1 Caution

‘One teature. the most distimenve of all, pits conterporary
civilization against those that have preceded itz speed. The
metamorphosis occurred in the space of a single generaton.”
the historian, Marc Bloch. noted in the 19305

This situation invalves a second feature in tarn: the acddenn.
The gradual spread of catastrophic events not only affects the
reality of the moment but causes anxiery and anguish for gen-
CTATiONS O COm.

From incidents to accidents, from catastrephes to camclysms,
everyvday hife has beconwe a kaleidoscope where we endlessly
bang into or run up against whart crops up. ex abripro. out of
the blue, so taspesk . . . And so, in this broken mirror, we need
to learn how to clearly make our whart crops up more and more
frequently and, more to the point, more and more rapidly, in
an untumely tashion, perhaps even simultancously,

Faced with this seate of affairs in an accelerated temporality
that affects customs and moral standards and art every bir as
much as the polities of nations. one thing stands our as being
of the utmost urgency: to exposc the arident i Time

lurning on 1ts head the chreat of the unexpected, the sur-
prise, becomes @ subject for a thesis and the natural disaster,
the subject of an exlubiton within the framework of instan-
LATICOILS Lt.'lL'L‘:('.I'iT]]'I.'IlIf'l'i{':.'-ﬂ.ii}]"h".

As Paul Valéry explained in 1935: "In the past, when it cane
re novelty. we had hardly ever seen anvthing bur selutons o
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age-old . .. But novelty for us now congists i the wnprecedented
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watitre of the questions thenselves, aid vot the solirions: i e way
these questions are asked and not the ausiers, Whenee the gener:-lll
impression of powerlesness and incoherence that rules our
mineds, ™!

This admission of powerlessness in the face of the surging
up of unexpected and catastrophic events forces us o v o
reverse the usual rrend chae exposes us to the accidenc in <'nl-clc.:'
to establish a new kind of museology or musengraphy: one
that would now entail exposing the aceident, all accidens,
from the most banal to the most tragic. from natural cacas-
trophes to industrial and seientitic disasters. withour avoiding
the too often neglected vategary of the happy accident, the
stroke of luck. the coup de foudre or even the coup de grice!

loday, thanks to television, ‘what survives 15 reduced to
the evenr-instant, progress of all kinds CONVETEING On an
mescapable problem which is the prablern of perception and
imagre.’=

Apart from the historic terrorist attack of 11 September
20041 and 115 broadeasting on a continuous loop on the wlevi-
ston screens of the ennre world, two recent events deserve to
come in tor some harsh analviss on this score. On the one hand.
we have the revelation, sticteen years too late, of the damage done
to eastern Frunce through contaminaton from Chernobyl,
about which theose running the services wasked with ::nund't:rqz
the alerr in France declared in April, 1986: UF we do derect
arythivng, it will fust be a purely séentific problens.’ On the other
hand, we have the very recent decision of the Caen Memorial
Peace Muscumt o import from the United States. as a svin-
bolic object. an atomic bamb — an H-bomb — ¢mblematic of the
“balance of terror” during the Cold War between East and West.

Apropos, and reworking the dismissive remark of the
French experts who covered up the damage done by the
Chernobyl accident, we nught sav: T e exhibit an atom bowh,
it will just be g pirely addrrd problem;" and an that noce, throw-
e open the doors of the first Museum of Accidents.

Claution 3

They say invention (s smevely a teay of seeing, of Teading acei-
dents as signs and as opportunities. I so, then it s merely high
tme we opened the museum to what crops up imprompeu.
ter that “mdirect production’ of science and the technosciences
comstituted by disasters, by industrial or other catastrophes.

According o Anstotle, ‘the accident reveals the substance.”
If w0, then invention of the ‘substance’ is equally invention of
the “accident’; The shipwreck is consequenty the “fururist’
imvention of the ship, and the air crash the invenoon of the
supersonic airliner, just a5 the Chernobyl melrdown is. the
invention of the nuclear power station,

Lets take a look now at recent history. While the ewenticth
century was the century of great explaits — such as the moon
landing — and great discoveries in physics and chenmstry, to say
nothing of computer scicence aned genetics, it would seem.
alas, only logical that the owenoy-tirst centiry, mm turn, reap
the harvest of this hidden production constituted by the most
diverse disasters, o die very extent thar therr repetition has beconse
a clearly recognizable istorical phenemenon.

Om this score, let’s hear 10 again trom Paul Valéry: “The tool
is tending to vanish from consciousness. We commonly say
that its [unction has become automaric, What we should make
of this 15 the new cquanon: consciousness only survives now
as awareness of accidents.™

This admission of tulure then leads to a clear and defmi-
tive conclusion: *All that is capable of bemng resumed and
repeated 1s fading away, falls stlenc. Fancrion only exists outside
pebscionsiess,”

Given that the declared ohjective of the Industrial
Revolunion of the eighteenth contury was precisely the repe-
fron of standardized objects {machines, tools, vehicles. ete).
1 ather words, famously mrpminared substances, 10 15 only
lowrical today o note that the rwendeth century did in face
swamp us with wass-produced  accidents one after the otfer,
from the sinking of the Titanic in 1912 up to the Chernobyl
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meledown in 1986, to say nothing of the Seveso chemical
plant disascer of 1976 or of the Toulouse fertilizer fictore dis-
aster of 2000 . -

And so serial reproduction of the most diverse catastrophes
has dogged the grear discoveries and the great technical inven-
tions like a shadow, and, unless we accepr die unacceptahle,
mearing allow the avident In turn to become antomaric, the
urgent need for an ‘intelligence of the criss in intelligence” is
making itself felt, ar the very beginmng of the cwen ty—tirse
century — an meelligence which ecolagy i the clinical symprom
of, anticipating the mmminent emergence of a philosophy of
post-industrial escharology.

Lecs sccept Valéry's postulate: if consciousness only survives
now as awareness of agcidents, and if nothing funetions eXcept
outside consciousness. the loss of consciousness about dcci-
dents as well as major disasters would not only amount o
unconseiousness bur to madness — the madness of deliberate
blindness to the fatal consequences of our actions and our
invenaons. [am thinking in particular of genetic engingering
and the bietechnologies. Such a sitvation would then mean
embracing the swift reversal of philosophy into its opposite —
i other words. the birth of phidofelly, a Tove of whar was
repressed-as radically unimaginable, unthinkable, whereby the
imsane nuture of our acss would not only stop {_'t“}n.ﬂ:i{:JLTih'
worrying us, but would thrill us and captivate us. |

Adter the acdident fn substances, we would see the fatal emer—
gence of the aident in knowledge, which compuler sclence
could well be 4 sign of, due to the very nature of its indis-
putable “wdvances’ but also, by the same token. due to the
nature of the incommensurable damage it does.

Ly face, if ‘the accident is the appearance of a guality of
somuching that was hidden by another of it qualities," thers
the invention of industrial accidents in {land, sea, air) CrAnspoTe
or of post-industrial accidents. in the ficlds of computers and

Clanion

genertics, would be the appearance ot a quality oo long hidden
by the poor progress of “sclentific” knowledge compared to the
sheer scope of “spiritual and philusophical” knowledge, of the
wisdom accumulated over centuries throughour the history of
civilizations.

And so, the havoc wreaked by secular or religious 1deolo-
oies, peddled by totabranan regimes, 1% about to be out-
scripped by that wreaked by thought technologies thar are
]jkcl'}.' tevend, 16 we are not caretul, 10 MAIDNESS, inan imsane
lowve of excess. as the suicidal nature of certain contemporary
acts would tend to bear out, from Auschwitz right up o the
military concepr of Mutually Assured Destrucaon (MALY, o
sav nothing of the Smbalance of terror’ kicksoarted 1 New
York in 2001 by che suicide bombers of the World Trade
Clenter,

Indeed, not to use weapons, military tools, any more but
sinple air transport vehicles to destrov buildings. and being
prepared to die in the process, 1s to set up a fatal confusion
between the terrarist attack and the accident and to use the
‘quabicy” of the dehiberate sccident o the detriment of the
qualicy of the aeroplane, as well as the ‘quantcy” of innocent
lives sacrificed, thercby excecding the bounds once set by
ethics, religious or philosophical.

Actually, the dmperative of responsibility for the generations to
come requires that we now expose accidents along wich the
frequency of their indostrial and post-induserial repennon.

This 15 the whole point of the exhibition at the Fondation
Clartier pour art contemporain as well as s avowed aime A
tese run of, more precisely o pretfiguration of a future Museumn
ol the Accident, the exhibinon aims first and foremost to take
a stand againse che collapse of ethical and acsthetic landmarks,
that loss of meaning we so often witness ow as vicaims much
ITIHATL: [E].-]TI A Actors.

Atter the exhibinon on speed also organzed by the
Fondaoion Cartler over ten vears ago, ar Jouv-en-Josas, the
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exinbinen Ce gui arrie, from the Ladn ecddens (unknown
quantity i English) hopes to act as a counterpoint to the aut-
rages of all stripes chat we are swamped with an 4 daily basis
by the major media outlets. thar museum of horrors that no
ane seems to realize precedes and accompanies the escalation
of even bigger disasters,

In fact, a5 ome wicness to the rise of nihilisnt in Europe purs
1e: "The most atrocious act is easy when the way leading up o
it has been duly cleared.”?

By gradual habituation to tnsensitivity and indifference in
the face of the craziest scenes. endlessly replayed by the enter-
rainment markets 1n the name of some so-called frecdom of
expression that has morphed into the freeing up of expression-
st or even anto an academicism of horror, we are succumb-
Ing Lo the ravages of 4 programming of outragedusness at all
costs that leads, not to meamnglessness any more, but to the
selling of terror and terrorism as herofsm.

Much as the official art of the nineteenth century went out
of 165 way to glorify the grear bardes of the past in ity salons
and wound up, a5 we know, in thi mass slaushrer of Verdun,
at the very dawn of the twenty-tirst century, we look an, gob-
smacked, at the attempes to promore artstic torture, aesthetic
sel-mwrtilation and suicide as an ardform "

It s, in the end, in order to escape this overexpasure of the
public to horror that the Fondation Cartier pour art conteni-
poram agreed o hold the exhibition, ‘Unknown Quanticy’,
arganized by myselt as an event simed above all ar keeping its
distance from the outrages of every stripe with which current
events are riddled.

Designied to rase che ssue of dhe unexpected and of the
lack of arrention to major hazards, the exhibition manifesto
endeavoured above all o pay homage to discernment. to
preventive intellivence, at a time when threass of Lriguering a
preventive war in Irag abounded.

2 The Invention of
Accidents

Creation or collapse, the accident 15 an unconsclous oeuvre,
ALY THRCHTeR 'I-'I'I Tl"IL: ST {_]1'1 IIT'I-;_'.{'I"\."[..‘T'I-T'I_!_": ";'Ar"l'ii-ll' Wk }li[iill..'.ﬂ,juﬁl
walting to happen.

Unlike the ‘matural” accident, the Sartficial” aceident resalis
from the innovanon of a motor or of some substannal mater-
ial. Whether the sinking of the Tiani or the eruption of the
Chernobyvl nuclear power stanon — emblemanc catastrophes
of the past century — the issue raised by the accidental event
1 not so much thae of an iccberg surging up 0 the North
Atantic on a certain night in 1912, or that of a divergent
nuclear reactor on 4 certin day in 1986, The issue 3s the
building of an "unsinkable’ ocean liner or the setong up of an
atomic power stadon close to residential zones.

In 1922, for instance, when Howard Carrer souumbled across
Tutankhainun’s sarcophagus in the Valley of the Kings, he
licerally inwenred it. Bue when the Soviet higuidators” covered
the faulty Chernobyl reactor with 2 diferent kind of “sar-
cophagus’, they invented the majer nnclear accrdent, and thas, only
a few years after the one that had occurred at Three Mile
Island m the United Seates,

S, ust as Egyvprology sone of the disciplines of historical
discovery, in other words, of axcliaeolagical invention, analvsis of
the industrial accident oughe to be seen as 2 ‘logical art or,
more priccisely, as an archacotechnological imventon.

An art bynr 1 every sense of the term, but one we can't look
at selelv as an exceprion or, lrom the préventive angle, as a

precanmonary principle’ alome, Tt has to be seen L:{]‘J;!“‘:. dx A
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major work of unconscious sclentific gemius, the fruic of

Progress and of the Libour of mankind.

MNote, on top of this, that if techniques are always streers
ahead aof the mentality ol wsers, who need several vears w get
used to 3 new technology, they are also streets ahead of the
mentaliey of producers. those engineers busily engineering the
invention of engines —so much se that the mechanical tmeon-
scrous once flagged by psychoanalyas here proves 1 validioy
as a proof througls absurdity of the fatal recklessness ol scientists
when it comes o knowing about mujor risks.

‘There 15 no science of the aceident.” Aristotle cautioned a
long time ago. Despite the exastence of risk studies which
assess risks, there s no aaddenrology. but only a process of for
tntous discovery, archaeatechnologeal imennon. Te invent
the sailing ship or stecamer s ro fgeens the shipureck. To
invent the train is o invent the ratl acident of deralment. To
mvent the family automobile is to produce the pile-up on the
highway

To get whar 15 heavier than air to take off in the form of an
aeroplane or dirigible is ro invent the crash, the air disaster, As
for the space shuttle, Cliallenger, its blowing up in flighe in the
same vear that the tragedy of Chernoby] accurred is the ori
ginal acdldent of a new motor, the equivalent of the firse ship-
wreck of the very first ship.

An ndivect tnvention ot the breakdown of computer (or
other) syscems. look at the economic upheaval m the finan
cial markets when suddenly, wich the stockmarker crash, the
hidden face of the econamic sciences and technologies of
automared dealing in values rears up, like the iceberyr before
the Titanir, only on Wall Street. in Tokyo and 1n London.

And so, if, for Aristotle some httle time ago and for us
today, the accident reveals the substance. this is in fact because
WHAT CROPS UP (aoeidens) 15 a sort of analvss, 3 techno-
analysis of WEHAT IS BENEATT (substare) any knowledee.
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It follows char fighting against the damage done by Progress
ahove all means uncovering the hidden truth of our successes
in this accidental revelagon — in no way apocalyptic — of the
incrininated substances.

Whenece the urgent need, at the threshold of the third
millennium, for public recognition of this tvpe of mnnovation
thar comces und feeds oft cvery technology, as the owennech
century never ceased stunningly demonstranng,

O this score. too, political erology cannor long go on sweep-
ing under the carpet the eschatological imension of the calami-
tes caused by the posinivist ideology of Progress.

So the dromologue, or. if vou like, the analyse of the phe-
nomena of acceleration, is consistent in thinking that if speed
is responsible for the exponential development of the artifivial
accidents of the twenticth century, it s also every bir as resporn
sible for the increased impact of eeological accidens (the sundry
instances of pollution of the enviromment) as, let’s say, the
eschatologival calamities that are looming with the very recent
discoveries of genomics and biotechnologies.!

Once upon a time the local accident was sall precisely situ-
ated — as in the North Adantic for the Titanic. But the global
accident no longer 1s and its fallout now extends to whole
conoinents, anticipating the iitegral aafdent that s in danger of
becoming, tomaorrow or the day atter, our sole habitat, the
havor wreaked by Progress then extending not only o the
whole of geophvsical space. but especially o tmespans of
several centurics, to say nothing of rhe dimension st generis
af 4 “cellular Hiroshima'.

Actually, if the substance is absoluse and essential (Lo science)
and if the accident s relative and contingent, we can now den-
rify the “substance” at the beginning of specific fields of know-
ledge and the “accident’ at the end of the philosophical
intuition thar Aristorde and 2 few others pioncered.

Fir from urrring sonie ‘mullenarian catastrophism’, there is
ne question here of making a freedy out of an acadent with
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the aim of scaning the hardes as the muss media so often do.
but only of tinally taking accidenes serfonsly.

Along the hines of the work of someone ke Treud on our
relationship to death and the fmpubse towards It it is now a
marrer of serupulously examiming onr relationstap to the end, two
all ends, 1n other words m finiteness.

“Accumulation puts an end o the impression of chance,’
wrote Sipmnund Freud, some e between 1914 and 1915,
Indeed. after the twentieth century and the sudden apiializo-
tiont of tragedivs and catastropdies of all krds, we really should draw
up the bankruprey report on a technosciennfic Progress that
the nineteenth-centry posiovisess were so proud of,

since those days the serial producnon of the wizards of
business has literally imdusrrialized the arificial acident, an acci-
dent whose once artisanal character maost often expressed itself
discreedy, even while panl acaidents ook on a cataclysmic
dimension all of their own, with the excepron of wars of
anmhilaoon.

I we take the reabm of private car ownership, for example,
the way the carnage on the highways has became common-
place it Freudian proot that the accumulation of traffic acci-
dents largely puts an end to ‘vhance” — and the multple
SCCUTIEY systens our vehicles are equipped with don'’t alter this
Fact onie tota; in the course of the twendeth century, the acei-
dent became a heavy industry,

But lets ger back to this technoanalysis revelatory of “sub
stance’ — m other words. whar lies beneath technicians” know-
ledge, lechniques are always streets ahead of the menralities of
competent personnel m the ares of innovaton, as the essavist,
John Berger. likes to claim, in any case {Tn cvery creation,
whether it involves an original idea, a PAINTILE OF & POCT, rrr
abways sirs alongside skl Skill 3s never presenced onats owny there
i no skill, wo creative talent, withont errer’).” Bur this s because the
accident 1s inseparable from the speed it which it wnexpecedly
supges g And so this “virtual speed” of the catastrophic surprise
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really should be studied mstead of merely the “actual speed’ of
objects and engmes tresh off the drawing board.

Just as we need to protect ourselves (ar any cost) from exeess
i real speed by means of breaks and automated safery systems.
we have to try and protect ourselves from excess i virtial speed,
from what unexpectedly bappens to “substanee’. meaning to
what lies henearh the engineers awareness as producer.

This is the “archacotechnological” mvention self, the dis-
covery evoked above.

In his Physics, Aristotle remarks ar the outset that it 15 net
Time as such thar corrupts and descrovs. bur whar crops up
{accidens). So it is indeed the passage of Thne, in other words the
speed with which they crop up thar achieves the ron of all
thingg, every substance” being, in the end, o vicrim of the aci-
dent in the rafme crodarion af e,

That being the case, it’s all oo easy to imagine the havoc
wreaked by the accidene in Time, with the instantanaity of
the remporal compression of data in the course of globalizanon,
and the ummaginable dangers of the synchromization ol
knowledge.

And sa. the Smperative of respensibiliny’ evaked by Hans
Jonas really ought to be applied, 1 the first place, to the need
for a new itll.'-:‘||ig|.:n{'.|.' or um!r:]'%t;n]t‘ling ol the prﬂ:hi-.‘iiﬂn LEI-
accidents, this reckless indusory that the “marerishst scienose
refuses to think ;Ihﬂl]l., EVETY Ihr.':ngh the 'mj]i[al'}’—JJEdLIEEs']a]
complex” bombarded us, throughour the enore pase century,
with the sudden militarizavon of the sciences, most notably
the famal inventon of weapons of mass destruction and 4
thermonuclear bamb capable of exunguishing all lite on the
planet.’

