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This text is dedicated to my friends—without which

none of this is possible. More than muses in these last
treacherous years, Bijou, Maximillion, and the third day
after god, your critiques and discussions have formed
the real content and substance of these theses. Your care
and love is stronger than any force of displacement or
anxiety. Those who've donned the mask—who've helped
it mutate—when possible you have given your feedback,
and when the events have called, you have been inspir-
ing. The lovers of Sandy, partisans of living as such, this
text owes as much to your hammer as | to your support
and friendship. Biofilo, your insight and nagging questions
continue to challenge and strengthen our taste for stra-
tegic thought. Even critically, you've helped to construct
this assemblage. It's charming enough to speak from the
position of I, but we all know I did not write this text.
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8 WHAT IS CONTEMPORARY STRUGGLE?

THE FOLLOWING TEXT came to life

in late spring, 2011. Inspired by the
upheavals in Greece, Egypt, Lon-
don, and Wisconsin, it originated as
a collectively compiled set of analy-
ses intended for discussion. Its cur-
rent manifestation grew from this
dialogue, and prior to the first week
of Occupy Wall Street, “Theses on
Contemporary Struggle” was born: a
fragmented collection describing the
conditions and characteristics of re-
volt in our time. After Zuccotti seized
hold of our era’s pulse, Occupy spread
across the US and confirmed some
of our initial hypotheses: something
genuinely different was taking place—
something with a fucking hashtag.
The theses became a larger analysis
of our tumultuous times, and contin-
ued into the early months of 2013.
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‘Contemporary struggle” is our
way to conceptualize what links the
events of our epoch—events that can-
not be defined as social movements or
categorized within leftist conceptions
of reform and revolution. Events are the
common form that struggles take after
the collapse of the historical subject
and the zone of the social. We define
contemporary struggle as a vast set
of heterogeneous practices of revolt
that appear to have everything as their
object; that is to say, events whose an-
tagonisms are not directed against the
state or capitalism per se but against
techniques of government, against
the productive power of govern-
ment. Perhaps we will be reproached
for reducing the specificity of all the
movements of the past decade. How-
ever, the velocity with which struggles
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since the Greek uprising of ‘08 have
moved from intelligible anger over a
collectively perceived injustice to cel-
ebratory or revolutionary situations,
reveals that they are irreducibly revolts
against the paradigm of government.
Government no longer sits in a
closed chamber of educated men; it
acts through each of us and through
every apparatus that orients us and
amplifies our senses in a particular
direction. Government doesn’t just
repress, it produces a distributed mul-
tiplication of governable subjectivities.
Contemporary struggle resists, flees,
and attacks being produced as a sub-
ject, appearing in the space between
one coherent subjectivity and another.
Because it appears in the space
between subjectivities, contemporary
struggle—consciously or not—contests
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the meaning of autonomy. Capital-
ism has done away with the social as
a foundation to human life, leaving
the individual as self-entrepreneur to
develop solutions to the crises of base-
less existence. If social media appears
on the theater of culture and politics,
this is because economic life demands
that individuals collaborate on prob-
lem-solving. In order to develop itself
in harmony with the economy, the
individual is allocated the self, as the
vehicle and instrument of freedom. It
is given the space to think freely, go
against the rules, and open doors of
creativity—if only to eliminate flaws in
the flows of the economy. Government
needs subjects to self-govern because
principles no longer reign with any
authority; the economy needs subjects
to self-manage because technology
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and ecology present fatal limits to its
rhythm of expansion. However, when
struggles originate in an open field de-
void of authoritative principles, the de-
sired affects of self-management some-
times fail to materialize, and in turn the
space between coherency, contingency,
and predicates can appear more hos-
pitable than the generalized hostilities
of economic life. Contemporary strug-
gle locates the space of autonomy as a
potential for a difterent way of living,
and holds on for as long as it can.
Contemporary struggle reveals
the limits of language. The grammar of
justice, democracy, and equality could
limit past movements because these
terms were situated in a meaningful
discourse—that of the enemy. Today,
these words and their institutions are
empty. What is perceived as logical in-
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consistency by political pundits is pre-
cisely the plane of consistency where
a new language is being constructed.
The parodic, ironic, and absurd char-
acter of today’s movements’ discursive
promiscuity, irrational application of
language, and use of memes reveal
a new language coming into being.
Contemporary struggle loves/
hates technology. It’s no surprise that
the same mobile apparatuses we are
required to buy to integrate our lives
into the flows of the economy—smart
phones, laptops, and tablets—are the
media protagonists of the turbulent
present. However, the use of technol-
ogy by today’s uprisings is no mere
affirmation, even in the “Free Infor-
mation” movement. From hacking
to instagram flashmobs, from social
networking an occupation to manipu-
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lating attention spans, contemporary
struggle renders technological appara-
tuses inoperative in their proper form.
Contemporary struggle will pro-
duce the basis for either generalized
ungovernability or a more horrific form
of government. Social movements from
the ‘60s to the late ‘90s created the
conditions for general self-manage-
ment; the most radical horizon they
could perceive was a world democrat-
ically administrated and without work
as production. The social movements
anticipated the distribution of racial,
gender, and sexual subjectivities,
freedom as choice, and cybernetics.
Today their demands reflect back
at us in so many commodities, so
many techniques of government, so
many empty environments affectively
managed by food and retail atten-
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dants. Today’s revolt could give way
to our dreams or our nightmares.

