,
and, on the other, its fate is to exist only if it achieves to be steadily in-
formed and updated by social research.

The above-mentioned studies highlight various aspects of the speedup
phenomenon for different social groups, making clear that the approach is
neither superficial nor secondary but rather responds to the demand to
turn visible the explanation of acceleration in the most diverse spheres.
And crucially, as a process. It means that the theory should be prepared to
deal with a dynamic object, doing justice to its changing nature. Then, it
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offers both an evidence-based justification as well as a demonstration of its
potential for application in various social domains in changing conditions.

5. CRITICISMS

Like any approach to society that seeks to capture cross-cutting phe-
nomena, whether in theory or applied studies, the theory of acceleration
does not come without limitations. Because of space limitations, | will fo-
cus on two of the most recurrent and, in my view, best-argued problematic
points of the proposal. | am referring, on a descriptive level, to the claim of
universality of the acceleration phenomenon; and, on a normative level, to
its tendency to consider above all the alienating consequences of accelera-
tion. The first point is an epistemological challenge; the second one is a
political clarification.

In relation to its claimed universality, this would not be so much of a
problem if the thesis of acceleration were a proposal for advanced capital-
ist societies. The problem arises when its application is extended to “mo-
dernity” (Rosa, 2005; 2011; 2013). We know that not only the concept of
modernity is subject to debate in sociology (to name just two of the most
recent examples, see Araujo, 2021 and Bhambra, 2023), but its epochal
quality is also challenged from a historical point of view (Osborne, 1992). In
other words, the problem is not to distinguish between acceleration and
modernity—sometimes also capitalism—and the latter with a group of
adjectives that describe it, including individualization, differentiation, ra-
tionalization, and instrumentalization. All of these, as we are all aware of,
are unevenly distributed not only between different regions of the
globe—if we take modernity as an era—, but also within capitalist societies
themselves—if we consider modernity as an eminently Western condition.
Beyond an explanation of modernity itself which would take us on a long
conceptual and political journey, acceleration is often conceived as a fun-
damental force in contemporary societies without regard for necessary
differences by group (age, gender), location (urban, rural), and strata
(class, occupations). To its critics, acceleration presents itself as a universal-
ly flat condition, present without nuances in different regions and social
classes worldwide.

11
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On the other hand, a second criticism points out that it is somewhat
reductionist to place excessive emphasis on the alienating characteristics
of acceleration. Without denying the importance and reality of the per-
verse effects of frenetic life, recent literature has highlighted the critical
potential of accelerating both sociopolitical processes and operational de-
mands (Vostal, 2021; Torres & Gros, 2022). From a comparative point of
view, there are, for example, at least two levels where, on one hand, there
is a culturalist critique of acceleration that emphasizes the lack of time and
the alienating life linked to the (im)possibility of consumption. On the oth-
er hand, in Latin America, for example, acceleration is criticized in expan-
sionist (imperialist) and extractivist terms, while at the same time there is a
perceived need to accelerate political processes for social justice. Thus, the
former would be fundamentally an acceleration prototypical of the Global
North, from a culturalist critique of it, while the latter is a situation charac-
teristic of the ambiguities of the Global South, where a materialist critique
of capitalist expansion and extraction coexists with a political critique for
social justice—rights, recognition—in an accelerationist fashion. Addition-
ally, in Latin America, work on acceleration has also been critically received
in various academic spheres (Alvarez-Cienfuegos, 2016; Cristiano, 2020,
2021; Montero & Torres, 2020; Gros, 2022; Torres & Gros, 2022; Torres,
2023), where the aforementioned criticisms of the supposed universality of
the phenomenon are outlined in one way or another, as well as the cultur-
al or material conditions that would be found at its origin.