L fact. the ersible speed of the substance — that of the means
of [TANSPOTT, of computing, of infornmagon - 15 m]]y' ever the
up of the iceberg of the fnrisible speed of the acadent. Thas
holds true just as much for road wathic as for the oaffic of

values,
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It you need convineing, all vou have to do is look ar the
very latest stock exchange crashes, the successive burstings of
the speculadve bubbles of the single marker in a Anancil

TFaced wich this stare of affairs, very largely catastrophic tor
the very future of humaniry, we have no choice but to rake
stack of the urgent need for making perceprible, it noc visible,
the speed with which sccidents surge up, plunging history
IO mourning, -

[T do this, apare from searching in vain for some black box
capable of revealing the parameters of the contemporary dis-
aster, we have to try as fast as possible to define the Hagranr
nature of disasters peculiar to new technologics. And we Rave
to do this using scientific expertise, of course, but also a phila-
sophical and cultural approach that would wash its hands of
the promorional expressionism ol the promoters: of macerials,
sinee, a8 Malraux said, “culture is what made man somcething
more than an accident in the Universe. h

3 The Accident Argument

Priveress and disaster are tow sides
of the same coin.

Hannah Arcnde

Lately, as though an aceident was now an eption, a privilege
granted to chance to the demiment of ¢rror or the desire w
do harm, the accident argument has become one of the mass
media’s pet themes, flagging, by this very fact, the confusion
now creeping m berween saborage and breakdown. on the
one hand, and berween the sutcide bombing mission and the
mdustrial ar other accident. on the other,

Actually, the unprecedented merease 1 the number of
catastrophes since the start of the twenteth century and rnight
up e the present day when, for the first Gme, “artificial” acei-
dents have ousstripped ‘natural” accidents, makes evervone
aware that they have to choose. meaning opt. for one or
the other version of whatever calamicy mighe be under waw
Whence the weirdlv academic expression: the accident
ATLILITTS it

And so. since the end of the past century, disruption —
JTI'.-!.L:?HTL.‘ g i"l:-l._‘i. !L_r'l'.-]l'.].'l..'li_{“}-' ‘I_'?L:L:UT'I!L: d TTHALLeT U:- [:('?[uﬂ'[itlﬂ'ﬂ ..-]'I':Id TH
longer, exacdy. an unexpected surprise, causing the very term
‘accident” o shed ats classical philosophical meaning, which it
has enjoyed since Anstotle.

suddenly, an aceident is no longer unexpectad. it turns Lo
a ruriicur, a prior scandalous, in which the prosupposition of

a fault rends to ourpace anyvthing inveluntary or, conversely,
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the near certainty of the will to do harm i covered up in the
overriding coneern not to provoke panic.

We maght note, here, the prosumpnion of guilt immediately
heaped on anyone retusing to buy the offivial arpument for a
fault or an accident and who favours instead 1 version com-
plerely at odds with the one touted by the powers thar be.

[m any case, as soon as the catastrophic event emerges in its
‘terrorist’ dimension, the term “argument’ is swiftly dropped
for the (police) term invoking the lead or line of enquiry fol-
lowing a criminal act,

This semanne blurring iflustrates pretry clearly the building
confusion berween the ‘genuing accident occurting unexpecr-
edly to a4 substance and the indirect stratemy of a malicions act
completely oypical but disdaimng anvthing as obvious a5 openly
declared hostility — something the rules of classic wartare sall
reqinred not so long ago (frghten, certainly, bur avord ar all vosis
releasing a fevvor that s wnspeakable and connterproductive for it
dranynious aythers), 1n a sociery where the screen has become
substitute for the battleficld of the grear wars of the past.

The general trend towards negation of anv terrorist attack —
new type of negatdonism that 1s emerging — is part and parcel,
now, of the iImportance of the corporate image of any country
ar nation open to the cross-border tourism industry that is
constantly growing thanks to the low cost of transcontinental
TTANsport.

Whenee the gravity of the New York attack, which calls
mike question not only the United Stares’s status as a sancti-
ary. but also the boont m the major airlines and the liberaliza
tiom of tourist fows, to say nothing of the catstrophic impace
of the collapse of the Twin lowers on the comprehensive
insurance market.!

From now on, faced with the ubiquity of risk, often even
of a major risk ot disaster for humamry the 1ssoue of foar
mmanagement becomes crucial once more, -
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Toy paraphrase a like-nunded writer: we nught even assert
taday that: Tf knowledge can be shown as a sphere whose
volume 15 endlessly expanding. the ara of contacr with the
tnknown is groteing owd of all proportion.

By replacing the geomerric term sphere with the spatio
temporal term dronrasphiers, we can't help but come to the
conclusion thac, if the speed ar which the unknown has been
growing expands or intensthies fear, this alarm i the face of
the final end of humanity of which the coolomy movement
reprosents an early warning sign. then thar fear 15 setr to
increase even furcher in che twenty-first century, in anticipa-
tion of one last movement emerging, an escharology move-
ment, this nme, that would be concerned with stockpiling the
dividends of terrorn

The abrupt undermmng of the subsiantial war that derived
from politics via hyperterrorism, thus accidental war thar no
lomger speaks its name, also undermines politics — and not
only tradiional parey politcs.

Whenee the alternation not so much berween the trad-
inonal lett and right anv more than between pohtics and the
medhia, 0 other words, this informadon managing (generar—
ing) capabilicy chat 15 gearing up to mvade the naginary of
populations held in thmall by a proliferavion of screens that
pertectly tvpities the globalizanion of “affects” - this sudden
synchronization of collective emorions greatly favouring the
adwiinistration of fear,

To administer fear in order o manage security and civil
peace or, conversely, to adomster tear to win a eivil war
that is indeed the alternative thar today characrerizes the psv-
chopolincs of nations,

As you can easily imagine, anxety and doubt abour the
origin of an acadent are part and parcel of this underhand
adminstranon of emodons: soo much so that, i the near
future, the Ministry of War could well be shunted aside tor
the “Minisery of Fear run by the movie industry and the mass
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mediz as integral parts of the andiovisual continuun tiow
replacing the public space of our daily lives.

This explains the serategic uraency of MENCnng uncer-
tamey about the ongin of each and every “accident’ for s long
as possible since the declared enemy and official hostlities
between the old states and governments have been put paid 1o
now by the anonynions attack and the sabotage of daily routine,
i public mansport or in business firms as at home.

By way of a canvincing example of this transmutation in
‘politics-as-spectacle’. we might cire the Hollywood block-
buster of 20112, an adaptation of Tom Clancys 1991 novel
about terrorism. The S of All Fears, sponsored by the US
Peparmment of Detense with the direct invalvement of the
CIA and its veteran agene, Chase Brandon, who is not afraid
to claim, for his personal use, a phrase from the Clospel of
St John: *And ve shall know the trudh, and the cruth shall make
vou free” (John #:32)

In the winter of 2001, the US Defense Department
announced the quiet, not w say furtve, credtion of a new
Office of Strategie Influence (OSI). Placed under the control
of the Under-Secretary of Defense charged wich politics,
Drouglas Feith, this information operadon, a  veritable
‘Disintormation Department’, was tasked wich the diffusion
of false mtormation designed to influence “the hearts and
minds” of a terrorist enemy; itself just s diffuse .. a strifegy
af deception from which the medis of countries allied to the
United States would obviously not be ERCTIPE.

Very swiftly, though, s you might expect, the Secretary of
Defense, Donald Rumsfeld, was to denounce a project
designed to manipulate public opinion in enemy or allivd
states indiseriminately, At the end of February 2002, the OS]
affair was officially canned.

Now there’s a fine example for you of an information acci-
dent, in other words, of bramnwashing designed to sow doubt
about the truth of the facks, thereby ereating anxicry over
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diffuise threas whereby any disturbance in perception of
events always reinforces the anguish of the masses.

Suicide bonshing or accident? Information or distiformarion?
Froem nonw CITT, - TIEN 0 E'(_‘{!ﬂ'f." k_[l(_'l‘i.\"s.

In this example. which is just one among many, privileging
the accident remmwins (as long as 1s necessary) the preferred
option of the adnumstranion of this public fear that has nothing
to do with the private fear of individuals, since the intended
ain 15 above all emorional control to psvchopolincal ends,

Confranted by this chain of media events, each one muore
catastrophic than the last {the anthrax virus, the threat of a
radiological bomb, and o on), it is surely appropriate to ask
aurselves about the dramatization that has been mking place
since the beginning of the twentv-first century, in New York,
Jerusalem and Toulouse as well as Karachi and elsewhere.

The tirst objecuve of this new dramate arc 15 to never
break the chain of ¢motion set 1n tain by catascrophic scenes.

Whence this crescendo close o the end of a media show
kicked off by Greek tragedy ac the same time as Athenian
demacracy. In fact, for the historian of Antquity, as for the
modern philasopher, the tragic chorus is the cioy itself, where
the future 3s played out berween the menace of a single person
and the war of each against all; this stasis that democracy must
protect itselt from every bit as much as from the lone tyrane.

With the globalizaton of the real time of relecommunica-
tlons, a5 the new century gets under way. the public stage of
the theatre of our origing gives way (and how!) to the public
screen, on which the ‘people’s acts” are played out, this liturgy
where repeat catastrophes and cataclysms have the role of
some dens ex maching, 1 not of the oracle announang che

horrors to come and denouncing, thereby, the abominatian

&,
of the desuny of peoples,

With television. which allows hundreds of millions of peaple
tor see the same event at the same moment o dme, we are
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finally hving dhrough the same kind of dramatic performance
ay it the theatre n days not lonyg gone. From thar point an. as
Arthur Miller explains, “there 15 no difference between pal-
ities and show business anymore; it s che performance that
persuades us char the candidace 15 sineeri,™

Thas has reached the stage where the people’s clecred rep-
resentative 15 scarcely more than a living audimat measuring
audience ratings! To mainain the illusion, o keep up the pla‘_-:.-'
being performed before vour disbelieving eyes, atall costs,
that is the objective — the rele-objective — of the COTTCIPOr-
ary mass media in the age of synchronization of opinions,
Anything thar destrovs this collective “harmony’ muse be mer-
cilesshy censured, !

Since 11 Seprember 20001, as we've all been able to observe,
mudia coverage of acts of violence has everywhere expanded.
From local delinguency to the global hyperviolence of terror—
1sm. no one has managed o escape this escalating extremism
torlong. And the accumulation of felonies of a different nature
has little by lirtle given the impression thac all forms of pro-
tection collapsed ar the same drme as the World Trade Center?

And so chis dramatic portraval has creared, in televiewers, a
twin tear, a sterco-anxiery. Alarm over public insecurity has
been topped up with fear of the images of ‘audiovisual
nsecurity, bringing about a sudden highlighting of domestic
terror, desigmed to intensify collective anguish. “We are living
off the ccho of things and, in this upside down warld, it 1s the
ccho that gives rise to the cry” Karl Kraus once observed.®

I'his mute cry of the hordes of the absent, all present at the
satne montent in front of their screens contemplating disaseer,
stunned, 1 nor withour repercussions. The results of the
French clecnions of 21 April 2002 prove the poine abundantly,
for it is not so much the ¢vent now as the anaesthesia thar
makes it possible and bearable that offers us explanations.”

The sudden stercoscapic highlighting of the event, acei-
dent or artack, thus well and truly amounts to the birth of a
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and stercophonic, i which the perspective of the real ime of
synchronized emotions produces the submission of con-
scienees to this ‘terrorsm in evidence — that we see with our
own eyes — that further enhances the authority of the media.

ACCIDENT or ATTACK: From now on, uncertaincy
rules, the mask of the Medusa is forced on everyone thanks to
Minerva'’s helmet or, rather, this visual headser thar endlessly
shows us the repeanon (in a mirror) of 2 terror we are utterly
fascinated by

O 6 May 1937, a8 the afternoon drew o a close, the dirigi-
ble Hindenburg caughr fire above Lakehurst not far from New
York. It was the hrest grear acronautical catastrophe of the
twenaeth century and 1t counced chiroy-four vietims.

A voung journalist commenteéd on the event, live, on
radic, His name was Orson Welles, almost the same name as
that of the novelist who, some thirty vears carlier, in 1908,
deseribed the bombing of New York by German dirigibles in
his book, The War in the A"

Within thirty interminable seconds, the ocean liner of
the air was blazing away like a torch in front of the news
cameras and the thowsands of onlockers waiting tor the zep-
pelin to land.

Accident orsabotage? Three commissions ot inquiry tried
to deternune the causes of this spectacular magedy, 10 those
days of political woes. The final verdict verv quickly favoured
the accident argumente, by the same token bringing about the
final abandonment of passenger tansportation by this tvpe ot
ATT CYTTICT.

T:E-.I.E'_rﬂ. TG, v\?]thﬂut Tﬂdiﬁ[]h[“]}" H.T'IL]. ['I"I{_'. TEL‘\\-’S]'{ZL’.J (_'.]‘_nt_';l]_']ﬂ
ol Fox-Maovictone, this major acaident would not have had
the mythical impacr it has had - not being on anything hike
the scale, for instance. of the 1,500 victims of the Tiranic
twenty-five years carlier,
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Similarly, this event, dire a5 it was for future relations
between the United States and Nazn Germany. would noc
have found ies place in history without the assaciation of the
wenius of Orson Welles and that of Herbert George Wells —
ar the exact moment when, if not e War of the Hords, also
made nto a movie by Orson Welles, the Second World War
was abour to break out and set the skies ablaze over Hiroshima
and MNagmsaki as it grande finale.

Mow that thevre ginnving up not only e relaunch dingi-
ble transportation. but to fy transatlantic planes that can seat
500 or even 1000, the quesdon that must now be asked 15
where the qualitaove (if not quantative) progress lies 0 such
loopy overkill.

Aviation accident orsabotage? 1he question must be asked,
aver i-ll]d over .-];_f"'.-l'i.!l. L'IT]]I'..'S.H WL Li[:{_'.id(.' thﬂt, 'i'I'I r]'IL: L']'II:J._l [.l'lL: f‘_-ﬂg'.T
of wanung to v thousands of passengers at the same ome in
one and the same air carrier is already an accident or, more
exactly, sabotage of prospective intelbgence.

4 The Accident Museum

A soctery thar unthinkingly privileges the present. real time,
to the detriment of past and future, also privileges acadents.
Since, at every moment, evervthing happens, most often unex-
pectedly, @ civilization thar implements immediacy, ubiguiry
and stantaneiny stages accidents and disascers,

Conbirmation of chis fact is Qrﬂvided for L, THOTUOVET, EH_.-'
the insurance companies, in particular by the Sigma study
recently conducted on behalt of Swiss Re. the second bigrest
re-insurer in the world.

Hecendy made public; this studwv, which has hsted. every
year for the last twency years, technical disasters (explo-
sions, fires. acts of terrorism, and so on) and natural disasters
(Honds, L-‘HTH"lL]U&kCL hurricanes, and s on), onlyv takes into
account the set of disasters excecding 35 nullion US dollars
i damagre.

‘For the first time, the Swiss analysts note, “since the 1990s,
a period when the damage due to natural camserophes was
greater than technical damage, the trend is the reverse, with

technical damage at 70 per cent.”

Proof, if proof were needed. that far from promoting quiet-
ude, our industrialized socieries have. over the course of the
twenticth century, mrensified anxiety and increased major
risks, and chis is not to menton the recent probiferation of
weapons of mass destruction. Whence the urgent necessity of
reversing a trend that consists in cxposing us to the most cata-
straphic accidents deriving from technoscientific gemius, n
order to kick-start the opposite approach which would consist
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in exposing the accident — exhibiting it — as the major enierii
of modern progress, | )

Even though certain car manufacturers conduct more than
H erash tests @ year 10 a bid ro improve the safery of their
vehicles. the television nerworks never cease inflicting the
road death toll on us — ta say nothing of the endless reruns of
the tragedies that make current affzirs so dismal. And so it 1s
merely high ome that ecological approaches to the various
forms of pollution of the biosphere are finally supplemented
by an escharological approach to technical progress, to this
limiteness without which dear old globalization iself risks
becoming a life-size catascrophe,

A camastrophe at once natural and artificial, a general cata-
strophe, one no longer specitic to this or chat technology or
to this or chat part of the world, one that would far nut];urcn-:
the disasters currendy covered by the insurance companies of
which the long-term wagedy of Chernobyl remains the
patent symbel, -

In order o avoid shordy inhabiting the planetary dimen-
sions of an mregral accident, one capahle of intergraﬁng a
whole heap of incidents and disasters through chain reac-
tans, we must start tight now building, inhabiong and think-
ing through the laboratory of caraclysms, the muscum of the
accident of technical progress. This s the only Way o avert
the sudden springmg up. in the near future, followang the
accident in substances — revealed by Aristode — of the acei-
dent in all knowledge, a full-scale philosophical acadent
which genetic engineering, in the wake of atomic engineer-
ng, now poreends, i

Whether we like it or not, globalization is today the faal
trademark of finiteness, Paraphrasing Valéry, we could say
with some conlidence that, “the time of the finite world s
beginming.” It is urgent we grasp that knowledge marks the
finiteness of man, exactly as ecology marks the finitencss of
man’s geophysical environment,

]
]
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letter to the president of the Republic of France, tor the cre-
ationn of a ‘mwuseum of the twenoeth century” in Pars” it
would seem appropriate to ask ourselves not only abour the
historical chain of events of that fatetul century, but also about
the tundamentallv catastrophic nature of those events,

If 'time is the accident of accidents.™ then the history
museums already in fact andeipare the musenm of this nte-
gral accident which the owentieth century paved the way for
on the pretexe of some or other saientific revolunon or ideo-
logical liberation.

Every muscology requiring @ muscography, the guestion of
how to show the havoc wreaked bv progress 15 left hanging
but TRILAL l|_'.I1.‘. .-lhkt?".}. 48 3 ['.!'Ll{'iill :_thFlL:".'.t E_'.;l'- ['l"l".‘ r."l'(_tii_‘.{_"f.

Here, we have to say that, far from the hiscory books and
chronicles of the press, radio, followed by the amema news-
reels and especally relevision, foreshadowed the historic lab-
oratory we are talking aboul.

Indeed, smee cinema 15 ome exposing itselt as the
sequences scroll past. with television. it is clearly the pace of
its ‘cross-border’ ubiguity that shatters the history that is1n the
muaking before our very eves.

Pk'!'][]. SE gL:TlL:ﬂil 1]{5['{_11'3" hH.F |:]L:L‘Ti ]'I'il' I:'.I:\ o THLIAY l'.':."FIL‘ l}'r
accident, the accident in s percepuon as visibly present —
a Ccinematic’ and shortly “digital” percepnon thar changes
its direcnion, 1ts customary rthythm, the rhythm of dhe
U-P].‘Elfil]tf'l'i[il"_‘.‘i T l'..'il'.l'.l'lii.'i'l"i —1n Ut':]t."l' \.\"[T'I'li\' 1.]|L: ]}3(:"..‘ ['IJ" I:Eu‘ I(.'?T]E,_{
tme-spaly, promorng mstead the uloa short nme-span of this
televisual instantaneiry that i revolutiontang our vision of the
waorld,

With speed. man has mvented new kinds ol accidents.
| .- .| The fate of the motorcar driver has become a matter
of sheer luck.” Gaston Rageor wrote. in the 193057

What can you say, today, of the major scadent of audio-
visual speed and so of the tate of the numberless hordes of
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televiewers? If not char thanks o it history becomes ‘acei-
dental” through the abrupr telescoping of thces and the colli-
ST of events once successive that have become smultaneous,
despite the distances and time lapses once necessarv o their
Interpretation.