With this text, we hope to achieve
a deeper understanding of the situa-
tion we are in. We have no illusions
that a single text will lead the masses
to revolution. We didn’t expect that
in ‘07 when Politics is not a Banana
interrupted the discursive dead ends
of US anarchism, or in ‘09 when The
Coming Insurrection made its English
debut, and we don’t expect Between
Predicates, War to ignite the strategic
imaginations of all the lost children
who are now playing at being adults.
But we can’t shy away from our task.
Insurrection is made by a multiplicity
of instruments and composers, each
accentuating rhythm and tonalities.
If it is captured by one of the very
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lacking languages at our disposal, it
won'’t ever be intelligible or resonate.
A revolution against government
at an ontological and anthropological
level is a pretty insane wager and the
cards are stacked against us. No move-
ment has been able to refuse to man-
age the world, no struggle has ignited
class war at the level of flexible and
superfluous labor, no anti-colonialism
has developed a society against the
state, and no revolt has been totali-
tarian enough to abolish the individ-
ual. And yet today, we feel strangely
optimistic. In the last decade, there
is increasingly less time between an
event and the normal flow of things.
It’s less absurd to anticipate an irre-
versible break with the present than
it is to imagine this dying civilization
lasting a few more decades. What we
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are bearing witness to may not be the
singular event that abolishes the para-
digm of government, but we are party
to the insurrection, nonetheless. The
contemporary situation calls on us to
take a position. The task of our time
is to construct a world, to find what is
living in an abyss, and bring together
everything it takes to live and fight.

It has been said that the state of
exception—that is, the Dictatorship of
The Proletariat —is the reef on which
all revolutions of our century have
been shipwrecked. Upon escaping the
camp of Stalinism, revolutionary the-
orists concluded that attaining a real
history of the oppressed would lead
to a revolution without the state at its
helm. Dictatorship and the party-form
became cyphers for a state-forming
organization, while experiments at ul-
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tra-democratic forms of decision-mak-
ing and techniques of self-manage-
ment purported to undermine the
state-forming urge within organiza-
tions. Anarchist and anti-authoritarian
theory is wrong to assume that all or-
ganizations of force and coercion entail
a practice of government, but more
importantly it's wrong to focus its cri-
tique only at the level of forms. It is not
the organization of faculties, capacities,
and potencies into a force that ends
with another heap of garbage on the
history of ‘man’, but rather its weak-
ness as the real movement that pushes
history from one epoch to another, not
at the level of forms and structures, but
at the level of content and practices.

A real state of exception, an irrevers-
ible suspension of the mechanisms

of law and economy, must displace
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everything, not just our forms of deci-
sion-making. Practical questions must
no longer be delayed until a future that
never arrives. How will we eat? How will
we stop being dependent on government?
How will we stop policing each other?
Answering the complex questions of
how we live is the challenge that can
and must be taken up immediately,

but in practice, and encapsulated in a
vision that refuses to separate destruc-
tion from creation. Insurrection need
not bow to the limits of history; it can
dictate the present. Not building a new
world in the shell of the old, not attack-
ing from the margins in order to weak-
en the enemy forces, but becoming
ungovernable—everywhere, everything.



CONTEMPORARY
I-STRUGGLE CARRIES
WITH IT THE POTENTIAL
FOR THE END OF POL-
ITICS—ITS HISTORY
AND ITS LIMITS. WHILE
ANALOGY IS POWER-
FUL IN WEAVING UNREST
INTO A TAPESTRY OF RE-
VOLT, WE MUST TAKE EV-
ERY STRUGGLE IN ITS
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singularity in order to understand it as something
more dangerous, and thus more interesting, than
its predecessors. Anarchist and Marxist theories
regarding the revolutionary subject, theories of or-
ganization, and categories of contingency are insuf-
ficient for contemporary struggles. At each turn, the
working class-as-proletariat fails to show up and
the anarchist ethical subject collapses into the con-
cerned citizen; every organization that can sustain
revolutionary conflict simply extends the life-span
of government; and no crisis is out of the ordinary
for capital’s diffuse and amorphous innovation. The
Left is internalized into a far more intelligent system
than its telos of hope, waiting, and desire. Revealed
at its core, modern revolutionary theory is nothing
more than politics and false promises.