Rather than seeking an answer to these criticisms, | am interested in
getting this far with the layout of such problems. It seems to me that both
objections point to serious weaknesses in the theorization of acceleration.
However, the value of this theorization does not lie in its infallibility, but in
its ability to open new understandings of the time of the society, material-
ized in research programs and critical reflections that consider the poten-
tial of this theory, as well as its necessary adaptations, adjustments, limits,
and errors even.
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6. FINAL REMARKS

At this point, we can summarize the paper claims by identifying two
major conclusions.

First, the practice of theorizing upon acceleration is an approach that
strongly relies on empirical research. This means that it should steadily be
updated with research findings that can show the different shapes that
acceleration adopts—or ceases to have. It also implies that evidence might
contest the acceleration thesis itself and to ponder or deny its presence
and impact across diverse society domains. Communication and transport
might stabilize or slow its pace due to technological thresholds or econom-
ic-political decisions (protectionism), the life rhythm can come to a stand-
still due to health system conditions, or the speed of living might feel stuck
because of unemployment rising rates. In any case, the inherent dynamic
character of the social must be mirrored in the theoretical insights offered
by acceleration theorists.

Secondly, the critical potential of the acceleration theorizing exceeds
the limits of any theoretical current. There is no dependence from only one
perspective. In this sense, beyond any theoretical approach, the influence
of any author, no matter how strong s/he is, cannot be considered solely.
As | have shown, the critical dimensions of the acceleration theory have
been outlined before by scholars critically addressing the bond between
time and society. The processual character of the theory and its object, as
pointed above, stress the fact that the critical practice of the theory must
be adapted to the evidence collected from different sources and contexts.
This means that the acceleration itself can be normatively evaluated dif-
ferently depending on its historical conditions. If in the early days of the so-
called modernity acceleration played an emancipatory role thanks to the
pursuit of ideals that promoted the mobilization of political forces reflect-
ed in the Haitian, US, and French revolutions, as well as in the Latin Ameri-
can independence movements, to name a few; in the current phase,
acceleration is characterized by a society movement without progress,
where the social rhythm oscillates between constant “dynamic stabiliza-
tion” (Rosa, 2013) of the various social spheres. There is a search for rela-
tive synchronization between the scientific, political, economic, legal,
religious, and artistic fields and frantic paralysis, that is, the logic of capital-

13
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ist appropriation, accumulation, and expansion in which the new is barely
the reproduction of the old (the exploitation and domination of humanity
and nature) by other means (innovations or adaptations). The critical di-
mension of acceleration becomes apparent, where the thesis of effective
change is put under strain by that of a novel maintenance of the status
quo. Social energy is then worn into a movement without transformation.

In this regard, it is easily recognizable that social criticism in the con-
temporary world has strong empirical roots. There is a correlation of the
widespread disaffection with theoretical policies and limited empirical ba-
sis. In other words, if there is one thing to study in the future, it is the ex-
tent to which excessively theoretical criticism, at times essayistic, has
contributed to the lack of concrete political courses of action, on one hand,
and to the discrediting and even confinement of such criticism of general
trends to the corridors of universities and academic meetings, on the oth-
er. Fortunately, this has undoubtedly been changing within different levels
in several contexts in recent times (it can also be seen in research cen-
ters in Latin America, Europe, and the United States), with a greater com-
mitment by theorists to the everyday world, as well as to their research in
the public sphere. We can therefore expect more theorizing, as well as a
better connection with local and international appeals—without any ex-
cessive optimism.

Critical thinking has borne fruit in the past. It has been a powerful
force in identifying social problems and ultimately helping to mobilize col-
lective forces. Today, however, it is not enough—it probably never was—
to simply read and compare legitimately the concept of “cultural industry”
in Marcuse and Horkheimer, or the notion of “dialectic” in Adorno and
Benjamin, if this is not accompanied by a firm sight at today’s society
and its situated changing reality from one place to another. From funding
constraints to trendy temporary topics, academic research is prone to be
recursive and hermetic. This path should be nuanced by research findings
that allow to reconnect theory with practice. Theorizing about acceleration
seems to be a fine example of such a procedure.
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