Just imagine, for mstance, the probable damage done by the
practice of hve digital morphing o the authenticity of the tes-
nmony of history’s acrors.

‘For a long while the movies took their cue from the other
darts, now it is the visual arts char take their coe from the
movies, Dominique Paini recendy laimented apropos the dom-
mant miuence of film on the conception of contemporary art,

But, i fact, history as a whole takes its cue from filmic
acceleranion, from this cinematic and televisual erush! This i
behind the ravages in the drculagon of images, the constanc
telescoping, the pile-up of dramatic scenes from daily life on
the mightdy news broadeast. 1f che prine media have always
been interested in trains thar ger derailed rather than those chat
arrive on ome, with the audiovisual we are able to look on,

Habbergasted, ar che overexposure of accidents, carastrophes of

all kinds, to say nothing of wars.

With the television image, we have looked on, live, since the
end of last century, ar endless overkall in the broadeasting of
horror and, cspecially since the boom in live coverage, in the
mstantaneous broadeasong of caraclysms and terrorist pur-
rages that have largely had the jump on disaster films.

Even more to the point, following the standardization of
opinion that came in with the nineceenth COTITULY. We are now
witnessing the sudden synchronizaton of emotions,

The ratings war of the television networks has turned the
catastrophic accident into a scoap. not to sav a fantastic spec-
tacle sought after by all.

When Guy 1Debord spoke of the ‘showbiz socicty’, he
forgot to mendon cthar this adapration of life to the screen is
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based on sexuality and violence; a sexuality that the decade of
the 19605 claimed to bberate, whereas the real agends
involved obliterating societal ihibinons one by one, con-
sidered as they were by the situanionises as so many unaccept-
able constraints.

One of the organizers of the Avoriaz science fiction film
testval puts it perfectly: *Death has finally replaced sex and the
serial killer, the Latin lover!?

‘Museum of horrors’ or ‘tunnel of death’ television has thus
gradually been transtormed into a sort of altar of human sac-
rifices; wsing and abusing the terrorist stage and repear mas-
sacres, relevision now plays en repulsion more than on
seduction, From the so-called live death of 4 little Colombian
girl who sank into the mud twenty years ago, right up to the
execution, in Seprember 20000, of litde Mohamed Al-Dura,
hit by a buller as he lay in his facher’s arms, any excuse will do
for feeding the fear habit once it 1s created.

Conversely, as you will recall, the mass media of the old
Soviet Union never gave out information about acadents
or attacks, Except for natural disasters that were prerry hard
to sweep under the carper, the media outlets systematically
censurcd any breach of norms so that only the horizon of a
radiant future would filter through . . . This, right up o
Chernobyl.

But, speaking of censorship, liberalisim and rotalitarianism
each haid their own peculiar method for smothering the truth
of the facts. For liberalism, the process already involved over-
exposing the televiewer o incessant replays of calamities,
while totalitarianism opted for underexposure and radical
concealment of anything and everything out of the ordinary.
Two separate panic movements, but producing an identical
result: censorship by fioedlighting, faal beduszlerment for che
democratic West: and censorship by banning every divergent
represencation, the ‘night and tog’ of deliberate blindness for
the dommatic East.
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fust as there exists a Richrer scale tor tellurie catastrophes, there
also exasts a sort of secret scale of media-relaved carascrophes
whose niost obvious effict is to inspire resentment against those
running the show, on the one hand. and, on the other, an effect
of exemplarity that ends, when it comes to terrorism, in Tepro-
duction of the disaster, thanks to 1ts dramatic amplification. Ths
has reached the point where it would now be appropriate to sup-
plement the birth of tragedy onee studied by Nietzsche widh an
analysis of this medi tragedy where perfect synchronization of
the collective emotion of releviewers would play the same role
as the Greek chorus of antiquity, not on the scale of the theatre
ot Epidavurus now, but on that life-size scale of whole COntnents,

This is obviously where the Accident Museum comes in,
Actually che media scale of the catastrophes and cataclvsms
that cripple the world with grief is now so vast that it muse
necessarily make the magnirude of the field of perception the
first phase of 2 new incelligence, not only that of the ecology
of hazards due to pollution of the environment now, but also
that of an ethology of threats in terms of brainwashing public
opinion, of polluting public emotion. i

This form of pollution always paves the way for intolerance
swittly followed by revenge, in other words for forms of bar-
barity and chaos that soon overrun human societics, This 15
amply dermonstrated by the massacres and genocides of our
day that blowback from the deadly propaganda of the “mediy
of hate’.

Alter all the waiting for the integral accident, we are now
witnessing the forceps birth of a ‘catastrophism’ that has
nothing i conmmon (not by any means) with the pessimism
of the ‘millenarian’ obscurantism of days gone by, But it docs
mean we need to be just as careful and use thar Pascalian esprit
de finesse, a sharp subtlety thar the mass information outlets are
so cruelly lacking in.

Indeed, since one catastraphe can hide another. it the
major accident 1 indeed the consequence of the speed of
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acceleration of phenomena engendered by progress, it is
merely ligh nme, now we've negonaved the turn of che
twenty-first century, thar we analyse wisely what crops up,
what surges out of the blue betore our very eyes. leading 1o
the overwhelming necessity, now, for expesing the accident.

COne last example to wrap up; fairly recently, astronomers
have been cataloguing and monitoring asteroids and meteor-
ites heading for Earth.

Baprzed “geo-cruisers’, these earthbound fireballs some
tens of metres in diameter obviously represent a threat of col-
lision with our planert.

The last direct hit from such a rogue abject pecurred over
Tunguska in Siberia in 1908 and its explosion at an altitude of
8,000 merres Hattened an area of over 2,000 square kilomerres
of torest.

To ey and avert recurrence of such a cosmic catastrophe,
particularly in overpopulated areas, a working group was sub-
sequently set up. Thanks to the support of the Internadonal
Astronomical Union, this team was able to come up with a
scale of NECQ) (Near-Earth Objects) hazards known as the
Torino Seale, after the Itaban town in which the protocel was
adopred 1n 1999, Running from zero to ten, this scale of cam-
clysms takes account of the mass, speed and predicted path of
the celesual body concerned.

Five zones have now been indexed by the scientsts: a
white zone where there is no chance (sic) of reaching Earth;
a green zone where there 15 only a minuscule probability of
contict; a vellow zone where there already exists a prob-
abilicy of impact; an orange zone where this probabibicy is
significant and, lasdy, a red zone where catastrophe s
mnevitable.”

An illustration In no way alarmist of the cosmic actvities
which the surface of the night star bears the traces of, not w
mention the Barringer Crater in Anizona over a kilometre in
diameter which 1s very popular wicth American tourises, this
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Very first attempt o expose the accident to come demon-
strates the urgent need of establishing, in the owenty-firse
century, along the lines of the famous ‘cabinets de curiosités’
of the Renaissance,” a MUSEUM OF THE ACCIDENT OF
THE FUTURE,

5 The Future of the
Accident

The world of che future wall be an

ever more demanding struggle aganse

the limitarions of our intelhigence.
MNorhert Wicner

Nothing lost, nothing ganed. It nventing the substance
mearns indirectly inventng the accident. the more powerful
and high-performance the invention, the more dramatic the
accident.

And so the awtul day comes when Progress in knowledge
becomes unbearable, not only due to the various forms of
pollution it creates, but due to its feats, the very power of 1t
negativity.

This was confirmed for ws throughout the rwenmeth
century, with the race for nuclear and thermonuclear weapons
that are ulomately unusable and of grear concern to the pro-
tagonises of deterrence, all-onr deterrence.

The very power of atomic weaponry in fact also flags the
ulomare limitanon of a power that suddenly morphs into
powerlessness, In this nstance, the accident is the panic-
stoking uselessness of this tvpe of weaponry.

Rather than actually fighting, military conunanders then
engage 1n the mmaginary of a “wargame’ that doesn’ add up,
where virtuality is merely the mark of the political incon-
sequence of nations, since the consequences no longer really
macter. For they are at once too enormous  be seriously
taken in and too appalling to be vaably pur to the test . ..
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except .by some lunate, advocating the suicide arrack against
hurmanicy, )

Lflrn that score, let’s hear what Ericdrich Nietzsche had to
sy in his book, The Birth of Tiagedy, written just after the
Franco- !’1‘1:551'3:1 War of 1870: *A culture built on science must
necessarily perish when it starts to become logical, that is, to
recoil befuore its [own| consequences, (hur j’;rt reflects r1]1i~.
general crisis,” -

In tact, if in tragedy the state of civilization ic suspended,’®
the w}_miu panoply of beneficial knowledge finds itself u-‘ipn:;d
out with it. In total war, the sudden militarization of seience
necessary to the presumed victory of dhe adversaries turmns all
logic and all polideal wisdom on its head, to the point wx-l;ert-
age_i-—ﬂl..jl philo-sophy is shunted aside by the absurdicr of a
philo-folly capable of destroying the km_;u-'le-:!.r.;e aceumulated
over the course of centurics. ‘Inordinately n:n:h:un'ed_ fuman
power then transdorms fesell into 4 cause of ruin,™ toppling
the whole of the culture of nations into the acuousness of
causes that are [ost, irremediably lost, 1n victory as in defiar,
since we will not be able to disinvent 4 terrorist and sacrile-
gtous knowledge produced by scientific intelligence.

And so, just as there are stormy patches in n:{.rum. there are
stormy patches in culture and we would need a veritable
'JTcFenmlogy’ of mvention to avert the storins of the artifice
of Progress in knmﬁ']nrdge._ that zenie thar stokes the escalating
extremisin of the power of our tools and our substances
and, with them, induserial and post-industrial accidents ‘Wr:‘
{:a.n’r help ]_:I'I_'I.l think here primarily of genetics and ~L‘.f_‘|11]]';[]1'li‘l:
scaence, after the fallonr fom atomic progress, of which
Ch*:rlnohyl. in the wake of Hiroshima, has r-_:wale:i to us the
atrociows truch,

[3 1 =

Its amazing what those that can do anything can’t do,’
dec.lm‘e:‘il Madame Swetchine sometime in the nineteenth
century. This apharism sums up perfectly the paradox of the

gl
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twentieth century and 1ts repear revolunions, that were like so
many weapors turned on the intelligibilicy of the world.

loday, at the very dawn of the twenty-first century, when
much-vaunted globalization is nothing if not the forbidden
fruit of the tree of knowledge — in other words, of the
so—called ‘informagon revolution’ — the exterminator takes
over trom the predator, just as terrorisi takes over from the
original capitalism,

Since exterminanon is the illogical putcome of accumula-
don, the suicidal state s no longer exclusively psychological.,
associated with the mentalioy of a tew disturbed individuals,
but sociological and political. This has reached the point
where the widespread accident, announced by Nietzsche, now
incorporates this dimension of panic, whereby the philosophy
of the Enlightenment bows down before the philosophy of
magnitude: This is, in fact. the accident in knowledge that now
rounds off the accident in substances deriving from technosci-
entific research.

In fact, if mateer has three dimensions, mass, energy and
information, then, after the long series of accidents in materials
and energy over the past century, the tme of the logical —and
even biological — accident 1s upon wvs, with the reratological
research of genetc engineening,

*The machine has declared war on God,” wrote Karl Kraus,”
you might remember, as the butchery of the First World War
began. But what’s the state of play today, with this globaliza-
tion touted by the promoters of Progress?

A truic of the telecommunications revelution, the global-
ization of knowledge has not only reduced the field of human
activity to nothing thanks to the synchronization of mnter-
activity. Lo also triggers a historic mutanon m the very notion
of accident.

T'he local accident, precisely located here or there, hasbeen
abruptly replaced by the possibility of a global accident that

will involve not only ‘substances’ — the substance of the world
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in the age of the real dme of exchanges — but also the know-
lcdg{: we have of reality, thar vision of the world that our
various bra n_chea of knowledge were; ance, founded on,
_.f'-\nd s0; after the aceident in substance. we are ushering in
with the coming century an accident wichour parallel, an
.1cc+d¢‘1:|t i the real, inspace; in time as in substancial 111;1;.;'r:r
w}uch the cynics had no idea about but which the pll‘»'ki{:iﬁL:.
of 1'E|..'4Ii1-'j by mtroduced bir by bic, in the course of :m.ui an-r
‘T'llﬂ.i: 15 just an illusion,” declared Albere Einstein, dnrjui__r
the pcr,:md that dwided the First World War from the Second.
An ::El:':].dcﬂ[ in historical knowledge, in other words, in the
perception of things, a veritable loss of the sepse of realiny —
.the fruit of a realicy now spiralling off in accelerated ﬁiu;h[
Just Iike the galaxies in the expanding universe, Wl'r‘nm"
E-[emr.rlﬂq:r:fr‘.t_; already foresaw the devastation such a loss wuuh‘j
cause, hfty years ago, when he wrote: ‘No one kniows what
will be real for peaple at the end of the wars row beginning, ™

i the L_‘nd, after the implosion of the Cold War between
Fast and West. globalization is above al] 4 sort of “voyage t.c:
the centre of the Earth’in the gloomy obscurity of 2 te'mpnm]
compression that definitively locks down che habitat (;!_
the hum:m race. Certain utopians were already c:-a.l]iné this
the _-‘“'“h continent, though all it is 13 the i1}-‘p&r£:01‘:[r:: n:;f:mr
cnvironment.
) This hypercentre is at once origin and end of 3 world now
toreclosed, where cach and every one of us s endlessly pulled
towards this cencral region, without expanse and withou
temporal extension. And vet it i merely the outcome, the E;E'l'-
minal, of this acceleration of reality that crushes e.wrﬁ.,’nne
rr}gct]‘rnil‘_ all fivee continents and all seven swas, and Lrspen:i-ﬂh-'
the nations and peoples of the planet in its entivery: e
Herf_f we have a telluric compression of [f]f.'.-]]fn'L'DJ"\' of
11Ln.113mr3-' thar, despite the ecologists, no seismograph is |'+;gli~-
tering the magmitude of this cataclysm wherein et-'trr'.-'t.hiligr .i::
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telescoped, mammed into evervthing else at every instant,
where all distances are reduced to nothing. obliterated by the
accident ot the real ume of interactivity, And this earthquake
affccts the whole Earch. with events now nothing more than
untimely and simultancous accidents, at the surface of a celes-
tial nhject crazily compressed where gravity and anmospheric
pr‘ESSU]_'L' AT ﬁ'.l'rl:!'l{:]' 'I"._'iT'Iﬁ_!fHL.‘d |_'.I‘_q-' 1'|'|L.‘ ITALATIEATICO S ﬂ'_l.rﬁc]-.l'[”ﬂﬂ—
ization of exchanges.

At this level of anxicty, coology s less bound up with narture
than wich culture and the ethological catastrophes culture has
in the works. In effect, with the niise en abynie of time rages,
lags and scales, the instantaneous elinunation of any nterval
in the promotion of inmediacy, this pollutdon of the distances
of the life-size scale ot the globe teaches us infimitely more
than the pollution of the substances of nature about the
calamiry, the tragedy of future branches of knowledge, In
the frightening compression of the far-Aung extrenutes ot a
once-gigantic world towards the centre. the hypercentre of
the only habirable planet in the solar svstem, "Namre can have
confidence in Progress; Progress will know how ta avenge the
atfronts it has made it suffer.”

By way of conclusion, lets ask ourselves three questions:
Should science reassure? Should science, on the contrary.
frighten? And, lastly, is science inhuman?”

So many inguiries that largely throw light on dhe famous
‘crisis in Progress’: and also. every bir as much, on the crisis,
in no way subsidiary, created by the recent mediatization of
discoveries, this ‘scientific expressionismt’ certain mad scien-
tists have been frantically peddling. One such s the lalian
eynaecologist, Severino Ananori, the "Doctar Strangelove’ of
assisted procreation: another 18 university professor and cancer
speetalist, Friedhelm Hermann, accused, in the autumn of
1994, by a German conunission tasked with tracking down
aboratory fraud, of having doctored his team’s resuls, chereby
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triggering a veritable ‘Chernobyl of science’. according to the
specialist press!”

We might recall, at this junceure, that the freedom of

expression toured by the sensatonalise press can never be the
same as that of scientific research withour sooner or later
leading to the philofolly” of a science not only deprived of a
conscience but deprived of meaning.

Artotmic bomb vesterday, information bomb today and,
tomaorrow, genetic bomb?

In August 2001, before the National Acadenw of Sciences

in Washington, Professor Antinor presented his project of

bringing about the birth of some two hundred babics through
reproductive cloning, promising the infertile "parents’ perfect
children, even if it meant discarding the imperfect. What s
at work here if nor some kind of demiurgic nsaniey? Proof,
if proof were needed, that when it comes to scientific ISSes,
as clsewhere, the worst case scenario is sometimes 3 pretty
safe bet, '

Radivactive fallout from Chernobyl, genctically modified
organisms, reproductive human cloning tollowing on from
anmimal cloning — the list goes on. Sciencific experts now find
themselves smack-bang in the middle of controversies that are
shaking up the dawning third millennium. This is behind the
recent creation of agencies specalizing in risk management in
a bid to try and forecast the improbable or unthinkable in sei.
entific and rechnical knowledge. For it is true that for s0me
decades now, we hive been confronted defencelessly by major
risks that affect the biological and social balance of humanity.'?

Looked at from this partcular angle, the “accident in
knowledge” is impressive not so much in terms of the number
of victims but in the very nature of the risk run.

Unlike road, rail or air accidenss, that risk is no longer
quannfiable and staustically predicrable; it hus become unguali-
fiable and fundamentally unpredictable, This has reached
the point of entailing the emergence of an unparalleled risk,

-]
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whose scope 15 no longer exclusively ecological, connecred to
the conditions of the surrounding human habatat, but fscbam—
logical, since what 1t attacks is the mind'._ﬂ. ibi}ir}f 1o anfcipate;
in ather words, it artacks ranonality iosclf. ' .
‘Ronin of the soul’, wrote Rabelais abour a science without
a conscience. . . . And that 1s another way, now, of approach-
ing the problems of the end of life at a Hme when the
cuthanasia of humamty 1s at 1ssue as a fatal conseq uence of
a shutdeawn, the welioht of place which no one 15 turnmg a

hair ac.



6 The Expectation Horizon

Poatic creation is the creation of
expectation,
Panl Valéry

The feching of insecurity that has crepe up over the last dozen
years or so in the ity 15 not only linked to the discourteous
acts of so~called “ineivilivy” currently plaguing ciey-dwellers,
It 15, 1t would seem, a symptom of 4 new cxpectation
i10n;0n. 4 third kind of horizon after “revelution’ and “war’
the Grear War, the “war t end wars’, | am talking about rhe,
expectation of the integral accident, this Grear Accident
that is not merely ewological. The Tatter has been part of aur
gen.::ml mindset for the last thirty vears or so. The integral
i-l{'.{:ldt"ﬂ_t 15 also, and above all, escharological, 1t is the accie
?ie.nt of a world now foreclosed in what is touted as ‘elobal-
1zation’, this internationalization ar once desired and d;:adml
now the subject of endless debate, as though the anthmpo—,
logical hmrizi?n of 1deas and ideals su-:!dun]}; fele blocked off,
both by the foreclosure represented by a geographical lock-
down and by the suddenness of worldwide interactivier of
exchang. {
-_th?r{_’ 15 immense expectation now, in fact, of an mtegal
aceident. Horror films are not just the formatted products of
th_:? Hollywood dream muchine and of the bid to ﬁx-'stz-:.m—
atically scare VIEWers or cinemagoers., as though hell ].n: at th-
heart of the world. No. What this is about is the recent erIner-

ris 3 —the-world fech i
gence of an end-af-the—world fechng — an end in no wai
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apocalypeic or millenarian. synonymous with some end of
History but, more simply, an end of geography, as though the
overhvped consumer sociery had finally consumed planetary
space-time and been duly taken over in turn by the new
communications sociery.