But to say that nothing positions itself against the
current onslaught of work and governmental tech-
niques is either ideological narrowness or stupidi-
ty. Even if counter-attack is weak, and even if there
are large portions of every government’s population

that refuse to join the fray, revolt lives. Contempo-
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rary struggle grows from the strike of singularities
generating rhythm, not from heaps acting as a whole.
A theory of insurrection must begin from an under-
standing of how people are rebelling—the tangible
antagonistic acts with no foreseeable reconciliation;
from the real concrete practices of revolt. Here we
become attuned to the initial rhytbm of a complex
composition of war.

Writing a theory of insurrection forces us to be
beside ourselves—observing with care, even apply-
ing optical pressure on our most favored subjects.
Critique may be useless in the contemporary abyss,
and the parodic attempt to use a scientific method
in conjunction with a feeling of truth should not be
mistaken for authority. The Theorist, like the Au-
thor, is garbage to us; if the practices we glean from
these dead subjects have any purpose, it is in ser-
vice of a collective intelligence. A theory of insur-
rection cannot remain neutral, much less “objective.”
Our task is to draw a line that links the languages at
play, and to realize the new language coming into

being through our particular crisis.
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The relations between us have been the blind
spot of the Left, and government has located these
spaces as its contemporary site of deployment. What
today begins as a hobby is produced tomorrow as a
governable subject. The space between beings is the
site contested by contemporary struggle.

Our era is marked by technological integration
in the most intimate spheres of life; with this comes
the consolidation of repressive forces, new practices
of self-management, and an ever more diffuse police.
Severed from the broken family structure and with-
out any people or home to call its own, revolt comes
with an iphone in its mouth. The concrete practices
of contemporary struggles are strange, to say the
least, but only a hipster cop could be blind to the

powerful signs that say, “let’s be done with it.”



CAPITALISM 1S
II- NOT LIFE, BUT
IT DOES DOMINATE
AND PREDICATE LIFE. IN
SUCH CONDITIONS, ALL
THE PRACTICES, DISCI-
PLINES, AND RELATIONS
THAT CONSTITUTE SO-
CIAL LIFE COME TO
ENUNCIATE LITTLE MORE
THAN THE CYCLES OF
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exploitation and despair. Each social practice ap-
pears to those in revolt as an axis upon which every-
day misery turns. Thus the insurrection has literally
everything as its object. Destroy everything; especially
what you love, was the evil intelligence of the black
bloc and the occupations of ‘09. This crystallized
in 2011 through a series of strikes at the dispersed
heart of the metropolis. The fire ignited in Tunisia
resounds with 10,000 arsons. In the US, flashmob
attacks prove to be one of the most advanced and
terrible examples of this contemporary political phe-
nomenon. In Egypt the so-called “non-violent” rev-
olution saw fire stations set ablaze; its moments of
glory were not the siege of the palace, but the nights
of low-intensity combat between civilians. In Lon-
don, like France in ‘05, when the burning and loot-
ing began, the student movement that led the first
response to the government’s austerity measures
was disarticulated, and its subject was rendered ob-
solete. What is currently underway is an unraveling

of the deep anxieties bestowed on all populations by
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a century of productive repression and pacification.
However, contemporary struggle is not marked by
popular unity, common demands, or shared condi-
tions, but by significant difference in people’s sense
of oppression, exploitation, and misery. What these
struggles have in common is a diffusion of tactics
that attack any production of subjects. From lawful
consumption to social media to innocent bystand-
er, the insurrection abolishes neutrality by attacking

the closest thing that speaks “capital” and “police.”






CONTEMPO-
III mRARY STRUG-
GLE RESISTS, FLEES, AND
ATTACKS BEING PRO-
DUCED AS GOVERNABLE.
WE ARE BEARING WIT-
NESS NOT TO A SEQUENCE
OF DIFFERENTIATED MO-
MENTS OF REVOLI, BUT
TO A SINGULAR SITUA-
TION IN WHICH EVENTS
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constantly irrupt against techniques of government.
A boorish evaluation of the past decade might draw
a distinction between, say, occupations and riots—
between affirmative struggles that tend to produce
false alternatives and struggles animated by an aes-
thetic of pure negation—but this perspective still
suffers from a certain emotional illiteracy. These
senseless critics see the occupations as an essential-
ly social phenomenon in contrast to their anti-social
counterpart. However, contemporary struggle is
like a sea, where rivers collide with the ocean: some-
times calm, sometimes very violent—and full of
many different forms of life. Contemporary struggle
is neither social nor anti-social, passive nor violent.
It is precisely its incoherent character that gives it
strength and singularity. Occupations, riots, the in-
ternet, random violence, growing and fermenting
food, studying scripture, knitting, making messen-
ger bags, collecting crap, making music, stealing
from work, making parties—contemporary struggle
has a lot characteristics. While struggles that define

themselves as purely affirmative or negative are lim-
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ited, they still emerge from a common pang and a
need for something else.

