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ABSTRACT 

. Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, notable Marxist political theorists, 
advance a theory that moves well beyond both capitalist property and 
socialist property. Their theory proposes an · arrangement, called the 
common, that so maximizes sharing as to be almost a nonproperty system. 
From these dizzying heights, Hardt and Negri show unexpected interest in 
the idea of property as a bundle of rights. 

This Article argues that Hardt and Negri s work, though admirable in its 
ambition, is insensitive to the variety of bundle theories. They perceive, 
correctly, that bundle theories involve plural social interests and relations. 
Buttheir criticisms of critical legal studies and progressive property theory 
are often unpersuasive, as are their discussions of property in relation to 
sovereignty and coercion. This Article argues also that Hardt and Negri s
grand project of the common cannot succeed without a more careful 
description of the common, rigorous argument in favor of the common, and 
the roles of domination and non-domination in their critique of private 
property. 
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