While ancient socicties wete almost all agoraphobic, shut
in on themselves in their closed cities, within their outsized
enclosures. postmodern societies suddenly seem claustropho-
bic, as though the open ¢ity of our day only leads, in the end,
to exclusion.

'Completion is a limie.” Aristotle announced 1 his second
axiom. The foreclosed world of economic and polineal glob
alization is effectively the uldmate limir of the geopolitics of
nations, and the feeling of panicky insecurity felt by whole
populations, along with the gigantic migradon flows of the
imminent repopulation of continents, are proof of this. The
warning costs nothing and our democracies would do well to
heed it before future tyranes use it to their own advantage.

And so, what is emerging, alongside the pollution of sub-
stances (of air, water, fauna and Aora) at the very start of the
ewenty-first century, iv the sudden pollution of distances and
of the mntervals that make up the very density of our daily
reality: of this real space of our activities that the interactivity
of the real time of instantancous exchanges eradicates: the
‘arey ecology” of the pollution of the life-size that rounds off
the “green ceology” of the pollution of nature by our chem-
icals and other products.

Here, we might menrion the emergence of two currents of
thought that are in no way antagonistic but complemnentary:
substantialism (or, if vou prefer, materialism) and accidentalism
(or, 1f you prefer, spiritualism).

How can we fail tosce that the primary politieal movement
of the widespread accident is, of course. the one commanly
referred to as ‘the Greens? A movement that is naturally
more concerned with the pollution of material substances
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than with the pollution of dme distances thar reduces to
nothing, or almost nothing, the extent and durition of our
habreat: this human environment that, besides matter. vet
possesses geophysical dimensions and proportions that are
unextendable.

Praportions every bit as vital as water or the air we breathe
for those who already fear chat the great Locking Up of the
seventeenth century {at the origins of the Revolution of the
Enlightenment, according to Michel Foucaul) might be
reproduced — only, this time, not on the scale of the asylums
or prisons of the Ancien Régime, but on a scale encompass—
ing the entire world.

This is why we urgently need a second politcal movement
focused on the integral aceident thar would complement the
first — an eschatological party, this one, parallel to the ceo-
logical party officially recognized today.

Like the highs and lows of stereophany, this twin ecopolic-
ical moverment would create the effect of a field,  raised
profile now indispensable to the right as well 45 the left in our
democratic assemblies, since, as we all sense. this classic polit-
wal representanion will not be able to survive in the absence
of a genuinely geopolitical definition of ccology. In other
words, unless it rakes account not only of the famous imper-
ative of responsibility” of clected representatives, bur also the
‘precautionary principle” and the principle of vigilance of sei-
entsts and other decision-makers running the show:

In this sense the erisis or, rather, the accident in Tepresen-
tative democracy’ has nothing short-lived about it, since the
televiewer-citizen cant be governed like an unregistered
student or 3 nineteenth-cent ury reader, his vision of the warld
being liverally completely different, This is something that
:.;erl:ain ecologists have just cottoned on to, such s the Griinen

i Germany, who are now bent on coming up with a better
Interpretation of the noton of globalization itself — an
ecological as much as an economic ;,'ariuty."
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“The civilized world should take seriously the growing threat
of Terror on a catastrophic scale,” declared George W, Bush,
on 13 March 2002, Seriously, certainly, but not tragically, oth-
erwise we would end up lapsing nto nihilism and leaping,
withour any transition, from the euphoria of the consumer
society to the neurasthenia of a society of dereliction about
which Karl Kraus was clearly apprehensive when he wrote, in
1914 ‘Shrouded in the neurasthenia of hate, all is truth.™

How can we tail to realize the extent to which, today, the
game of politics has been defused and debased by this “new
idea’ of so-called happiness carried by the looming shadow of
the Rievolution of the Enlightenment — but also by that of the
Terror? How can we fail to see how powerless we are to tackle
the major hazards and great distuptions looming large. in che
face of which our hedomistic eulture 1s basically defenceless?

Cieopolitical ecology would also mean this: facing up o the
unpredictable, to this Medusa of technical progress that liter
ally exterminates the whole world,

Certain of the powers that be already reckon that the great
gut-wrenching and divisive revisions of "geopohtical econom-
ics’ can't happen without some rerrible worldwide erisis that,
by terrifying each and every one of us, would shock nations
and peoples into a sudden global stockraking. But this is to
forget a little too tast, 1t would seem, thart fear is a bad coun-
sellor, as all dictatorships have proved, smee antiquicy.

Since the last century cach of us has learned from experi-
ence that dictatorships are not ‘natural disasters’. They are
created with the help of numerous unavowed collusions, n
particular the collaboration of collective emotion. Who can
forger the mass alarm about Lebensranm whipped up by the
naturalist wdeology of the Nazl movement?

MNaow lets murn to an event that s fairly nunor but that
says a lot about the ambient anxiery. In France, some litde
time ago, a National Union of Disaster Vicums was set up.
bringing rogether some sixty aid associations for the vicoims
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of accidents, ranging from the Abbeville floods ta the
Toulouse explosion via road accidents,

This national union now passes isell off as the sole negro-
tiating partner confronting the authorities. A forerunner of
some future eschatology party, this union of associations
gives us a forecaste of the possible emergence not only of the
coordination of “vieams' umons’, but especially of the coord-
Ination of a party of ‘casualtics of life’ that would replace the
party, n the throes of extinction, of the exploited; those
workers for whom socialism represented, once upon a time,
the demand for justice.

But, here, the rampanc ideology s not so much about a
]L.:gin'mat.u dury to protect populations: it is ahour a ‘precat-
nonary principle’ raken to the absurd extreme of the mvth of
comprehensive insurance.” J

"The idea of protection haunts and takes up the whole of life,
claimed one of the great exterminators of the twentieth
century. But this paradoxical claim of Adolf Hitler forces us
to-go back over the origins of the various ‘expectation hori-
zons' that have preceded the one of the Great Accident of
which ecology today presents as a SYTpLon.

_S'mc:u the eighteenth and nincteenth cencuries, three Lypes
of expectation have, in fact, suceeeded and overlapped each
other, without a soul seemmngly taking umbrage at the con-
stantly escalating extremism they represent.

In the cighteenth century, 1t was firstly the revoludon or,
more precisely, revolutions, American and Frénch, that were to
lead to the suite of political upheavals we all know about. right
up to the implosion of the Soviet Union at the end of the twen-
teth century, not forgetting the nihilist revolution of Nazism.

Buoyed by technoscientific progress, those political revo-
lusions wshered in 2 whale host of indusirial and energy

revolutions, revolutions in transport and telecommunications,
which we don't need to list here.
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As Lenin explained, and he should know: "Revolution is
commumism plus electriciny.’

Parallel o this very first ‘expectation horizon’, the nine-
teenth century was to have a hand in generanng the second,
that of war, a Great War, whose geopolitical absurdiny was
Aageed by the first worldwide conflict of 1914, following on
from the Napolconic epic. The other great conflict, the
Second World War, was a rotal war, in which what was
attacked at:one and the same thime was the lhuman race as such,
at Auschwitz, and i environment, at Hiroshima, This s to
say nothing of the quarantine years of the balance of terror
between East and West, that Third World War that remained
undeclared under the pretext of nuclear deterrence’ berween
the two antagonistc blocs. But the militarization of science
and the arms race involving weapons of mass destruction that
it gave rise to were soon to reveal just how atrocious this
undeclared war was.

There is no need to spell out the serict correlation between
these horizons of expectaton, “war’ and ‘revolunian’ nutually
reinforcing ¢ach other in the name of a technical and polit-
ical Progress that remains uncontested, except by a handful of
heretical thinkers.

On this subject, le’s hear it from one such heretic: “In the
nineteenth century, the nouon of revolution—rebellion
quickly ceased to represent the idea of violent reform, due
tor how bad things were, and mnstead became an expression
for the overthrow of what ¢xists as such, whatever it ight
be, The past having become the encmy, change for the sake
of it has become what matters,” wrote FPaul Valéry in the
1930s,* before rounding off this statement of the bleeding
obvious with this: “We are the greatest creatures of habt of
all peoples, we French, who have turned revolution itselt
nto a routine,™

I'hat is probably one of the unacknowledged causes of the
defeat of France in 1940, even i the war of extermination had
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already long trumped the Revalution af the Enlightenment
with the night and fog of the toralitarianisms. -

Yet, over the course of those vears that were so fatal for
humaniry, a few women glimpsed the truch of things more
lucidly than many a statesmian, Cotning after Simone Weil and
Hannah Arends, Drigitce Friang tells us about the period
between the wars:

All through my childhood, T heard talk of war [- . .]. Films,
Verdun, " glimpse of history’ whose cannonfire haunted my
hirele girls nightrmares, Henri de Bournazel and Conumandant
Raynal were as familiar to me as Bibi Fricotin ot Zig and
Puce! This kind of intimaee company is rarcly inconsequen-
tial. War, war! That was the key word, the definitive word, the
leitmotv, It was so infallible, it didn't fail®

And that about wraps 1t up. you'd think, but no, there is
mare, a wisecrack from Pierre Mendés-France, delivered in
1968: “It’s 1788, only withouc the revolution of the tollowing
year.” And that, indeed, was the case. The events of that ﬁprillé
remained “events’, 4 sort of literary Commune, and nothing
more. The concept of ‘revolution” had exhausted it idn;:c:‘—
logical fecundicy and after thar remainied only a mute anxiety,
the expectation of some nameless catastrophe in which ﬂudg-—
ling ceology was shortly to take over from the Big Night t];at
was to end, what’s more, in the imiplosion of the USSHR SO0
after Chernabyl. a premonitory catclysm of a future nor <o
rrach radianc as radioactive, ’

And that 15 how the cwentieth century came to a close, after
more than two hundred nasty wars vielding hundreds of mil-
Lons of victims: the First World War, 15 mullion dead: the
Spanish Civil War, 300,000 the Second World War, 50 mil.lion:
the Korean War, 4 millien: the Iran —lraq war, 300,000, As !-:'.nr.

the second Gulf War, there is talk of 200,000 vicrims, And ic1s
TOT OVer yet, it seems . . .
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But to stick to revolution and war for a moment, let’s turn
our gaze towards what is happening, giving discernment a
chance. Bevond cthics, it seems that bioethics 1s troubled these
days about the major risks that the ‘revolutionary” discoveries
of the biotechnologics are making the human race run, and
which will in the near future lead to the threar of a sort of
cellular Hiroshinu in which the genenic bomb wall, this time,
ravage man’s very form, just as the atomic bomb, in its day.
shattered the horizon of man’s environment,

As fiar as that goes, there 15 no lack of threats to life, berween
medically assisted procreation, human cloning and, now; the
right to assisted deach and euthanasia, not to mention biolog-
ical weapons. Everything 15'in place for the Great Accident in
the Book of Life.

At the start of the year 2002, for example, a5 though to
symbolically mark the dawn of the third millenmum, Dr
Severino Antinori, whose gynascology clinic is in Rome. in
the Frernal Ciey, announced, like the archangel Gabriel, the
imminent birth of the first human clone. Certain anonymous
ancd carefully concealed female gene donors were, apparently.
getring ready to give birth thanks to the procedure known as
‘reproductve cloning’.

And so, the hope of an etermity of the soul and the san of
the resurrected are having to compete with the shadows of the
retorts and stills of an evil genetic geme. The resurrection of
the dead has been swapped for the duplication of the hving.
And, suddenly, the good ‘Miracle Doctor’ was proclaiming
that there was no doubt that berween December 2002 and
Januvary 2003 a cloned child would be born, the first "repli-
cant’ of the human race. Why not at Christmas?

By way of conclusion, lets go back now to this “feeling of
insecurity’ that has come over the masses today and that
already larzely conditions the polincal life of Western nations.

Despite the threat of an unemployment that is structural
and definiove for certain catcgories of people hard hat by



ﬂ Parr {

the boom in automadon of postindusirial production, the
anguish now clearly palpable does not scem to be linked
to such exclusion from emplovinent. nor to the ‘incivility
plague or domestic violence either, but, more profoundly still,
to anguish aver the filure, also defininve, of the Prugl:ess in;
knowledge that until this moment so strongly marked che age
of imdustrialization. . ;
_ In face, the very first expectation of ‘revolution’ went hind
m glove with the expectation of 4 progress at once philo-
sophical and scientific that was iwelf to be swept aside by the
hmjri cane of war; of 1 total war of which the militarization of
national cconomies, over the course of the twenrieth century.
th'm-:lj; fageed the devastating magmirude, The anly L'fli!]-!_{
1t.:41}ov.-'r'::l o survive in people’s consciousness was Lhis-feeiinhg.'
of tear —and often of hate — that today marks societics of
abundance. ‘

Cn Fh_is score, over to Karl Kraus once more: ‘Ever since
humanity bowed to the economy, all it has left is the freedom
of hosthry”

In 1914, the date of this premonitory phrase, it was scill
only a matter of a deadly rough draft of a new ‘war ¢conomy’
t_h:{t was to bring down the nations of Europe alone, But in
these early days of the twenry-firse century, which is our
cemtury, It 15 a matter of the conclusion of this polincal
cconomy of disaster.

From now on, as every one of us senses, fears and dreads,
the world s closed, foreclosed. and ecology has suddenly
become the third dimension of politics, if nor its very pmﬂ}e-

Iﬁturr the city-state and the nation-state, the otsize teder-
anion of the European Community and other aroups like 1
15 merely the pathetic mask of a gec:u;mliticj bankruprey
Lh:{F zOes _hg.' the assumed name of glabalization — an intm__‘rra-!
accident in a politea; economy thar has just reached the
geophysical limic of its ficld of action,

7 Unknown Quantity

Luck is ke us,” Grorge Bernanos once wrote, Indeed. 1f once
upon a tine hie was still a theacre, a stage with s transform-
ing sets; daily lite has now become sheer luck, a never-ending
accident, wich its many new developments, the spectacle of
which is inflicted om us 4t every moment via our screens.

Actually, the accident has suddenly become habitable to the
detriment of the substance of the shared world. This 1s what
the ‘ntegral acaident 15, this accidenc that integrates us glob-
ally and somenmes even disintegrates us physically,

And so in 2 world from now on toreclosed, where every-
thing 15 explamned by machematics or psychoanalysis, the
accident 15 what remains unexpected, truly surprising, the
unknown quanury of a planerary habitac toally uncovered,
overexposed to the eves of all, from which the “exouc” has sud-
denly disappeared o the adwantage of the ‘endotc’ cham-
pioned by Victor Hugo when: he explained to us thar ‘i is
nside yourself that vou should look at the owside™ — a terri
ble admussion of asphyxiation, if ever there was one,

“The ego 15 originally all-inclusive. bue later it separates off
an external world from itself. Our present sense of self 1s thus
only a shrunken residue of a far more comprehensive, indeed
all-embracing feeling, which corresponded to a more intimare
bond berween the ego and the world around it -

Chriginally Freud was perhaps right, but, i the end — and
that’s where we are ceologically — when our teeling embraces
all once more due to the fact of the temporal compression of
sensations, we'd better watch out, for this will then be the
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great reduced, incarceration in the tiny cubby hole of a once
‘oceanic” feeling for the world, suddenly reduced to claustro-
phobic suffocation,

This, in any case. is what is birterly admitted by astro-
physics; “The rupture with the whole slew of OTEAT COSTHIC
events is one of the causes of the malfuncrioning of human
socictes,

For proot of this astronomical fracture caused by globaliza-
tion, lets now look at a phenomenon of eccentric pollution,
broughr to light {(and how!) by a society for the protection of
the nighe sky.

Because of the scalz of light pollution caused by over-
powerful clectric lightng, two thirds of humanity are now
deprived of true night.

On the European continent, for instance. half the popula-
tion 1s no longer able ta see the Milky Way, and only deserted
regions of our planet are still really plunged into darkness at
night. This has reached the point where it is no longer only
the might sky thar is threatened but indeed the night ieself,
the great night of interstellar space; that other unknown
quanmry that, nonertheless, constitutes our only window on
the cosmos.” The situation is such, furthermore, thar the
Internanonal Dark-Sky Association has just launched a surre-
alist petition to get the nighe listed on the world heritage list
as a heritage of humaniry!

"The World 15 deeper than the Day thinks,” wrote Nietzschie,
while it was stll a question of sunlight, But already, here and
there, and often everywhere at once, contemplation of a
screen not enly replaces contemplation of scripe, the written
word, the writing of history, alone, bur also contemplation of
the stars. Se much so that the audiovisual continuum has
superseded the — substantial — continuun of ASLTOTIONIV.

In this *disaster writng' of space-tume, where the world
becomes accessible in real time, humanity is struck with
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niyopia, reduced to the sudden foreclosure of a seclusion
trigeered by the accident in ame of instantaneous telecom-
MUTHCAIONS,

From that moment, to inhabit the integral accident of
globalization 1s to block, to choke off not only the view 151
Abel Gunee hoped. followed by the filmmaker apostles of
cinemascope, but also the daily life of a species thar 1s
nonctheless endowed with the motion of being.

At this stage of incarceration, terminal history becomes a
huis clos, 2 hearing in camera, as camp detainees so righdy put
it: *Our horror, our stupor, 1s our lucidir{.;.’i

Fverything is there, already there, already seen and soon.
everl, n]:rtnd}-' saidd. All that’s left after that is to wait the long
wait for a catastrophic horizon that outserips the geographic
horizon of the rotundity of the earthly star,

And so. the local accident located here or there 15 trumped
by the great accident, the global accident that integrares, one
by one, the whole set of minor incidents along the way that
once characterized societal life. This ‘great lockdown' then
puts an end to bamshment, only ro promote a sequence Eha:
15 causal, this tme; since, from now on, ‘everything armves
without the necd to leave’. 1o go towards the other, the dis-
anctly other, as we once went towards a landscape’s horizon-
ral limic 1 days gone by

Here, and whether Nietzsche lkes o or nor, 1t 1s no longer
Grod. the Father, who dies, 1015 the Earth, Mother of the living
since the beginning of tme, With light, the speed of light,
mateer 15 being exterminated. The cellurie accident of the
carthquake is succeeded by the seism of a amequake mvolv-
ing this worldwide time that erases all distance.

Tn this abrupt telescoping of successive events that have
become simultaneous; it is expanse and duration that are
erased.

After having been disintegrated by means of the nuclear
bomb, matter is now being exterminated by means of
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acceleranon, the specular bomb of screens, those mirrors of
ame that cancel our the horizon.