Contemporary struggle contests the meaning of
autonomy. Autonomy is invoked at the threshold—
in crisis, between this failing governing principle
and the next. Because what exceeds the law is pre-
cisely what mobilizes it, autonomy—self-law—is the
hinge upon which any future rests. In the business
world, this is the practice of the lone entrepreneur
or team of innovators finding a creative solution to
the limits of the market. From the perspective of
government, autonomy connotes self-management,
innovation, and living with regard to the economy.
From the perspective of struggle, autonomy con-
notes self-organizing, ethics, living without regard
to the economy.

The situation we are in is not simply a crisis of
the economy, but a crisis at the foundations of what
we have called life. The crack that runs across every
subject is currently opening up, and in this moment
there is an opportunity to escape. Government was

founded not merely on the consent to be subject to
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the modern state, but also on practices that could be
massaged into the shapes of identity and subjectivi-
ty. The crisis of these practices, which contemporary
struggles reveal, calls into question human life as
Man the Governed. Autonomy, even in something
as banal as an occupation protesting wealth dispar-
ity, carries with it a radically different human life.
Thus, at the core of contemporary struggle lies the
question, “What does it mean to live a life?” From
our perspective, this is the real historical conflict
taking place. How can life be broken away from the
affects of law and economy? How can we stop being
creatures of government? If the popular assemblies
and occupations are put to work for a mythic alter-
native—the development of self-managing commu-
nities to do the work of government, the exclusion
of antagonisms in search of a pure peaceful politics—
then these forms will end up strengthening the an-
thropology of Man as a passive being, removed from
nature, with a penchant for safety. The challenge
for us is to develop practices that break the link

between struggles and this narrative. If we succeed,
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the “social” forms that make up contemporary strug-
gles will be indistinguishable from the “anti-social”
content of our contemporary political moment. This
is the life-long vocation: an experimental method-
ology that refuses to separate the material, martial,

and spiritual spheres of living and fighting,






THERE IS A LOT
IV-OF TALK OF DE-
MOCRACY, BUT THERE IS
NO DEMOCRATIC STRAT-
EGY THAT CONTEMPO-
RARY STRUGGLES CAN
APPLY TO ACHIEVE THEIR
GOALS. STRUGGLES DO
NOT COHERE SOCIAL-
LY, MUCH LESS DEM-
OCRATICALLY. TODAY'S
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antagonisms do not stem from a need to be included.
On the contrary, movements appear in, and contest,
the spaces not yet integrated. Even the hallmarks
of the information age with its “democratization
of technology” stem from the need for an outside
of private existence. That these practices—social
networking, ironic communities, and information
sharing—would be remixed and administered only
reveals the intelligence of our enemies. An ever
more molecular surveillance apparatus, with its
electrodes connecting YouTube to the police, works
to apprehend, calculate, and predict these move-
ments. The technical and existential spread of work/
self-management, with its conduits running through
the schools, malls, and other market places all the
way to your smart phone, functions to manage de-
sire into subjectivity. Whether at work, home, or
places of leisure, our different qualities and tastes
are represented and administered as subjectivities.
Got a desire? There's an App for that. Democracy
can't confront this because diffuse representation is

simply its consequence at a social level.
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Democracy is a government of absence and atten-
uated presence. Democratic government functions
insofar as every decision is deferred to someone, or
rather something, else. Here the true character of
representation is revealed. Even in Athens, before
democracy was contaminated (as some idiots would
say), democracy required first that the life of all liv-
ing beings (Zoe) be subordinated to the life of a par-
ticular being (Bios). This is how “the People,” could
be separate from “people” or other living beings.
Democracy’s subject must be absent from all life in
order to be present only in the Polis. (Politics: the ad-
ministration of city life.) The People are produced as
nothing but citizens of Athens, that is, the stewards
of Empire. For those excluded from Athenian citi-
zenship—or the citizenship of democratic govern-
ment—an imperial logic is already at work. Because
the People is always founded on an exclusion, there
is always a sphere of bodies from which democracy
can draw individuals to include in its framework—to
democratize. Just as living beings become the People,

the citizen becomes a mere vote in the management
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of government. Democracy’s subject retreats from
the daily challenges of living into the zen of being
one with the flows of perfectitude. (The manage-
ment of the city and of the home: political economy.)

Democratic order, even in its purest and realest
form, assumes the subordination of other presences
into the representative, a priori as a subject-origi-
nating ontologico-political operation. Our political
absence reflects our metaphysical absence. Tech-
nologies of control, through diffuse apparatuses,
take the place of living, deciding, and being present.
But in a world composed solely of representations,
in both the political and social spheres, opposition
must impose its own ontologico-political operation:
the raising of ecstatic presence to the highest ethical
level. An antagonism arises when I am not autho-
rized to be HERE. We see this intelligence in some of
the more antagonistic and violent struggles motivat-
ed by boredom, alienation, and exclusion. An ecstat-
ic presence, even marked by anomic violence, calls
democracy to the fore, and reveals it to be as empty

in affect as it is in meaning,
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Presence is the precondition of sense. Being in
a world. An ability to be open, affected by the de-
tails and movements of a world. To be present is
to be bere. To oppose presence to representation
is first and foremost to side with the living against
the processes and techniques that administrate the
environments of life. Secondly, it is to locate the raw
materials from which meaning and sense can be
forged. Meaning need not be relegated to a Good
vs Evil matrix, though, where the Good produces
meaning and Evil subtracts it. Similarly, sense need
not be reduced only to an ethical framework. Sense
connotes both meaning and orientation. The onto-
logical operation of government is managing, direct-
ing, and amplifying sense in particular trajectories.
Contemporary struggle opens up sense to different
trajectories.

Morality will fail us. Coming into conflict with the
inhuman power of Spectacle requires an asymmetri-
cal arrangement of forces. At the symbolic level, de-
mocracy posits itself as the Good, carrying with it all

the force of law and the intellectual and political his-
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tory of the West. Our Good, whether it’s dressed in
workers’ tribunals or anarchist ethics, cannot elude
the regime of the law. A head-on collision between
hegemony and counter-hegemony is a recipe for de-
feat. We will have to confront these illusions with
cunning, but a new sensuous activity, beyond Good
and Evil, is already in embryonic form. Through the
ecstatic, anomic, and also radically self-annihilating
elements of today’s revolts, a new sense—and its ac-
companying sensation—is beginning to reverberate,
outmode, and undermine representation’s cynical
meaninglessness. This new sense is the outgrowth
of decisive strikes, strikes that interrupt both the
production of value (or symbolic meaning), and the
reproduction of our selves as this or that subjectivi-
ty. In such a strike, capitalist being is interrupted by
radical presence. And in a world in which the full
extent of the law is imposed to govern the slightest
deviation from contingent forms of being, ecstatic

presence is criminal.



CONTEMPO-
V- RARY STRUGGLE
REVEALS THE PARADOX
OF DEMOCRATIC GOV-
ERNMENT. EVEN THOUGH
DEMOCRACY IS PRE-
CISELY THE TECHNIQUE
OF GOVERNMENT THAT
WORKS TO SUPPRESS ALL
CONTEMPORARY UNREST,
STRUGGLES ARE OFTEN



THE PARADOX OF GOVERNMENT 41

articulated as democratic. Democracy has success-
fully conquered the terrain of political utterances.
Given the formal landscape in which non-govern-
mental organizations—politicians and unions—ar-
ticulate and represent the People, every struggle
will demand “democracy” and simultaneously reach
the limit concept of democracy—the indistinction
between citizen and police. These facts are not evi-
dence of democracy’s heyday, but of its finale. Noth-
ing is more sensible to our time than the absurd
image of protesters demanding “democracy” against
the back drop of democracy’s completion—police,
the decentralized embodiments of sovereign power.
Democracy against Democracy. But when struggles
come up against this threshold, they are not contest-
ing the definition of democracy, but the meaning of
“the People,” the operation that founds government
in the West. In this obscene practice, it’s as if “cit-
izens” demand meaning be restored to words. But
here we find the secret intelligence of our time: there

is no longer any People.
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Ifthere is no People, then who or what rules in democ-
racy? And what are contemporary struggles contesting
the meaning of?

Occupy Wall Street and its subsequent infesta-
tions were no People’s movement. They were the ini-
tial battle cries of one hundred freaky, determined,
and uncontrollable war machines. War machines are
the particular form of collective configurations that
share a world, and—when their world is crossed, en-
closed, or forcibly detached from them—transform
their shared practices and tools into weapons. Al-
most all events began as predictable protests with
all the predictable slogans about the People, De-
mocracy, and Justice, but with dynamic variables—
the imperceptible excess of capital. The same force
that produced the metropolis as a diverse network
of identities and desires went on strike, occupied a
space, and attempted to build a gateway for worlds.
Sooner or later each imploded, the participants
lost themselves in police confrontations, in radical
presence within the metropolis, and the husk of the

People dissolved as the ethical differences were re-



THE PARADOX OF GOVERNMENT 43

vealed and took their central role. The People is the
subject of government, and thus counter-insurrection.
Being together and fighting does not produce a Peo-

ple, on the contrary, it produces war machines.



THE AMOR-
VI m PHOUS FORCE
OF THE PRESENT STRUG-
GLE EVADES INCLUSION
INTO A PEOPLE AND THUS
EXPOSES SOCIAL MOVE-
MENTS AS INSUFFICIENT.
WHEN OPPOSITION—AND,
BY EXTENSION, REVOLU-
TION—WAS  FUNDAMEN-
TALLY POSED IN TERMS OF
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a struggle to contest the definitions and boundaries
of society, social movements were reasonable hy-
potheses. It’s easy to trace a collage of images from
the workers’ movement to social movements—fists,
stars, crowds, hammers, and roses—all invoking a
unitary social terrain under siege but with reconcil-
iation on the horizon. Always the image of diverse
togetherness, the sun, and order. Today, when what
is at stake is a point of singularity—the crack that
runs through each and every subject—no struggle
that subordinates that fissure to dreams of social
unity is adequate to the historical task. When strug-
gles don’t cohere, but collapse, diffuse, and mutate, a
different framework of movement and growth must
be imagined.