Within the enclosure of its terrestrial environment, reaching
the threshold of an interstellar void that, far from having con-
quered, humanity dreads. ‘The ultimate expericnce is an
experience of what is "outside evervthing”, when that CVery-
thing excludes everything ourside.™

At the point we are coming to in the twenty-first century,
what is looming is therefore not so much the end of history as
the end of multiple tmes. Suddenly, with the exrermination of
the distances of the local time of geophysics, faced with the light
years of a purelv astrophysical time, ‘man has in a way joined
the omega poing, which means there is nothing other than man
any more gnd there 18 no outside any more outside him."7

Flere 1s the ultimate figure of philofolly. that is to say, of the
accident in knowledge whereby “man affirms all by hus very
extstence, embraces all including himself within the closed
circle of knowledge. ™

Then, within the limits of chis closure, something outra-
geous lies in wait, not s 1w ‘the exile of madness’ experienced
by the deviants locked up in the asylums of the nineteenth
century any more, but in the exodus of the philofolly of the
high and mighty: those mad sclentists once stigmatized by
Swift, rendered powerless by the maniacal outrageousness of
discoveries that aren’t so much superhuman as fundamentally
inhuman,

How else, other than as a major clinical SYMptom. can we
imterpret the fact that more than ten million people in France
have become hooked on video games, [requenting nerworked
gaming rooms the sanie way a person would 10 INTO an opium
den, logging on to the Internet the same way vou would get
vourselt a fix?

A panic phenomenon ol dependence, the vogue in “on-line
mames” has given a new dimension to what psychiatry used to
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call a loss of the sense of reality, driving adules and adolescents
into a groundless parallel world, where each individual grad-
ually wets used to mhabiting the acadent of an audiovisual
continuum, independent of the real space of ther life.

At this stage of cybernetic scclusion, presented as the
crowning achievernent of Progress, where the most trifling bic
of information and the most trivial event zip around the world
n an instant, globalizarion puts paid o “révolutdon” just as it
does to the classic "world war’. For, thanks to the ubiquity of
television, the shightest incident can become ‘revolutonary’
and the mose piddling arcack relayed on a loop can take on the
gigannc proportions of 4 worldwide conflagraton!

That is finally the effect of this omega point humanity has
reached, a 'metearological” effece that reproduces the one
where a butterfly beats its wings in an Amazonian rainforest
and causes a hurricane in Europe — just as the Bl Nifio phe-
nomenon 1s now plavimg havac with the climate of the globe.

I thas sense. as Maurice Blanchor pointed out in relation
te the Age of Enlightenmenc, “Shutting in the outside means
settng 1t up as an interiovity of expectation or exception; this
15 the requireinent thar leads soclery to cause madness to exist,
meaning to make i possible.™

This is precisely whart 15 happening o our globalized soci-
etivs, where the local is the exterior, and the global the inter-
1or of a finite world, exclusively defined by the existence of
networks of stantaneous information and communication,
to the detriment of any geopolities, since the real tme of
(economic, polincal) exchanges wins hands down over the
real space of the geophysics of the world’s regions.

By accelerating, globalization turns reality inside our like a
glove. From now on, yvour nearest and dearest is a stranger and
the exotie, a neighbour, The deregulation of transportatian is
topped by the derangement of a foreclosure that triggers
exclusion of the *close’ to the momentary advantage of anv
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“far-off” whatever that you happen to stumble across in the
telescoping of ervilizations,

The expectation horizons of a past three centuries old that
15 niow over — those of total revolution and rotal war — have
been outpaced by the anguished expectation of the (eco-
eschatological) Grear Accident of which industrial accidents

and terrorist attacks are only ever prefigurations, symproms of

a complete reversal in the orientatdon of humaniry.

But this very latest attack is inscparable from the accident
in ome," since the acquisition of the speed of light shatters
the plurality of social nmes and favours a generalized syn-
chronization of action, interacavity then outpacing custorm-
ary activity. leleaction that eliminates not only the long
durations of familial and social relations, but also those of the
political cconomics of nanons in tndem wich their military
sirategwv r

Whence the recent drastic overhaul of the substantial war
(Clavsewitzian, it vou like), boosting this anonymous and
tundamentally risky accidental war, that hooks up declared
hostilities to industrial or other aceidenss, thereby promoting
a taral confusion berween attack and accident,

Cilobal terrorism is, in face, like fate and its “strokes of luck’,
good or bad, the force of destiny completing the force of the
traditional army equipped with weapons of mass destruction,
inherited from the age of world war, now over,

Bur listen to Victor Hugo: ‘1 have defined and delimited
the “state of stege™; if anarchy is the arbitrary in the street, the
arbitrary is the anarchy of power.'" From now on, the ‘state
of stege” 15 globalization, this foreclosure that tanstorms, or
soon will transtorm, every state into a police state, every army
mnto a police force ane every community o a chetto . . K

And so, globahization’s closed-field effect is nothing less
than the progressive strangulation of the legitimate state of
representative democracy, the society of strict supervision
taking over from the society of local seclusion. After the
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standardization ushered in by the industrial revolunon, svn-
chronizanon (of opinions, of decisions) has come o ser up an
ultinate model of tyranny: the tyranny of this real ome of
forced interaction that replaces the real space of action and its
free reaction within the expanse of a world that s open | . .
bur only for a litde while longer.

If interactivity 1s to information what radioactivity 1s to
energy — a contaminating and disintegrating capability — then
the regral accident in ome causes contlicts in the sodius and
ity intelligibility to accumulate, making the whole world
opaque lictle by little. After the accident in substances, mean-
ing matter. the tme of the accident in knowledge 15 upon us:
this is what the so-called information revolution really is and
what cybernenics really 15: the arbitrariness of anarchy in the
power of nations, the different powers of a community not
anly thrown out of work by automanon but further thrown
out of whack by the sudden synchronization of human
activities.
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According o Clausewity, “war first surfaces in the art of
holdmg a sitege.” This military art is thus opposed to the tamults
of the origing of the history of conflicts,

Today, as everyone can see for theniselves, "hyperwar resur-
faces in the art of provoking panic, thanks to the tools of mass
COMIIINICANON,

A purely media phenomenaon, this situation in turn entails
reinterpretation of the classic notion of deterrence. “Military’
deterrence in the recent past, ‘civil’ dererrence in the near
tuture or shortly after; the threars to democracy are numerous.

In fact, it is definitely the foroficadon that, m history: has
best embodicd the desire for deterrence of the different
powers. lsolated, linear or strung out 1 a network of strong-
holds, the rampart signals 4 desire for deterrence in relation
o some massive aggression, but as Thierry Wideman righedy
points out, ‘Trom the point of view of strategic thinking, a
global theory of conventional deterrence scems unworkable,
unless 1t 18 based on Clausewitss theory of the superiority of
the defensive raised to the status of an axaom, the multiphcity
of vamables effcenvely making any generalization unpossi-
ble."

As an operational strategmic concept, deterrence only made
sense with the advent of nuclear power.

Military deterrence in the recent past. soll useful, appar-
ently, in the face of certain ‘rogue states”. Civil deterrence in
the near fumure in the face of the threas of a latent, if not
patent, hyperterrorism . . . In writing this, it is vital to specify
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thatat its incepeion war was already parc and parcel of that cal-
lective mass psychosis that afflicts the besieged, buried alive as
they are behind cheir protective enclosures.

Siege wartare was at the political origins of the history of

cities and of nations. Mobile warfare came later on. We should
also note that territorial conflices have never stopped acceler-
ating, finally turning into this “Time War that will soon over
rule the war of the geostrategic space of empires, and in
which sea power will be taken over by the power of air-naval
and, finally, air-orbital forces.

Today, though, globalization and its polioreetic fareclosure
are spreading on a plinetary scale, But by the same roken.
what is surfacing with this global state of siege are no longer
the enclosure and its colassal fortifications, despite the illu-
sory anti-nussile system of the Unired States. First and fore-
most what it produces is the inordinate spread of panic, a
panic that is still mute, cerainly, but that never ceases to grow
at the rate of all the accidents and disasters and *mass terrorist
attacks’ that point to the emergence, not so much of some
hyperterrorism as ot this post-Clausewitzian “hyperwar’ thar
outpaces all political givens regarding conflices, national or
mternational.

[damaging strategy. in other words, the geostrategy thac sa
long rejucted s new chronostrategic dimension, chis sudden
mternationalization of real time imposes ex dbrupio, a different
tyranny — that of instantaneity and ubiquity — not only on mil-
itary commanders and planners but on the dentocratic ally
elected politicians who are supposed ta be running the show.

In face, after mass and encray (atomic or otherwise), war
now opens into its third dimension: information chat is insran
tangous, or as good as,

Whence the unamely emergence of information astro-
strategy that cach and every one of us bencfiss from, whether
military or civilian. soldier-citizen or terrorist. not o mention
simple common-law criminal,
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At this point in g, as the third rmillenmium kicks off.
what 15 dawmng in peoples mentalioes 1s whart some like w
describe, cuphemisacally, as a feeling of insecurine. And this
is nothing but the symprom of mass panic of the besicged
targeting, in the [irst instance, the merropolitan concentra-
tions, veritable ‘resonance chambers' thac they are, of a type
of population movement oo one really regulates.

Actually, the more the contemporary city-dweller 1s subject
to diffuse and uncertain threats, the more he or she tends to
make peolincal demands for someone at the helm to be pun-
ished, for want of an avowed guily party. This is what the
clandesnne terrorist takes advantage of, thereby directly threat-
ening the representative democracy ol assemblies and even,
lately, the democracy of opinton created by the major media
outlets, thereby boosting a democracy of public emortion that
15 nothing less than the poisoned fruit of the panie phenom-
enon referred to above.
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of public opinion by the sundry media outlers 1s the unheard
of possibility of a public emotion whose unanimity would
be merely the symprom of the decline of anv true "democ-
racy’. And this would in turn pave the way for a condi-
tioned reflex, no longer “psychological’ but “sociological’, a
fruit of the panic-ridden terror of populations faced with
the outrageousness of the broadcasting of real or simulated
threats.

And so, atter the launch, almost a century ago, of eostatic
consumprion, we would lock on powerless, or very nearly, at
the booming of a form of commumcation no longer “costa-
tic’ but openly hysterical. Audiovisual interactviey has already
mastered the seerer of this, thanks to the possibilioes of an
mstancaneous comumutation i collective emotions, and dhis,
on a worldwide scale, the synchronization of mimdsets clev-
erly rounding off the old standardizaton of opimions of the
mdustrial era.



6t Yare 11

With mass terrorism, this hyperwar in which mass no longer
bears reference to armies and armoured divisions but to civil-
ian victims, the unarmed populations have became the exclu-
sive parade ground, the ground that takes over from the
battleground of the military campaigns of vore.

In this war on civilians that borrows a number of features
from age-old civil wars, it 15 stll the war of movement that
carries on, specded up, with its tactics and its tricks. Bur the
‘movernent’ now means, above all, the panic-stricken Aows of
terrorized populations.

And so the serial killer of “organized crime’ is outclassed by
the mass killer of “organized terrorism’in the age of the imbal-
ance of domestic terrors.

Lumped together in the metropolises, urban populations
suddenly become the breadth and depth, bur especially the
height, of the action engaged. resulting in the now emblem-
atic dimension to the VHB, or very high building, since the
collapse of the Twin Towers.

But whart subsists of the conerete and down-to-earth in this
straregy of hypertension is demo-topographic concentration,
not as once upon 3 ame within the fortfied market town. nor
even the enclosure of independent cities, but now within the
megapolitan nebula harbouring tens of millions of inhabicants.

At the end of the day, this is the metropolitics of terror that
Is gearing up to resurrect the geopolitics of size, national or
imperial. Everywhere you look now, the scale of terror dom-
mnates the scope of space, the real space of nations and their
old common borders.

Communicable at a distance and in real time, panic fows
have once and for all replaced the old ractical movements of
military units of days gone by It is all too easy, in fact, o
imagine the day when an “aceident” (telluric or otherwise) or
pollution incident {maritime or other) will ser off regime
change in the targered nation, along the lines of what
happened in Spain after the Madrid terrorise atrack.
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Cince, not so long ago, the French monarchy dared not
wnagine the worst and so it endured the terror of the
B evolution. followed swiftly by the Empire. Shortly, if we are
not caretul, the same could happ{:n to democracy 1 Europe.
Ar any moment, a transpolitical disaster could cause us o
rehive the death pangs of bygone polineal revolunons, to the
very great derriment of public freedoms.-

But let’s get back to this tele-objective panic produced by the
telephoto lens and dhe various mass moverments it gives rise to.

Note, for instance, the blizkrieg waged by the German
armoured divisions that, 1 1940, propelled onto the roads of
France some 12 milhon civilans wrrorized by the Fifth
Column. Smrangely, this figure 15 exactdy the same as the number
of Spanish citizens who marched in the streets of Therian towns
atter the terrorist artack on Atocha railway stason on 11 March
2004, These same citizens were, the very next day, to overthrow
the Arznar government, against all the forecasters’ predictions.

In this other brand of blivzkrieg, panic is the main force of
organized terrorism and it s no longer so much the discipline
of the troops as the lack of discipline of the hordes that
becomnes deeisive.

This 1s the unpetus belind che strategic programming of
terrorist attacks, cither tor the mightly newscasts, as in Paris,
fifteen years ago, or for the day before elections, as in Madrid
in 2004, thereby provoking a public emotion that was 1o
shatter the indispensable serenity of the democratic vote,
along with the opimion of tuture electors.

Faced with this psycho-sociological condition of the hor-
rified masses, the old “saience of the defence and arack of
strongholds’, or poliorcetics, is rransformed.

The very last bastion of public freedoms is merely the mass
of potential vicams!

By way of example, we might recall Mao Zedongs China
where the Umted States was only ever seen as a 'paper tiger’
since, with over a billion inhabitanes behind it Communise
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Ching was not afraid of a nuclear war that would involve hun-
dreds of millions of dead,

Public opinion or public emotdon? This domain finds itself in
the samne situation as so many others where the community
of interests conducive to political action gives way to a ‘com-
munity of emoton’ open to all kinds of manipulation.

And so, a new Anglo-Saxon practice known as storyelling
now sees professional storyrellers intervening in corporate lifi.
Their job 1s to tell stories to wage-earners in order to foster
cercain behaviours and certain emotions in thent, within the
framnework of Job rescructuring or relocation, an imterventon
that clearly flags the new mmporrance of emotion management
in business adnunistration.

DBut we must not confuse the feelings we might experience
and the emodons we maght feel, for feelings can be submit-
ted ta the rest of reason, thereby avoiding any untoward reac-
ton, whercas, emodon. on the contrary, easily escapes all
control in mob phenomena,

Since the age of revolutions, this type of mob rule has con-
stantly overturned the very form of the ‘republic’ and, conse-
quently, of our democracies. You only have to look at the
‘rape of the crowds” by the different totalicarian regimes in the
course of the twentieth century,

Public opinion is supposed to be buile up through shared
reflection, chanks to the feedom of the press but, equally,
the publishing of critical works. Public emotoen, on the con-
trary, 1y triggered by reflex with impunity wherever the inage
holds sway over the word. Easy to trigger chrough any over-
the-top mise en scéne, the herd effect of whipping up collect-
e cmorton meshes errﬂ:{:ﬂy with televisual cinemarcics, s
well as with the mteracoviey of cybernetic rechnics, madly
stoking every kind of frenzy. I

Whereas republican opinion rested, from the very begin-
ming, on the art of oratory and reading, post-republican
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emotion rests, for s part, on sound and light. In ather words.
on the audio—visibility of a spectacle or, rather. of an mcanta-
tory liturey that is only apparently secular . . . wimess the
characteristic abuse of rebroadcasting not only of commercials
but equally of terrorizing events.

In 1es grandiloguent fashion, this media phenomenon over-
rides the stare iself in a sort of accident in political substance
thar has particularly far-reaching consequences for the future
of republican freedoms.

“The electorate no longer knows the party!’ wailed a
German journalist after the stinging swing in the French elec-
tons of March 2004, He went on to specify that “the actions
of thuse who govern the countries of Eutope today are under-
mined by fear (of economic stagnation, of unemployment,
cte): in other words, fear of the future.” Strangely, ths list does
nor even mention terrorism and its devastaung effects on the
Spanish government, kicked out only a fortnight earhier.

Here again, the elecroral accident argument wins out over
the argument of the terrorist attack, as in the explosion in the
Toulause fertilizer factory in Seprember 2001, just a few days
after the attacks on New York and Washingron,

On the subject of the Toulouse ammonium nitrate explo-
sion, we might hazard a gramuitous hypothesis: supposing that
the reverse happened and that the Toulouse mvestigators had
opred for the terrorist attack line of inquiry. Not only would
French diplomacy have been quite different, bur the Franco-
Cierman ‘peace camp’ wounld have gone up in smoke under
the pressure of a public opinion traumatzed by the scale of
the disaster — as happened later in Madrid.

Suppose now that the new investigations under way in
Toulouse ended, shortly, in fHagrant proof that the Toulouse
tragedy, in which over 30 people died and over 2000 were
injured, was indeed the resule of a twin arrack: 11 September in
the United States and 21 September in France, at Toulouse, the
city of the Buropean aerospace industry, host to Aérospatiale.
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In that case, what would be the consequences of this situ-
ation with its staggered front on European geopolitics, as well
as o the fate of a French president suspected of having
covered up a mass rerrorist attack, while the president of the
United States only lied about the existence of weapons of
mass destruction? Bur this is, of course, justa simple hypoth-
esis of polincs-fiction,

“Fear has been the ruling passion of my life,” Roland Barthes
confessed, before being wiped our in 2 road accident, I Very
much fear that, tomorrow, this individual passion will be the
collecnive passion of societics erippled by the untimely nature
of catastrophic events whose repetition winds up tostering
fatalism, at least, if not despair,

When the unexpected is repeated at more or less constant
ntervals, you come to expect it, and this ‘expectation
horizon® then becomes an obsession, a collective psychosis
apen to every kind of manipulation, every kind of destabil-
ization of public order.

Of course, with mass terrorism and its instant impact, fear
can’t stay private and restricted to the minoriry for long, It
tends inevitably to become public and available to the major-
iy, with the consequence that any kind of true courage is not
possible, unlike wich individual fear, but only the indifference
that preludes the silence of the lambs.

From that moment. we can guess where the administration
of public tear finally leads: to this civil deterrence chat not only
succeeds the military deterrence of the Cold War era, but
especially the “fear of the policeman’ of the policed societies
of days gone by. There is onc difference, though, since such
an administration will no longer be ‘republican’ bur will be
enarely bound up with the mass media.

In the face of the hyperwar, Clausewitz’s theory of the
superioricy of the defensive over the offensive s ourmoded
by the very nature of information — this third dimension of

.
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conflict after mass and energy. So 1t s urgent that we study
the question, at once psycho-political and socio-stratege, of
domestic terror.

The first indicanion of such anticipation 1n public emotion
is provided to us by the American concept of a “war of zero
deaths’, with its surgical strikes and its preventive wars that
spare the soldiers fighting, ac least, if not civilians.

We know whar flows on from such fibs. A paramilitary
concept, the preemptive war as a matter of fact signals a strat-
egic grand illusion: the one where the offensive 1s no longer
anything more than a disguised defensive aganst an asymmet—
rical adversary who is disqualified as a fully-fledged “partner’
in some wargame where the classic alternation berween attack
aned counterarrack 1s blocked, on the one hand, by an enemy
who refuses to do battle, and. on the other, by development of
an electronic arsenal of lures and techniques for aveiding any
real engagement.

As an age-old proverb has ir “Fear 1s the worst of killers;
it doesn't kill vou. it stops you from living.” It even stops
soldiers from making war, according to the rules of political
propricty!

This has nothing to do with the threar along a state’s
borders or the assault of sorme invader or other. The phe-
nomenal migration flows of dire poverty or of mass tourism
have long replaced these. And that is to say nothing of the
pending shaft, also massive, of well-oft populations, newly dis-
satisfied with the lack of comfort and security offered by the
great metropolises of affluent countries.

Mo, the administration of domestic terror imposed by the
various major hazards has absolutely nothing to do with the
threats of a recent past. The equation is radically different and
arrnchair strategists’ would do well to think owice betore
engaging in military responses 1o terrorisim, responses that are,
in the end, nothing but tragic “distractions’.



66 Parr {1

After the Cold War and its apocalyptic threats of annihilation
comes the dme of this cold panic of an organized terrorism
likely o inflict analogous disasters.

Impercepribly, with the decline of the nation-state, we are
seetng the end of the monopoly on public violence erjoved

by the state, triggering the ascendancy of a privatizaton of

domestic terror that not only threatens demoeracy bur the
legally comnstinuted state. ‘

Eurape, today inordinately enlarged, can't go on for long
turning a blind eye to these issues that are not so much
political any more as ‘metropolitical’. since the demo-
graphic concentration of its populations in megalopolises
has gradually shifted the old thearre of operations from the
country to the city, with the “carper bombing of the mid-
twenticth century prefiguring the ‘mass suicide bombing’
against denscly-populated urban agedomerations at the very
beginning of the twenty-firse CeTIIrY. ‘

And sp, the very notion of defence is radically transformed.
After the malitary defence of nations and the civil defence of
vrban populations it seems that there is an urgent need for a
new line of inguiry, .

On top of national securiry. based on the armed forces. and
social security, underdeveloped as it is in 2 number of dema-
CTatle states, we must now add the crucial issue of human
security, which would extend the old public interest of the
sLALe,

As the former United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees, Mrs Sadako Ogara, recently declared: “September
L1, 2001, demonstrated that no stare. nor even the stronoest
mlitarily, is capable of protecting its citizens any more, ot
even within its own borders.™

Faced with this alarming assessment, which intraduces the
temptation of a sort of nihilism, not only in defence {as hap-
pened in certain Nordic countries before the Second Warld
War), but in the public arena. with the city as epicentre, it
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might perhaps be useful ro take a closer look ar the historic
shift in the armed forces. This shift has mken us. as we have
seen, from siege wartare, with the dominanion of weapons of
obstruction (ramparts, fortifications of all kinds). to the war
of movement and, finally, to this blitzkrieg, or hghtning war,
m which weapons of destruction supplanted urban and
other encrenchments until the days of the deterrence strategy.
With the lacter, which introduced the *non-barde.” the rela-
oive inertia of the balance of rerror gready favoured not only
the arms race and eccentric proliferation of weapons, bur,
more especially, the development of thost “weapons of mass
communications’ that are today throwing the old geopolitics
of natons into turmeil every bit as much as the stabibity of a
military culture in disarray for over 2 decade — in other words,
since the fall of the rampart ot the Berhn Wall and the col-
lapse of the keep of the World Trade Center 1 New York.

The current latent conflict simmering away in the United
States berween the State Deparnment and the Pentagon 1s a
fatal sign of this panic. But so is the US Armys split personal-
1ty project. that will pit the lustoric army against a second army
now on the drawing board, an “ang-panic’ army, designed o
mop up the damage done to the leginmare state and to do so
in a public arena undergoing accelerated privagzation.

Whether we ke it or not, public space and public authority
are mdissociable and any attempr o split them 1s equivalent,
sooner or later, not only to undermining natdonal security but
especially to undermining human securnity, with the obvious
risks of genacide thar this encails.

The much-touted “precautionary principle” of the ccolo-
gists thus applies above all o this necessary stabilicy of public
]_ﬂ'l.‘r' dl'l_d il':b 'I_'L,“Jl sl as Thl..: EL:T.F.:ITlg L11- ATV {1(:1m]t?1‘}1t?‘:,‘.

We should pomt out once again thar this new notion of
‘human security’ that was recently adopred in Canada and
Japan — a probable rosult in Japan of the major earthquake at
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Kobe and the sarm gas rerrorist acack in the Tokyo under-
ground — could well contribute ro the outlawing of this uneipil
war that threatens to wreak havoc, in the near fu ture, not only
on the legitimate state bur indeed on the whole panoply of
civilizations,

After the privatization of energy, the privatization of the
public arena will inevitably lead, nor to the professionalizarion
of the public (police) force now: but o mihitary anarchy.
Ihis veritable ‘defence nihilism® will no longer involve an
openly declared enemy — much 15 the Swedish TOvVernent
Forvarsnihilism hoped, when it asked. in the 19205, ‘Is che
mvasion of our territory by another civilized people such a
serious thing?™ It will impact on the military mstitution iself,
a5 the basis of that *right to defence’ that subtends all political
rights.

What can you say today, in fact, of the territorial uIvasion
by a *civilized people’ when it is preciscly a marcer of mass ter-
rorism using the complete array of the democratic amenitics
of transport and telecommunicatons provided by socicties
open to the most incredibly diverse exchanges of the age of
planetary globalization.

CLAUSTROPOLIS or COSMOPOLIS? A society of
enforced seclusion, as once upon a time, or a society of
forcible control? Actually, the dilermia itsclf secms illusory,
with the temporal compression of mstantaneity and the ubi-
quity of the age of the information revolution. This Interac-
tive society s one in which real time overrules the real space
of geastrateyry, promoting a ‘metrostrategy” in which the city
15 less the centre of a territory, a ‘national space, than the
centre of time, of this global and astronomical time that rmakees
every ity the resonating chamber of the most incredibly
diverse events (breakdowns, major accidents; terrorist our-
rages, etc). Break up of a social order will be triggered by the
extreme emotonal fragility of an abermanc demographic
polarizatian, with megalopolises thar wall shortly bring
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together, not millions but tens of mil.ligns of inhabitan |f.‘:. i
very high towers where they will be ml:;:n:m.mec[ed n 4
nerwork, and where the standardizarion of the industrial age
will make way for this synchromizanon of collective emoron
likely ro do a1:=vu}-' with all democratic 1'ep:es+::1tfttiml1_. all insti-
t.utir;ns, promoring instead a hysteria, a chaos of which certain
continents are already the bloody cheatre. | o

We should point out turther that it interactiviry is £ 1or-
miadon what radivacovity is to energy, deterrence i LA
formed: milicary deterrence or civil deterrence? That is the
queston! .

And so 1t 15 no longer a matter here of going beya_:rnd
the geopohities of nattons, nor af going back o tl':::l ancient
poliorcetics of city-states. It 15 a matter of ruly _tak_mg 1t o
the hmit: the mounting exwemism of a hyperviolence that
Clausewitz could never have imagined.
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According to Albert Einstein, events do not happen, they are
there and we merely encounter them in passing, in an eternal
present; there are no minor incidents on the way, history
15 merely one long chain reaction. Firoshima, Nagawki- .
Harrisburg, Chernobyl — simply instances of mmomencary
inertia, the radicactvity of a place being analogous to the reli—
trvity of an instant,

Fusion, hssion: the measure of power is no Jonger so much
matter, bur immarteriality, energy output,

[rom now on, motion commands the event, After the
‘earth worship” of the original paganism comes the terror
worship of the original accident; this terror that is only ever a
product of the laws of motion. as Hannah Arendr used to say,

In face, 1t is urgent that we go back on the philosophical
tradicion according o which the accident is relative and
contmgent and the substance absolute and essendal, From
the Larin acidens, the word “accident’ signifies what arises
unexpectedly —in a device, or systern or product; the unex-
pected, the surprise of failure or destruction, As though this
‘tempaorary failure’ was not iself programmed. ina way, when
the product was first put to use,

Actually, the arrogant primacy accorded to the production
mode really does seem to have contributed to obscuring the
old production mode/destruction mode dialectic (rather than
simply consumpnon maode) in foree in pre-induscrial sociees.
Since the production of any ‘substance” whatever is instant-
ancously production of a typical ‘acaident’. then a break-
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down or falure would not mean deregulanion in production
so much as the production of a specitic fault — o other words,
partial or roral destructon, Fundamentally moditying research
and development accordingly, we could then imagine some
long-term planning ot the aceident

Since this latter 15 innovated 1 the instant of scientific o)
technological discovery, perhaps we could marn things around
and directly invent the "accident’ in order to then derermine.
afterwards, the nature of the famous “substance” of the product
ar device implictly discovered. thercby averting the develop-
ment of certain supposedly accidental catastrophes?

This reversal in petspective of the original accident, which
vaguely smacks of mythology or cosmogonic theories like the
big bang, really does seem to be the sarme as that operanng in
the ‘dialectc of war. that of the sword and the armour. 1 is,
in other words, the perspective that shot to the fore with the
strategic emergence of the ‘war machine’, in the immediate
arca around the ramparts of the citadel-stare of Ancient
Greece, which saw a contemporaneous pohtical innovanon,
poliorcetics, the sclence of offensive and defensive sege
warfare on fortified cities. Poliorcetics was to be the very
origing of the future development of the art of war, that 15, of
the evolution of the producton of mass destruction, chrough-
out the ages, but most especially throughout the progress in
weapons technologies.

The sciendfic and industrial producnon machine s doubt-
less merely an avatar or, as they say, blowback from development
of the tools of destruction, from this absolute accident that is
war, from this conflict pursued n all societies over the cen-
turies, this ‘great war of time’ that never ceases to flare up our
of the blue, here and there, despite the evolution 1n customs,
the means of production and ‘civibizations’, Its intensity never
ceases to grow, either, with technological nnovatons, to the
point where the latest energy, nuclear energy. at first appears as
A WEAPON, 4T OTCE arTiament and absolute accident in hiSFUT‘_-'.
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The positivist euphoria of the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries, this ‘great movement of progress’, would surely
have to be one of the most insidious features of the bourgeois
lusion ammed at covering up the fearful progression, as much
incduscrial as military, in the mode of sciendfic destruction.

And, more precisely stll, aimed at concealing the philo-
sophical and political reversal of this absolute accident
now making all substance, whether natural or manufacrured.
contingent,

‘In the twentieth century we learnt the acomic natire of the
cntire material warld. In the twenty-firse, the challenge will
be to understand the arena ieself, to probe the deepest nature
of space and tme, writes the British astrophysicist and
Asronomer Royal, Sir Martin Recs, |

A lidle turdher on. extending this observation about the
unknown quantity’, Rees adds: *More than fifty years ago,
the great logician Kurr Gidel invenred a bizarre hypotherical
universe, consistent with Einstein's theory, that allowed “time
loops™, in which events in the future “cause” events in the past
that then “cause” their own CALISES, irm-odur:ing alorof weird-
ness ta the world bur no contradictions’ (p. 1449).

By way of concluding these transhistoric words. Res Spie—
cifies further:

A unified theory may reveal some tsuspected things, cicher
on finy scales, or by explaining some mysceries of our expand-
mg universe, Perhaps some novel form of energy latent in
space can be wsefully exracted: an understanding of exira
dimensions could give substance ro the CONCEPT Of tine travel.
Such 4 theory will also tell us whar kinds of extrene UNPETI-
menss, if any, could tngger carastrophe. | pp. 130-1)

This would be a cosmic calamity and not just a cerrestrial
onc 'in which the concentrared energy created when particles
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¢rash together could trigger a “phase transinon” that would
rip the fabric of space itsell’ o
Accarding to the official astronomer to the Royal Briosh

Court:

The boundary ol the new-stvle vacuum would spread H_kf'
an expanding bubble. In that bubble atoms cF-u]d nob et
it would be curtsins bor us, for Earth, and [ndeed for the
wider cosmos; eventually, the enore galaxy, and hclyund._
would be engulfed. And we would never see this d]_sast-:r
corming. The ‘bubble’ of new vacuum advances .‘151525& as
light, andd $0 1o signal could forewarn us of our fate.

With this fantastic illustration of the dromesphere of Fhe
speed of hght in a vacuum, we are at _ieaazr n tme to question
the witnesses, those of Chernobyl, for instance, tor in 1956
the dme of the accident suddenly became for them, and
finallv for all of us, the ‘accident in time’.”

Inc-.‘lu:c:;l, il the atmospheric currents at that p&rmd_drm-'r the
contaminated clouds rowards the west of the conanent, the
winds of history, for their parr, drove its pollution towards
the furure, the setting sun of tme. )

And so, the past of the 1980 as a decade is _inract, aut of
each of the fallout from Chernobyl. But the tuture, on the_
other hand, 15 wholly polluted by the very long haul of
nuclear radiation. If ‘narure’ 1s affected here and now, starting
from that fateful day, it is the “life-size nature’ of futEuc fames
that is already contaminated by the radionuclides of the year
| 956, .

The accident thar occurred at the power station that day
was well and truly an original accident, To prevent its becom
mg, tomoerrow or shorty atter, eternal, we are g{}ing_m have
o swiftly protect the area around the present against L_he
future, as they once pn_mtc::cd the area around the fortfied oty
against the barbarians,
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a lithospheric mande thar then becomes the ultimare mega-
lithic wall, the last sarcophagus of humaniry.

And so, against the Chernobyl time barricr where the archi-
tectonic resistance of concrete protects us from radionuclides
left over from the year 1986, they are getting ready to shortly
pit the antrelluric power of 4 cannon ball capable of perforat-
ing not only the resistance of an old building marerial, rein-
torced concrere, but the actual tectonic resistance of the
geological plates that consurute che Earth’s structure,

Against the tellurism of the *grear voleano’and its prehistoric
ravages. the twenty-first century man of science is gearing up
to pit the antitellurism of the militiro-geological atom, thereby
turning nuclear energy into the all-purpose encrey of 4 tanar-
ical demivrgery, the colossal ecological havoe of which was,
after all, demonstrated by the Soviet catastrophe.

Radioactivity of the contamination of the future or radio-
toxicity of a science without a conscience that is no longer
merely the ‘ruin of the soul.” but the ruin of the space-time
ot a umque material: that of this habitable telluric planet; this
‘fullness’ that still protects us from the cosmic void that some
boast of conquering, while others, just as determined, are

getring ready to picree the mysteries. even unto the centre of

the Farth, without giving a moment’s thought to the risks
rum,

“The weapons scientists have become the alchemists of our
times, working in secret ways that cannor be divalged, casting
spells which embrace us all,” Solly Zuckerman reckons. “They
may never have been in battle, may never have experienced
the devastation of war, but they know how to devise the
means of destruction.™

From the arsenal of Venice in the age of Galileo right up
to the secrct laboratories of the post-Cold War, via the
Manhattan Project of Los Alamos, science has become the
arsenal of major accidents, the great catastrophe factory toiling
away In antcipanon of the cataclysms of hyperterrorism.
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‘He that deviseth o do eval shall be called a muschievous
person,” spelled out the Book of Proverbs (Proverbs 24:8).
What can you say about the supreme mischicf that consists in
hijacking not only planes and vehicles of all sorts. but in
hijacking the ‘great vehicle’, the whole set oft knowledge.
in physics as in biology or chemistry, to achieve. ultimately,
the greatest possible amount of terror?

(mnce maore according o Martin Rees, since the middle of
fast century or, more precisely still, since the business of the
Cluban Missile Crisis in 1962, the risk of a worldwide atomic
disaster has risen to 30/30, But now, this tamiliar risk so often
wheeled out to jusofy the endless relaunching of the arms
race, 15 topped off with the growing threat, as we have just
seen, of untimely discoveries of a magnitude that exceeds all
mtonality,

Listen now o the colourful tale of the bomb-disposal
experts of the Soviet armv. covering the periad 1945500

Qur amt was not gouns to be disselved: we were golng Lo
clear the fields of mines; the land had (o be handed back 1o
the peasants: For everyone else the war was over, but for us
homb-disposal experes it wene on. The grass was hagh, every-
thing had shor up during the war, it was hard to hack out a
path, when there were mines and hombs cveryvwhere all
around us; But the people needed the land and we wonr as fast
as we could, Every dav, comrades died. Every day, someone
had to be buried.”

This is the account of a woman who was a soldier in the
Corps of Engineers, talking to Svetlana Alexaeviech, herselt
a wimess o the nuclear accident of 1986 Bue, at
Chernobyl, it was no longer the bomb-disposal experts who
were sacrificed. 1 was the Earth! To bury the ground — even
[hﬂ' l]'IﬂHT.Tﬂ' !]I- tl']l'.? :lbﬁl]'l'{i 'u\'l:_'.ll_'lltj T |:]'.-1‘1."I_‘ ".L-.I.'I'[.'[i 2\'L|i.'|:] Arl

apocalyptic pleonasm,
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Clurrently, what s undermined and everywhere contamin-
ated 15 science, the whole set of our knowledge literally poi-
soned by an arms race in “weapons of mass destruction” that s
mfesting what we learn and will, if we are not careful, shordy
decommussion science, making 1t unavailable to do goad.

Tomorrow, hot on the heels of Mother Earth, maybe
‘science’. this "wisdom” deriving from a knowledge that was,
though, the distnctive teature of homo sapiens, will also have
to be buried.

“You make war with weapons, not with poison,” decreed
the Roman law-makers. Driving this observation home, the
then United Natons Secretaryv-General, Sithu U Thant of
Burma, declared in June 1969: "The notion of hostlites being
out of centrol is incompatible with the nouon of military
security, "

We know the rest, with the exponennal development of
biological and chemical “weapons’ that threaten humaniry
every bit as much as nuclear weapons do.

Relying on purely mulicary arguments and not on moral
considerations, the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations
concluded with these words: "The very existence of these
weapons contributes to international tension without offering
any obvious military advantages i compensacion."!!

Same thirty years on, the prophecy has been fulfilled by
this terrorist hvpertension that totally perverts international
pelitcs.

Indeed, if mass destruction is within reach of the socially
excluded, the argument for deterrence evaporates and we are
at the merey of any and all catastrophes, catasrrophes either
deliberately triggered by clandestine groups or industrial or
other ‘major accidents’.

One forgotten example of this, among others, is the dis-
covery made at Denver Airport, by a Democrac depury, of a
depot of 21,108 missiles, each formed by a cluster of 76 @as
bombs, the whole lot at the merey of 4 fire. The capability of

L
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this hidden arsemal: exterminarion of the enare population of
the globe. ™

But let’s get back to Russia and the splendid offer made two
yvoung vicnms of the Chernobyl nuclear catastrophe: *Since
1995, a decree of the Ukrainian government has cnsured that
children from the contaminated vone have been offered
seastde holidays all along the Crimean coast, Using magneto-
therapy, aromatherapy, and so on, the cure proposed has the
special meric of allowing these chuldren of the final shore tw
discover the jovs of the beach.™™

To make their summer stay as cheery as possible, the old
naval and former top-sceret militiry base of Kazachya Bay, a
training centre for mine-carrying and —monitoring dolphins,
has been reconverted into anaquane circus, 2 Marine Land of
the Big Night

‘GGod has acted wisely by putting birth betore death; other-
wise, what would we know of life? wrote humeorist, Alphonse
Allass.

Since then, this humour thar char other humoerise, Prerre
Dyac, somewhat abused, has been turned on its head. For now
the origin of life or, more precisely, of humaniey’s survival, 1s
the all-ourt search tor death. Not the death of the other. of the
enemny or of some kind of adversary any more, but the death
of all in the suicidal state of mutually assured destruction. IF
that is not the theatre of non-sense, 1t looks hornbly hike 1t
So much so that we would need to turn Alphonse Allais’
aphorism around and write: "The demon of nonsense has
acted wisely by putting the enud of life before the beginning:
otherwise, what would we know ot non-life?’