Social movements are limits that struggles are
practically overcoming. The black bloc appears in
Egypt. Immigrant youth burn everything—even the
mosques, synagogues, and churches. Riots against
police transform into celebrations. Students occu-
py their universities and interrupt an indebted fu-

ture. At the spaces of intense social decomposition,
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malls, schools, and movie theaters are riddled in the
bullets of painful existence. Individualist sects give
birth to urban guerrilla adventures from Greece
to Mexico. Managers are kidnapped and workers
threaten to blow up their closing factories if they ar-
en’t paid pensions. What is repressed returns with
irrationality, ferocity, and daring. Struggles are shak-
ing off the weight of society, the People, and all the
baggage of the 20th century. In these events, pro-
tracted struggle and intense attack seem to collapse
into each other. Through their riots, the young, pre-
carious, and unemployed workers produce the force
of solidarity and continuity afforded by the unions
to which they have no access; the isolated individu-
als and small groups find each other in a new sense
of partisan dignity; the industrial workers find that
the illegalism of the 20th century is the only way to
get what they want; and the urban guerrilla figure of
the previous decades collapses into the average city
dweller who doesn’t pay for the subway. Struggles
begin to have a certain attention to detail, a certain

intelligence that was once reserved only for those
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fluent in crime. While it’s perfectly clear that there’s
nothing like a society left to the bare lives drifting
through workplaces that hire “illegals” or to sense-
less American youth, rebellions by the least likely
subjects show the beginnings of an insurrectionary
double secession where the limits of modern revolu-
tion can be laid to rest.

A double negative is a positive power. This dou-
ble secession comes as a break from society—which
is to say, the lineage of progress through hard work,
and hard fighting—and a break from the narrative of
the left—which is to say, the lineage of the develop-
ment of the productive forces through the conflict of
labor with capital.

“They don’t even know what they want,” is a com-
mon critique of the demandless character of con-
temporary struggle. But innovation is now the only
permitted solution to the market’s limits. What'’s the
old individual entrepreneur narrative? “You don't
ask for success, you go out there and take it!” The
struggles that still attempt to enunciate a demand

are unintelligible to those who grant them, because
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capital—breaking with the limits of society—doesn’t
speak the language of beggars. The struggles that
demand nothing impose their desires as measures,
immediately. They take space, they expropriate re-
sources, and they defend their gains. In Madison
both the public-sector service workers and the Tea
Party’s demands were absurd to say the least, and
the only way either could make a strike in their own
favor would have been to break with the politicians,
non-governmental organizations, and unions who
work to represent their antagonisms and desires
into a social movement. In short, every demand pos-
sible (stop the war, abolish the federal reserve bank,
stop the cut backs), appears ridiculous; and the only
way those struggling achieve anything is by finding
the means to impose their objectives themselves.
Someone said, “success lay less in spectacular
confrontations with the police, or in damage inflict-
ed, than on the spreading of the practice of con-
frontation peculiar to the black bloc to all parts of
the demonstration.” Struggles grow, intensify, and

become more robust through a spread of practic-
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es; perhaps for those who are everywhere without
a People, this is a language. When a practice res-
onates, it can penetrate the smoke screen of fixed
identity. When a practice carries a world with
it—when its tactical effect and affect are the minor
consequences—it is no longer just a tactic of a strat-
egy but, a gesture. Autonomia was a gesture. With
it came a world of collective spaces, pirated radio
stations, armed demonstrations, and expropriations.
If contemporary struggle stumbles into the ques-
tion “How to stop being creatures of government?”
the only meaningful answer is revealed through a
gesture.

Today, every struggle has an ungovernable po-
tential—some are composed of it solely. From the
position of government this potency can be neutral-
ized by diffusing its intensity and frequency. From
their perspective the ungovernable is an element, a
risk factor, which can be calculated and internalized
with the same methods to contain crime, poverty, a
viral outbreak, so-called terror, or an ecological di-

saster. And, to their credit, these events do have a
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strange way of signaling each other. They speak of
the economic crisis, the terror of falling markets, un-
employment, and the dissolution of the middle class
myth, but just because they’'ve re-branded the war
on terror as a war on surplus value doesn’t change
their fundamental strategy in global civil war: neu-
tralize, pacify, and reroute antagonisms; predict and
contain contagious collectivities, and, most impor-
tantly, strike first. Comprehending how this strategy
of war plays out economically and politically reveals
the underlying paranoid psychoses—and the vulner-
abilities—of this sad order of things. Government
isn't an invincible force; after all these years, it’s still
afraid of the dark. The forced distribution of its neu-
roses is part and parcel of warding off the real and
constant threat of ungovernability. Because govern-
ment knows: in zones of opacity, gestures are born.
From our position the Ungovernable is both an
event and the world it carries with it. Just as govern-
ment recognizes a vast array of forces that threaten
it, we shouldn't reject the potential of strikes that