Indeed, as we have just seen, the knowledge at issue today, in
the laboratories of ‘advanced research, no longer involves mere
externalization, outsourcing, the fine-uning of an eccentric
unemployment, but extermination, the end of everything — in
other words, life 11 reverse,
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And so, hede by litde, foreknowledse of the end has
mvaded scientific thought, before extending to the polirical
ecanamy of a globalized world,

It 1s here and now that one of the most cantroversial ques-
tions in the history of knowledge 1s posed: the question of 4
possible doping of technological cultire, meaning scientific
thinking as 3 whole.

Dopimng’: no longer targeting the muscular prowess of the
athlete’s body as he or she is dragged kicking and screaming
into the craziness of sonie boundless perfectibility, but targer-
ing military knowledge regarding power, the death instnct;
that rmlitarization of science that has recendy wound up in
the ruin, not of the soul, but of a scientific spirit d.ragged
alang by the absurd perspective of the supremacy of the death
principle. This began with the explosion of the atom bamb
and has continued right up to the designing of the future
genenc bomb via this informadon bomb that will have fuelled
the comprehensive blasting of common sense.

With these ‘zero sum games’. Olvmpic games of a kind
produced by a fatalism that taints technoscientific thought, we
can more easily understand the accident in knowledge that
today rounds off the accident in substances, in a world chat is
now a victim of terror, with the tacit consent of far oo ANy
RAVATIES,

As Jean-Pierre  Vernant explined in  August 2004;
‘Maodern spart s bound up with the idea of indefinite
progress in the technics of the body, in the tools that the
different trials can use and in the human being’s capacity for
excelling him- or herself and for always improving on their
scores.

Vernane concludes, apropos the Athens Olympic Games:
"The notion of a record has no place in the olympiad by it
very nature, What marters 15 winning, not doing better than
vour predecessors, not only because we still don't have the
technical means of measuring ame exactly, but because the

l

The Crwiginal Accident Hi

1dea that sport constitutes a form ol activiry that can be per-
fected indefinitelv does not and cannot exist.’

Actually, the ‘progressivist” belief in the possibility of
soctal progress popularized by the Great Movement of the
nineteenth century 18 behind all the compennons, whether
political, econonuc or cultural, of the modern industrial age —
right up to the unbridled compennon that 1s the basis of the
contemporary ‘turbocapitalism’ of globabzation.

Whenece the scale of the phenomenon of doping and
performance-enhancement of the global economic system,
way beyond the spores stadia and nighe into the more or less
clandestine dispensarics of the transgenic biotechnologies. As
onie writer points our, drawing his spiragon very broadly
from the concept of ‘imetic desire’ forged by René Garard:
“With media coverage of competitions, all-out performance-
enhancement is uncontrallable. 1§ opponents were tll now
simple obstacles to the achievement of the “desire for
victory ', it is as the obstacles they represent that chey are now
valued. The “desire tor an obstacle™ has taken over and so
what 1s now sought is adversity. not the adversary.” ™

"The writer goes on to say of this mimetic condensing:

In such conditions, the sports show will move towards bemg
set to nages, 4 process based o an entirely new dramatc art
that will allow epponents w get ‘burned’, [ ., ] Soicis likely
thae, as far as doping goes. the worst 18 yer to come. If nothing
is- done about 1t, 2 sort of patholugical desire will soon struc-
rure the whole process of access (o victory, sweeping appon-
ents along rowards cherr own descraction.

After the *Olympic games” of Antiquicy, the survival games
of the human race mn the age of nuclesr deterrence have aur-
rageously amplified this numede pathelogy. But here, what 15
aboutto ger ‘burned” or, more precisely; vitrified, 1s no longer
the adversary who vanished nto the Fast. It is adversity, witch
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these faceless and homeless terrorises hell-bent on collective
suicide.

They say that in the United States law professors have been
arguing, for some httle time now: that it torture 15 the only
way to avold the explosion of an atomic bomb in Times
Square, 1t s licie."!"

After all-out deterrence, the cxtension of the torture
chamber is thus once 1more on the agenda for the day, the last
day _ . . For if everything is allowed in order to avert the end
of the world, then it is the end of everything!

The end of law, including the law of the fittest. trumped by
the law of the maddest: what is required is to urgently reopen
the camps, all the camps, not only the camp at Guantanamo
Bay, but those of Treblinka, Auschwicz and Birkenau, in order
to finally get ready tor whar André Chouragui used to call. not
so long ago: the ‘planetary shoah®.'7

?‘
:

10 The Dromosphere

A quarter of a century ago, in 1978, Federal Germany road-
tested a revelatory experiment: removing all speed limits on
the autobahn. Organized comomntly by the government, the
car manufaccarers and the car clubs, this seriss of tess and
sundry investigations was designed to got past old hat analyses
of the causes of car accidents. Evervone suddenly pur forward
factors that had been overlooked: the state of road surfaces,
atmospheric conditions, and so on and so forth. These private
and public bodies suddenly seemed to join forces to deny that
speeding was directly responsible.

According to this log, speed was neither the sole nor even
the main cause of road accidents and their seriousness; other
facrors carried greater responsibilioy in the carnage caused by
autormnobile transport.

As we might suspect, the real reason for such an about-face
lay elsewhere. According to the German car makers, “To
condemn vehicles designed ro travel ar 150 km or 200 km an
hour to do only 130 15 to condemn technical progress and
thereby the posiion of German industry on the foreign
markets, thus apening the Hoodiates to unemployment,”

In the face of dus speech for the defence, the federal gov-
ernment decided to *free up the autobahn’. Fven though
drivers were recommended not o exceed 130 km per hour.
doing 200 km or 250 km per hour was not to be penalized
any more, car drivers’ self-discipline was to sufhice . . .

Amaous French car makers of the dav were to come up
with a complementary argument: “On the highway as in
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compettion, the more a car is buile to go tast, the more reli-
able it is. When vou can do more, you can do less.

As it happens, competition on the foreign markets, notably
i the United States where German cars sell extremely well,
is not about speed, which is stricdy lmited. What counts 15

reltabihity. which is a function of the maximum speed even if

this is rarely used. Germany having deliberately opred for ‘a
few more dead today. fewer unemploved romorrow’ competi-
tiveness, declared the French car makers, is driving us down
the same road.

We know what ensued as far as mass unemployment gocs,
m Germany as 1o France and elsewhere, Whar is revelatory
abour tlus periad, though, 15 the acceprance of the notion
that road victims are victms of progress. From that moment,
every car driver becomes a sort of “test pilot’ of cutting-edge
technologics. Those who risk their own lives and the lives
of their fellows can know that they are putting them ar risk
i arder to ensure the reliabiliey of the product, the smooth
runmng of the national firm — in other words, security of
employment.

Since the advance of the car industry appears assured and
guaranteed by excessive speed, to risk your life for the security
of speed is cquivalent to risking your life for the cmployment
of time and no longer, as in days gone by, for the homeland,
m defence of the emplovment of the national arena.

With this form of time management, which is curious, to
say the least, and which is shored up ar once by social security
and civil security which list the work-place accident and the
zccident to and from work under the same heading, it s no
longer a matter, as it was in the past, of covering up an acci-
dent or failure, but indeed of making it productive, psycho-
logically speaking.

This process aimed ac triggering 2 sort of deregula-
ton of behaviours already heralded the coming age of full-
scale deregulation in which we now live, following the
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selt~regulation of tradiconal societes and che regulaton of
institurional societies.

Like the Russian people once called on to make sacrifices
to ensure the ‘radiant future’ of a sciennfic communism, the
technical progress of capitalist societies was to be indexed to
the sacrifice of consumers.

Strangcely, 10 those not so distant days of the 1970s. when
technosciennfic progress was assimilated to the risk of driving
a fast vehide, the French government of Raymond Barre
insisted, only the day atter the Three Mile Island catastrophe
of 1979, on the need to speed up construction of French
nuclear power stations, thereby moving in the direction of this
eschatological perspective,

From that moment, were we teally to seriously envisage the
rise of an oficially cynical, meaning purely sadistic, power:
The advent of a “suicidal national state’, not so much political
as transpolitcal, which would soon be exemplified by the
Chernobyl catastrophe with the implosion of the Sowviet
Union?

It mught now be usetul to dust off an old short story of Ursula
Le Guin's: ‘Direction of the Road’ (which appeared in France
precisely in 1978 under the title of "Le Chéne et la Mort’
the oak and dearh).!

In this fictional tale, the author gives voice to a tree more
than two hundred years old that grew up with the accelerated
gallop of horses pulling diligences and, shortly after that, the
acceleration of cars, right up to the faal acadent that brings
the trec’s first-person narmative to a close:

In the davs of heorses, claims the oak, ‘they [the horses] did
not used to be so demanding. They never hurried us into any-
thing more than a gallop, and that was rare.” But then the first
motor car appeared, and then another: ‘a new one, suddenly
dragmnge me and the road and our hill, the orchard, the fields,
the farmhouse roof all jigging and jouncing and racketing
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along from East to West. | wene faster than a gallop, taster than
I had ever gone before, T had scarcely time to loom, before |
had to shrink right down again.”

Building an this dromoscopic vision, our oak goes o

But have vou ever considered the fear zccomplished, the skill
invalved, when a wee enlarges, simultancously yer at shghtly
diffetent rates and in slightly different manners, for cach one
of torty wororcar drivers facing two opposite dirccnons, while
at the same time diminishing for forey more who have got thair
backs to it meanwhile remembering ro loom over cach single
omne at the right moment: and to do this minote after minuee,
hour after hour, from davbreak dll nighefall or long after?

For myy road had become a busy one; it worked all day long
under almost contnoal trafhe. It worked, and [ worked, 1 did
not jounce and bounce so much any more, but I had to run
faster and faster: to grow enormouwsly, o loom in a splic
secomd, o shrink to nothing, all i a buery, without mme to
enjov the action, and without rest: over and over and over,

Orar venerable oak sets himselt up as ‘un oak of the law’:

For hifty ot sixty wears, then, | have upheld the Qrder of
Things, and have done my share of supporong the human
crealures’ Wusion chat they are "going somewhers’, And | am
not unwilling to do so. But a truly rerrible thing has occurred,
which T wish to procest,

[ do ool mind going in owo directons at onces | do not
mind growing and shrinking simulneously; 1 do nor mind
moving, even at the disagreeable rate of sixry or seventy miles
an hour. [ am ready to go on doing all these things unril T.am
fell=d or bulldoesd. Thevre my job. But T do abject, passion-
atgly, 1o being made eternal.

There then follows a detailed descripnion of an accident n
which a driver crashes into the oak: 1 killed him instanty
{. . .] 1 had to kill him,” the tree frecly admics.

o]
=
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What [ protest, what I cannot endure, 15 this: as [ leaptar him,
he saw mie. He Tooked up at last. He saw me as [ have never
bieen scen before, not even by a child, mot even 1n the days
when people looked ar things: He saw me whole, and saw
nothing clse — then, or ever.

He saw me under the aspect of ceernity. He confused
me with cternity. And because he died n that moment of
fulse vision, because 1t cant never change, I am canght in it

cternally.
As the philosophical oak explains, by way of conclusion:

This is unendurable. T cannot uphold such an illusion. If the
hurman creatures will nat understand Relamaty, very well: but
they mst understand Relatedness.

I it s necessary to the Order of Things, T will kill drivers
of cats, though killing is not a duty usually required of oaks.
But it is unjust Lo require me to play the part, not of the killer
only, but of death, For | am not death. 1 am lifis T am moreal.

Exhuming this text that is more than quarter of 2 century
old mnay seem anachronistic today, but that would be a mistake
0o, ratﬂcr, an optical illusion produced by the acceleration of
the real.

Indeed, at the beginning of last century, three million plane
trees, maples and poplars soll hined the roads of TFrance, but
now there are only 400,000 of them lefr, and these are held
responsible for 750 deaths a year” The notion of tate that still
prevailed half a cenrury ago was superseded by the principle
of collective tesponsibility. And so the concept of the ‘unfor-
giving road’ was horn,

Ar the Department of Roads. the statsacians calculated
that there was four times the risk of dyinig in an accadent
running into a tree than in any other type of accident.

'The way thev put it, the magnificent leafy monarc hs of Lhe_
plant world have become a potential minefield mn terms of
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human lives, whence their sacrifice, tabled in a 19710} circular
urging their systematic eradication.

In 2001, the Minister for Agric ulture, Jean Glavany, was still
hoeing into plane trees as public menacys. ?

Of course, there are those who dare to assert that “it is naor
plane trees that cross in front of cars,” but what can vou say [0
those who go as far as rescinding the abolition of the death
penalty in order to justify the felling of lateral obstacles, con-
sidered aggravating factors in any road accident® ‘Cereainly.”
they say. ‘every driver should remain in control of his vehicle.
But, all the same, death is o heavy o price to pay.’

The die has been cast. Berween vesterday's fiction and
today’s accelerated reality, the difference las disappeared and,
with it, all reason. As an admission of helplessness, one
regional councillor even came up with this: “What do you
want us to do? We'll never ger them to slow down!”

Speed suppresses not only Relacedness, as Ursnal Le Guin
so-acutely explained, bur also Reason. This is what must
finally reveal the importance of the accident in con tempor-
ary thoughe, in other words: the accident in the circulation
of knowledge between ‘being” and ‘place’, this backdrop to
life that comprises not only the animal realm — that of the
!:mmg’s movements — but the plant and mineral realms, that
is, the realms of stability, fixity and, finally. the persistence of
s1tes.

How long before we see the climination of hills and cliffs,
the definitive levelling of the worlds relief?

How long before we see the abolition of the waves ot the
high seas, of rthis ser of collateral obstacles that sl put the
brakes on the acceleradon of technical progress?

When you run into a table, should you do away with it or
learn to avoid it? -

.Sim:c we have, seemingly, erased distances, it remains o
climinate the resistance of materials, of lithaspheric or hydro-
spheric elements,

The Dromosphere 45

Just as we were able m the recent past o go beyond the
whole set of atmospheric elements. thanks ro the velocity of
cscape ftrom gravity, from terrestrial weightiness, we must now
eliminate what still subsists of material opposition to advance-
ment, to the dromospheric race of automotive devices.

After the silk weavers of Lyon and the machine-wrecking
Luddites of Britain, the fime of those motorists bent on svs-
rematically felling the greenery, bringing down the shade with
it, replaced as 1t now 15 by motor vehicle air conditiomng, 15
now upon us . .. How long before the four seasons are elim-
inated and replaced by the single temperate climate of a
general planer—spanning air conditioning system? How long
h{:ﬁ}ru 1'.|"th TIIL:[’L’.(}T{_!L_‘.IE'EL:}I' HtTf]U.‘iFll"I[.."l'{Z iS ;I'L'I:[' 'I_'IT'_I\_{'I’.'.T "-_flaﬁ':i- QarT,
rather, under sequestration, thanks to this sphere or, more pre-
cisely, this dromosphere, in the rice of 4 progress that 1
nothing more than a third rvpe of mflanon, nor so much eco-
nomic as eschatological, since with it the acceleration of reality
once and for all shunes all historical accumulation aside?

"By dint of wanting to possess, we are ourselves possessed,’
noted Victor Hugo rwo centuries ago.

No point looking any further tor the origin of this hyper-
violence that is now unfurling all aver the world, for speed has
become the very gquintessence of such violence, eliminating
one by one anv markers. not only any ‘temporal” markers but
also any factual Bmit.

lake the example of statics and of the resistance of mater-
jals that are the basis of anv construction: since last century,
tor instance. we have been going faster and faster to achieve
the durable, the durability of those buildings and structures of
very long duration thatr condition the permanence and stabil-
ity of our societies.

As an architeet put it after the collapse of the Roissy airport
terminal in May 2004 "Building sites have to go faster and
faster, technical performances have to be more and more
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precise, to the pomt of verging on extreme complexiny.

We could even talk af an “idtru|:_‘.|£_,r':.' of specd” and of

performance.’

Mo, dear colleague, it s not even 4 matter of some passing
1deology any more, as 1t was at the beginning of the industrial
age. but of dromology. And this is worse, since it condigons
the whole of technically-oriented civilizanon, just as the his-
tarian Marc Bloch told us it would.

Speaking of which, 1t would perhaps be appropriate to shift
the concept of surrealism as heir to the domains of art and lit-
erature, and apply it to the ficld of politics. Sylvie Guillen,
the dancer, does this, for example. when she declares: “You
]]ﬂ‘-"f: Lo L-].}lF'ICE: Tl {TI'I.’ETT—('L-J'IF[:L:.‘ ITI L'IH'I LT ‘\‘;"(_Tlrlib, COTCTIt ‘:l.’(_'l'l_]'['—
selt exclusively with choreographic fears.

Acrually, a5 soon as these [eats, these techmical, scientific or
industrial achievements, are wholly conditioned by the acceler-
atton of the real. one can just as easily over-build as over-destray.

Whenee the all-out spread of a surveillance — over-
vigilance — that surpasses the ‘state of wigilance’ of those not
so distant days ‘when people looked at things,” as Ursula Le
Guin helptully remunded ws. And this merely anocipates
the imminent, or practically imminent overdone or super-
hurnanity that the apostles of Progress are cooking up for us
11 the secrecy of the laboratories of transgenic renesis,

‘People bewail effects, but make the most of causes,” wrote
Bossuet, Paraphrasing another glant of criocal writing, we
might echo: “If science wants nothing to do wich its effects,
ignorance will get hold of it.™

These days, curiously, the sphere of acceleration of reality
tends to reverse the principle of responsibilicy.

With the tree thac kills, the reality of guilt is transterred
from the guilty to the inmocent, the innocence of a vegetal
fixity that creates an obstacle foiling the automobility of 4
vehicle which is more often than not, now, driven with the
assistance of a computer.

The Dyomosplicre i

Here, the dromoscopy — this :Jj:'hul illusion of fashing past
that reverses the direction of the road, wath 1ts trees thar look
like they are hurling themselves it the windscreen before van
ishing in the rear nurror w hereas, in reality, it is the reverse
that is happening — atteets the whele gamut of our percep-
dons and muddles cur judgement to the point where the
vicm suddenly becomes the designated auilty party.

Strangely, too, this phenoniendn of dromascopic transter
today affeets our legal systemn without this worrying the
uthorities too nmch. I'm talking here about the transfer of
guilt that is overturnng a nu mber of trials in the criminal
courts where the vicrim of the crime statistic subtly morphs
into the cuiley party. This permuanon is. doubrless, an indir-
ect consequence of the too-great mobility of viewpoints in
the endless acceleration of our social behaviours.

Look at what 15 lnpp-: ning, for example, in the corporate
firm subject to economic globahizaton: as soomn as emplovers
have 1 serious problem, they transter, relocate, ard the more
delicate the conmercial situation appears, the faster they tendd
ca act. This even invalves the phenomenal expatriation that s
rurning corporate life on s head.

[l‘ PLH Er'lrl':'.lﬂ ELL'IPH'&‘:\- [hk ]ﬂﬁj_'l.""\- 1"-1' ['l'flL numment 1o L]."T[
extent, this is because there 18 no more ingerme -diary hmancing.
6y more extensions of time, no more ntervals of Intervention.

Reducing to nothing the space-tine of our actions and
our interactons, acceleration suddenly upends the re alioy of
the facts, And so, the dromosphere induces everywhert at
ance an illusory reversal of our know-how and our acquired
knowledee, whereby temporal compression of our acty lLLes_
illustrates very precisely whar Aristorle called “the accident ol
accidenss’. | _

For instance, what happens during acccleration of auto-
mobility, that is, where w hat stays put appears to Hev while
the interior of the vehicle seems immobile, 1 repraduced
taday 1n the media perceprion of relevized reality,
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What I baptized DROMOSCOPY rwe Nty vears aga' now
applies to the whole of our experience and anﬂemr-:_ the
fruits of a now —retnote era, one so slow that these E_Lr”rl"_‘i SECITI
to flee in turn, discradited by the mad race of ¢ OMEEMPOTATY
Events:

Whence the inerma of the present rense, known as present-
tsm, which is nothing more than the illusion of acceleration
in communications, the telescoping of a flecr mg teleobjectiv-
1ty that tends to replice established obje cavity, the same way
the dromoscopic illusion of the automobile discurbs and seri-
ously percurbs the madside. making an immobile environ-
mene appear mobile by providing those in the vehicle with the
comfort of an on-the-spor fixity that only an accident along
the way will jog thern our of, a head-on collision \LIL!LiLl‘]T
re-estabhshing the faces.

In this instance, the fixity of the obstacle rears up like some
Justice of the Peace of the shift in pe rspective, and the wee or
wall are only ever features of what the obstacle of the reo-
physical finiteness of 1« unique habitat represents, further down
the track, for a species of animal every bit as much ‘rural’ .

‘human’, Ir is g habitae char no rANSEeNIC engineering w 1.1]
make us leave, despite the postmodern rantiig about some
virtual space, a surrogate sixch continent for a neocolonialism
every bit as llusory, in the end, as the vonguest of asstrophyvsical
space by the adepts of NASAS ‘manned flights’ in the 19605,

Indeed, what astronaunical illusion did vesterday's moan
missions embady? What conquests, what “falloutr” was it 1
matter of, then, 1t nav that of 4 space indefinite ly travelable
but uninhabitable!

In other words, the fallour of 1 cosmic vacuum bearinge no
relationship to biospherical space. where what is travelable i
sunultaneously inhabitable, whese cire ulating and setthing are
one and the same ‘abode’ B

Lo so unduly privilege exotic feats to the detriment of any
“dwelling’— now there'’s a crary act for you, an action of panic

deterriroriahization that only ‘the balance of terror’ berwecen
Fuast and West could provoke m the face of the probabilities
of an atomic war making the Earth definitively unfit for hifc.

And so, the so-called ‘congquest of space’ was merely con-
firmation of Bosswers observation, the cause of such ‘exonc’
progress only ever having been the effect of terrorist deter-
rence berween comnunisin and capitalism. As a naval officer
recently put 1t ‘Surely a successful nulitary manocuvre 15 a
catastrophe averted jJust in time.’

Nothing is ever gained without something being lost, and,
therefore, technical progress is only an agreed sacrifice; proaf

of this was offered Lo us yer again by the launching of deep-
space astronautics during the Cold War years.

At this period in history that at ane point saw the threar of
the Soviet nuclear missile installation on Cuba (1962) put the
all-tao-precarious balance berween the two greas blocs atrisk.
planet Farth confronts a major hazard whereby, according to
the astrophysicist, Sir Marun Rees, ‘the odds are no better
than fifty—fifty that our present civiization on Larth will
survive to the end of the present century ., .~

This was confirmed by the historian Arthur Schlesmger,
former special assistant to President Jobn Kennedy, who
claitned in his memoirs on the subject of the Cuban Massile
Corisis that: “This was not only the most dangerons moment of
the Cold War. It was the most dangerous mement in human
history.™

%o this is it, the successful manocuvre: the conquest of space
resulting from the catastrophe of the sacrifice of the planet
averted just in ome, n the duel berween East and West!
Strangely. such a ‘military’ manoeuvre seems to be enjoving
1 comehack, with the Pentagon installing the firsc missiles of a
future ‘ann-missile bel” during the summer of 2004, in a
rush to see them in place for the presidendal elections of 2

November 2004, And this was done without any conclusive
experiment verifying the effectivencss of the systen. Similarly.
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irrhis clection programme the incumbenc president, Gearge W,
Bush, did not budge from the course set at the beginning of
the year for ascronautics, And so, when the International Space
Station (I55) 15 complate. a new craft i set to effect its first
manned mission in 2004, before taking Americans back to the
moon some tme berween 2015 and 2020, As for Bush’s
Democrat opponent, [ohn Kerry openly slimnied these point-
lessly costly objectives and offered no sec goal and no set cal-
endar for space exploration,”

Heralding a reversal in perspective. Nietesche wrote: ‘Love
vour furthest away as vou love yourself,”

In the United States, this wamuthal projection seems to be
back in pride of place with the saving: “To annihilare the
enermy close to yvou, you have to first strike the one further
wway."” Whether a preemptive strike at the end of the Cold
War or a preventive war on terrorism today, the same
“forward-scatrer” logic has long been at work.

Dromological logic of a race for ‘all-out supremacy that
causes our nearest and dearest ro disappear in favour of the
furchest away, all that is furthese away, all the exoticisms, in
other words, every manner of exodus!

A race beyond Good und Evil that renounces all the
‘on-this-sides” only to wind up, ultimately, at this topological
reversal whereby the glebal now represents the interiority of 4
timite world, and the lwal, its exteriority, that great suburban
belt of & hstory without geography — a dhronosphere of present
tme, real tme’, that has replaced the geasphere of 1ifes arena.

This, adnuteedly, is the conclusion of Bossuet’s sage lictle
phrase: ‘Peaple bewail effects, bur make the most of causes,”
There is one qualification, though: it is the “weak’ who bewail
the disasters of rechnological progress and the *powerful' who
most readily make the most of causes.

The excluded are exiled on all sides; for them the global-
ized foreclosure ends in equally all-out exelusion, No need

Thie Dromospher: e

here to whee! out once again the grear transcontinental
migratory flows of dire poverty. _ | ‘

What can vou say, tor example, about these old retirecs thar
never stop I:i'a\-'ulling around the world trying o see 1t all
betore signing off, while no one ar all bewails the idle young
who have already seen it all before beginning to live?

In the end, che progressive pressure of the dromosphere 1s
nothinge but a headlong rush that leads ro this externalizanion —
DL]thi’]Ll;:Cillg that is only ever the postmodern term tor eXIer-
riination. Revelation of a finiteness in which, globall Ly
disqualifying all localicy, Hegels schane Toralitat appears for
what 1t 15, -

After two millennia of experiments and failures, of accl-
dents of all kinds, with globalization the third 1{1i“ﬁ'11?1iuﬂl
imangurates the paradox of the tatlure af SuCcess for it is the
success of Progress that provokes disaster, An integral accident
of a science now deprived of a conscience, whose arrogant
rriumph wipes out even the memory of its former benelits,

This is a major event in a long history of knowledge whose
tragic nature globalizanion both reveals and conceals at one
and the same ome.

After that. it s not so much error. sorme syscem failure, or
even large—scale catastrophe that brings the boom km.‘rw—

ledge t{‘l-. 2 close, bur the very excessiveness of the fears
acf:im-'ed in the face of the limus of a cramped planct. ;"1.5_
though, in the course of the past century, the promotion of
cechnoscientific progress had doped science, as cerrain banned
substances do the body of the athlete. So here 1t 15 no longer
the congenital weakness of the various branches of know-
ledue that is the limit, but indeed the power of @ science that
has become a ‘hyperpower’, in this race to the death repre-
semted not so long ago, with the arms race, by the militariza-
rion of science. |

A fixed Timir, this one, for it is the product of a galloping
suceess that no one really contests, but that brings down
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know !rdg_-: still basud, only recently; on the humbleness of -
ex;}cru_m.';uai know-how, a mminor branck of |;1r1:InD: M'I
ThE. origins of scienfic reasoning, thar has 1|m='\j bre: ::-': 1
major due to the mordinate scope of its impact, of its ; l'ﬂjt
mducing resuls. S
Flere again, the example of doping in sport is useful. i
would seem, to the demonstradon: what value i1I1 tact \
progress have when it not only denatures but ]'lLr_'TH‘ﬂ".-' e;;‘tur;ntjin
JLLB 'Fh-:f p-'c.rsczn ot people who are, they say, 1ts 'hnfrlwﬁl:mrics':_
) Isaster ol 4 contagous progress that the limits of the wor]:l'l
{l_,ln_no longer bear, any more than the ser of lvine beings can
In ract, :zm.:l vontrary o the failures of -::xperm-:hn.‘11{a1 -E:;m;.v—t
how, rhe disasters of progress can no longer be overcome as
Lh ¢ failings of ¢ totally new knowledee '«;cre. in the pas o
L'['l:l[_ agre that is not as distant as all l‘h:llf\,. x-.*here.Lhe mod uﬂ I'ﬂ“
gemus sull allied “scierce” and ‘philosophy’.” R

BL[L. let’s go back over the phenomenon of the accelerarion of
reality: so perceptible today in che retoaling of nations’ foreis
s r atons loreign
In recent years, the United States Has devided to see inte
national conflicts as internecine wars, between “E:l.teﬁ L'r_:-mj‘;_
ered more or I_Eﬁs rogue, But in chis trxrrm-errud- w:aﬂd. r'a. 'i
dt?PID‘E,"T_]‘I enr of US anmed forces has hoodwinked 1.11::] ab ijh‘l
The Wnited Stares in the mose peculiar way 1hm1l_; t]t* iy of
s hogermom ay abo he reality of
| Just as adapracion of the eve is a fanction of the rar driver’s
%Pftid. l:h-:_ opucal point expanding in the distance wirh. e Ll
eration of the vehicle, today the geostratesic perce ;'i{:{L ¢
.*";_1]1.enca as a hyperpower has moved buvnnj the IimirJ Ur:] 'mt
United Nations to embrace the curve o‘f'rh'u- globe S
| LF'CIJ' the F‘_.mm‘ir::ms the dromosphere is LhLus .nc'lm longer
nm.t:zph.ur of pragress but an avowed fact of their geo -n‘l?ri : I
perception in which topological reversals become mp : Lﬂ'
THore frequent. o
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The Diromosphere

Recendy, a wit asked himselt this question: “How can
American society, so wealthy anil s multcultural, project
itself in such a monolichic way? There is a lot of talk of an
American empire, but 1S an empire behind a barricade. The

Americans are in bunkers.™
Yer the answer is simple, even sumplistic. This monolichic
state 15 no longer that of a ‘totalicarian’ powet comparable to

those of the recent past; it belongs to the definiove closure,

the foreclosure, of the world.

This 'globalitarian’ perception is thus indecd that produced
by rthe dromesphere tightly embracing the ulomate curve of
the terrestrial star. Here dromoscopy reaches its apogee sinece
its horizon is nio longer the line that once separated sky and
arth. but only the geodesic curve thar distinguishes the full

[t
al” fullness, of this ‘exospherical’

from the empty. “Biospheric
fimsteness. this intersidereal miliey that even conditions ter-
restrial volume, since ‘any limit comes from outside” and the
spherical form of celestial obyects comes from thueir perpetual
motion — in other words. how fast or slowly they rotate.

1 the face of this ‘big bang’ that no one seems to be turning

1 hair over, the famous monolithic Funler 18 never maore than

1 cloister: the cloister of history.

Having atcained the perfection of its orbital circulanion, the
dromosphere thus brings to a close the age of political revo-
lutions in order to peck into the Pandora’s box of transpolic-
ical revelations. This is perhaps the cssental part of Andre
Malraux’s intuition about the twenty-first century.

By way of confirmation of this ‘historic tellurism’. let’s
hear it from French colummist Thomas Torenczi, in an ciitor-
1al devored to the expansion of the European Communry:

Europe s also internal politics. Once buropean palines and
national pelitics start to overlap more and more, can e lea-
sibly separate them when 1t comes 1o voting, without going
so far as to pit a Europe of the Left against a Europe of the
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Baght, archie risk of ¢ arcaturing Europe altogether? Dont we
e g 1 o

Baves & might 1o expect 3 cormain COnEmUIty? _ . . What i ar

stake in such contr

oversies 15 Frenels polities i irs Eoropean
dimension,™

What our editorialist doesn’ se 15 ‘the crisis in the congept
of dimension.™” The crisis i these whale dimensions, at once
geometric and peopolitical, that taday leads to the fractaliza-

non of the conceps of dentity (national, communal) and so

to this “critical space’ where nothing 1s whole any maore, apiire
from this “astropolitical sphere that no one dares conesive of,
exuept perhaps the Litde Prince! This 15, 1n the ¢nd. the age
of revelations thar succeeds the age of clapped-out rolating
revolutions that the past century lierally  exterminated
through che extravagance of its accelerated ‘Progressivism’,

Ina praphetic interview, Alain Roousset, the president of
the regions of France (ART). declared: *Soci CTy 15 anxious. It
no longer seems able to project iself into the furure, o
imagine that tomorrow might be better than today. We need
to reflect on how to got uck o the ides of progress. This idea
15 one of thase most closely ted up with the Left, for the same
TEASONS a5 Justice”™!?

What Rousset is referring to here,

a5 we might suspecr, is
obviously nat anly the parliamentary

left, for the obstacle of
finiteness far putserips the democracy of political assenmblies.
In the jargon of the Department of Civil Engincering, for
mstance; trees and ant-nnise barriers and even secur by ramips
along the highways are carrent v known as ‘lateral obstacles'.
What can you say of the - this fime head-on — obstacle con-
stituted by the geodesic curvature for those who still claim o
be "going with the flow of history'?
These are upholders of 4 historica] mate
NOSC Up at any geophysical macers
Internationalisen of the proletar

ol the single marker Loday, the day comes when the star can

rialistn that rurns irg
alistm, even if very svident.
At vesterday, turbo-capitalism

L
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no longer bear the disaster of progress, rhr_:.-.?ttiljncg_rali_;i;:‘:::Ei
thar results, as we have seen {hr{:ughou_t this n‘fs_‘]é.\_t J.: 5
acceleration not only ot the hustory of humanicy, but of 2
“Jlll:rrt::m[ and for the first time perh aps such E.H;'lglhi.t-‘.ﬁ:;ll}:
for each and every one of us the p:‘-L:mrlercr of lls.-iﬂ_tlz_: wt]j};u
circumscribed by the void. The old h..tﬁ]ﬂfi':.::. t.'?'l' [__‘1&.1 _m]_i!,_:ml.:‘.;
las been overtaken, now, by this rh?gn_twu hor ;r.mj_t mr dt
bath the waorld and what is out of this world at ﬁ:'IIIL.L.;I i
‘Outside is always mside,” crowed the an"hlte.LiS of ‘_L-L--.'I-{UH
dav’s trivmphant modernioy. anun now on, outside is exadus,
the exosphere of a space ;mt‘;r_ 1«.-::1.' lite. o s
By way of confirmnaton of this adnussion of r&]l Ll.ift. Hh;
the astronomical search for exoplanets way bn:}.-om_: 1 Ui l._:i ﬂ
system, Tor telluric planets. as they say, .to deseribe rerreseri
:;..-pu stars that are ar once small and solid. s
" Not an gasy quest, since no extrasclar p 3_514-‘:,1:‘ 1_,} :1y e
harbour lite has ver been spotred, :4.]] those so tar ;.altiz Fi I.r.D
only ever heing giganne bu l}bla_e.r. of gas m;*} sca.lk. E‘lﬁ _.“.m-]
favour the chemistry necessary for a zone ot habitabilicy co
ducive to the emergence of life.'” I
Despite this, the Astophysical Journal nnnuum.le. :11t r_ 2 _i;“d
of the month of August 200M, that American rLk_.:_.TLlﬁ-i ”H;e
just came across one! But we were I-.‘l[i.‘r o Jearn thd.l.l[ 'Jt.- ..mﬁ
exatic plancts in question had a mass lourteen to fwency o s
qrentm: thatr that of our dear old Earch, Yf_.*t ag:?uj.. 1111;11[
r;;up.:r-earrh’ race, the United .E'ILHL.‘.H were ]1|:lrp:_n;._5 !.L:i |_Enr L; o
old mivth of the ‘fronmer’, a Far 1'1.2:-?1._‘.3;1: rh_.u has _111.:-t '.I.]T1LL-|“ -
wny miore with the “forward-scarter nm-ltif:l of the P]|O,]1uf-.1nl_.~_.
rranshumance at all costs, Tt is now all sbour a traus tl Lurju; v
exiling iself 13 gquest of a vaster earth, .1:1'1(_' pmnnsej :m_\ H :I
THEW ‘New World', one no leamigzer 1},'{:]\:'-: 1‘\-7:_’51"-.\-';-5]1 5 ACTOSS
cantnent, but over our heads, i the mm:.x_zne_nr.-.)r .
After the callapse of the New ‘_H_”Gl'k skyline in _.:I__Il.t_k::rthﬂr
thing else had to be found vrgently to streteh out ever furthe
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the American dream. the myth of 2 destny manifest 1n the
United States. The preacher, Billy Graham, expressed chis
clearly 1 his sermon of 14 September 2001: Bur now we
have a choice: whether ro implode and disintegrate cmotion-
ally and spiritually as a people and a nation — or whether we
choose 10 become stronger through all of this strugale — to
rebuild on a solid foundation,'®

Atter the Sovict Union, is the United States in turn ouing
to implode and disintegrate before our very eves like the Twan
Towers?

Or are we going to see the exotic refou nding not only of
America, but of the United Nations:

At the end of the road. is humanity going to wind up finally
taking off, becoming an Unidentified Flying Objecr, as New
Age pundits or the survivalist seces springing up hike mush-
rooms.all over the United States would have us believes

If globalization is certainly not the end of the world. it 78
nonetheless associated wich a sart of voyage to the centre of
the Farth’, ta the cente of real tme that has so dangerously
replaced the centre of tae world, that space, undeniably real,
that abways used to orgznize the intervals and time lirnits for
action — before the age of widespread interaction.

Everything, right wow! Such is the crazy catch-cry of hyper-
modern tmes, of this bypercentre of temporal compression
where everything crashes together, relescoping endlessly
under the fearful pressure of telecommunications, into this
‘teleobjective” proximicy thar has nothing conerete about it
excepties mnfectious hysteria.

Lets not torget: too much light and vou get blindness; oo
tnuch justice and you ger injustice: too much speed, the speed
of light, and vou get inertia, polar inerta.

Following on from the ancient observation af the irnipact
of atmospheric préssute on mete nology, surely 1t would be
appropriate Lo pmpoint. finally, the havoe now wreaked by
dromaospheric pressure. nor only an history and its geography,

11

The Diromasphere

but on the political economy of a REL‘.]HGL'TH.L"}' TIOW 511]:1_;111'(. :'-
the DROMOCRACY of machines, machines tor proc u..rl.ng_,
svsternatic destruction, that are now indistinguishable from
war machines.'® _ o N

By way of 1llustration of this nsanicy, we g I1t it o ‘} .
inecdote, In the United States they are spparently lm[tlm% r. I.L:.
planet: derived from some old NASA t'ES\_‘HTL'}.L the {‘Lii.!'x{;ﬂ:‘l-l
is 2 sumplified version of our ecosystem. 1r_ Is .1|T: Hf,_,d::_
madget, the very latest folly i the I'EEL}I]I_U! ipaeegio L-;.i] : |-
tion, Locked in 4 irlass bubble like a hishbowl, rh.n Jtt?.::lu\ 0
the atmosphere has g lifespan of two years. An opucal 1 -_ln‘u;aln;.
whoever acquires it beconies master of a scale model of the

\‘v'{]]']. d
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