don’t fit within the historical framework of revolu-
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tionary movements. Understanding the big picture
of social movements and upheaval is useless if our
lens is limited to Marxian or anarchist conceptions
of how a revolution is made. Nonetheless, while each
struggle owes its power to radical difference, there
are common questions we all face. How to outmode,
outmaneuver, and undermine the forces of restraint and
repression are paramount because government still
gains its coherence from a productive administra-
tion of anxiety. These questions may magnify on the
self, and on active forces at play, but the fissure of
our epoch is not limited to each’s own. Overcoming
the production of fear crosses of the boundaries of
individuals, movements, and ideologies. The Un-
governable is whatever gesture that cancels out the

force of government.
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struggle—not organizations founded on common
interest or ideas. The success of the democratic
technique of government also heralds the arrival of
crime as the primary accent in the language of revolt.
Crime comes to the center of the political theater
because it is an elusive and amorphous practice
with no end in sight. Now that everyone’s practice is
included in the detailed calculations of capital, only
criminal practices position us to see the horizon
beyond law and economy. Crime is the remnant of
the violence extracted from us by sovereign power.
Crime is a particular form of presence that becomes
increasingly important once governments begin to
concern themselves with power over populations
and bodies. Although police can manage the trans-
gression of this or that law, they cannot prevent the
way in which crime orients bodies to each other and
their environments. It is precisely the limit of the
law and economy that reveals crime as another way
of being, and it is precisely the limit of crime, law
enforcement, that develops the criminal being’s in-

telligence and need for friendship.
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This is why governments the world over elabo-
rate and intensify their laws governing conspiracy.
The collective arrangement founded on friendship,
which emerges in a love that exceeds the criminal
danger, is possessed by something—a certain taste—
that makes us no longer content with the vulgarity
of so many acquaintances and meaningless cowards
we are supposed to share time with. The scandal of
the roundups of activists, eco-terrorists, radical Is-
lamists, immigrants, and gangs is not that such acts
are unjust, prejudiced, or undemocratic in principle.
The operation is an attack against friendship. The
message is: “be alone or join together in prison.”

Every struggle must break what attaches it to the
apparatus of law, in order to even feel like anything
different. It’s no exaggeration: no one cares unless it
gets messy. Nothing can change without a popula-
tion first refusing the affects of care, inclusion, and
obedience afforded by government. From anti-glo-
balization to the CPE, from the Banlieu riots to
Greece, from the London student movement to the

London uprising. From Iran to France to Tunisia
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to Egypt and back to the US. Indicated by a stum-
bling and intensifying frequency of uprisings, we are
feeling the growing pangs of insurrection. Contem-
porary struggles prove that everyone wants to fight,
precisely because no one knows how. It’s going to

be messy.
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facts and opinions. For every problem that faces
society, an answer has already been dreamed up
by psychologists, sociologists, and public relations
firms. If the war machines currently forming around
the most tangible and ridiculous crap are to grow,
then the questions of “how” must come to the front.
Some comrades have rightly concluded that the im-
mediate next step after a site is occupied is to take
what is needed to keep it that way. During the first
few days, it would be foolish to turn away the do-
nated sleeping bags and pizza, but is that really a
dignified life, and will that last? Despite how much
the Left relies on the myth of public space in order
to legitimize taking a space, the situation of an occu-
pation is already out of control. The question is how
to make the situation habitable for us, against what-
ever acts as a force against us, whether inhospitable
weather, the police, or food scarcity. Some would

call these techniques communizing measures.
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that exceeds the struggle. Because of the regime

of forgetting, of senselessness, it is paramount to
the elaboration of our tactical and sentimental ed-
ucation, to our collective intelligence, that “We” live
past the untimely death of struggles. While it is un-
necessary for contemporary struggles to be recog-
nized as the acts of the Party—the Party has no flag,
no symbol, nor any sign beyond the pure evidence
of its presence—it is indispensable that we keep tell-
ing the story. Because this myth has the tendency to
become real.

“Party” is the only word for a collectivity that re-
mains open and yet binds its participants. It is no
coincidence that the sense we get from a wild party
growing larger and more uncontrollable and then
getting busted up by the police is the same sense we
get from being drawn into a heated argument where
we take this side, and our enemies take that one.
Drawing lines is no vice; the growth of friendship
is the only path out of the anxiety of general hostil-
ities. However, the party’s virtue is less in its power

to cut ethical ties, and more in its ability to remain
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radically open. The Party is open to anyone who takes
part. We need the party because we need a collec-
tive force that isn’t predicated on ideology or fixed
identities. Building the party—constructing, piece
by piece, an open position of antagonism—is par-
amount in our time, because every collectivity of
past revolutionary movements and every collectivity
possible thus far has been contingent on its limits, its
predictability, and its fixed movement.

Some theorists believe the Party is like our own
Leviathan—our own mechanical collective-politi-
cian that we can control with our many tiny puppet
strings, and whose strong fist we can direct against
the capitalists. But we don't act as subjects on ob-
jects—we strike with chaos. The Party is a plane of
consistency, a world really. It is all the beings, spac-
es, and deeds that oppose the world of law and

economy.
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A FAULT RUNS THROUGH EACH
AND EVERY ONE OF US. A CRACK
THAT GROWS WITH TIME, PRES-
SURE, AND EXCITEMENT. A SLIGHT
DISPLACEMENT  BRINGS  SKY-
SCRAPERS FROM THE HEAVENS
BACK TO EARTH. A SMALL ACT OF
SABOTAGE STOPS TRAINS FROM
DELIVERING GRAIN, ARMS, OR
WORKERS. A STRIKE BLOCKS THE
FACTORIES, PORTS, AND REFINER-
1IES. AN OCCUPATION INTERRUPTS
THE REPRODUCTION OF NORMAL-
ITY, AND IN ITS OWN SWEET TIME
BIDS EVERY GOVERNMENT ADIEU.

At its center, one finds that the Party is really noth-
ing other than the collective imagination of all the
singularities of which it consists. In this way the Par-
ty is always also an imaginary collectivity. However,

once anyone begins to cut the sinew or bypass the
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boundaries of the individual, there opens a strange
fracture in the fields of imaginary and real; and what
was once limited to the realm of thought and spir-
it begins to appear with substance in the material
world. The First Internationale and the constitution
of global proletarian class struggle is one of the best
examples of this magic. The Party forms around
world historical conditions, which is to say, because
it is this collective imagination becoming real, it
forms as a constellation of antagonisms and as the
sense that links these antagonisms. The Party is the
sense of “We” that can be felt when we experience
a need to be there to help fight, to reverberate, or
to intensify a struggle. Today the Party is first and
foremost the party of insurrection—the party for an
immediate and irreversible break with the order of
things; the dream of all who rebel and the nightmare
of all who govern.

Those who hear the call, the liaisons of the Party,
the active minority—those who each day weigh their
suicidal despair against their cold optimism—inher-

it a great deal of responsibility in being-at-war. Iron-
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ically our first task is to give up on the narrative of
conventional politics. The Party will never be the or-
ganization, the union, or the community. The Party
may be open, but the discourse in which we are con-
demned to participate is a closed circuit. It opens
only by chance or misfortune. If we are to build the
Party, we must first understand that to spread the
insurrection—to contribute to the existing events—
we have to become anonymous in more ways than
a simple black mask can achieve. We must learn
the assistant’s discreet gesticulation to prepare the
earth for anarchy. On the one hand, this necessarily
means the delicate labor of clearing a path—a labor
that shouldn’t hesitate to demolish every apparatus
that separates living from being, including our dis-
course. Research the details of bow it all works, locate
fault lines, and strike. We assist the spread of insur-
rection by becoming a force that can be assumed
by anyone. On the other hand, we are called to con-
struct a plane of consistency antagonistic to Empire.
Empire is literally everything, some call it the Exis-

tent, some call it the Hostis, either way we are talking
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about a self-managing dense network of techniques
of government enforced by technology and adminis-
trated through the careful selections of apparatuses.
To construct an ungovernable world within such an
ordered environment requires ruptures, openings,
and a reorientation of forces. The current cycle of
struggles is developing the real time and space for
such a rupture—a space for a new sentimental po-
litical education where all the old forms can be laid
to rest. The Party founds a spine, a material and eth-
ical foundation for the process of the development
of anarchy. To develop belligerent worlds attuned to
chaos. To create laboratories of subversion and tac-
tical experimentation. To found a series of points of
encounter. To establish the real material resources

and solidarities that equip us to strike.
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then the demand for democracy is a demand for
nothing as well.

In many ways, the anarchic forms that grew from
anti-globalization anticipated these experiences. In
the US, an isolated petri dish of intensities peculiar
to the black bloc formed an insurrectional tenden-
cy that attempted to force open a window through
which every antagonism could enter. Here the prac-
tice of convergence was applied to smaller contexts
than global trade summits, and tactical sciences
were deployed at tensions within the metropolitan
fabric. With the practice of public assaults through
the use of cultural gathering points, this tendency
reverberated flash mob violence at a lower inten-
sity. With the practice of occupation, this party of
anarchy tried to cross subcultural divides and ig-
nite conflict over territory. The premise of all of this
was: willful acts can inspire struggles that multiply
at local and regional levels. While there are lessons
to take from these experiments, the line that runs
from small riots to university occupations ultimately

concludes at the same threshold. For example, riot-
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ers at the G20 summit in Pittsburgh ‘09 could move
the territory of the riot across the city—away from
concentrated police forces toward more vulnerable
spaces—but could never make it generalize. When
the opportunity for this moment arrived, the rioters
failed to connect the teargassing of students dorms
in Pittsburgh with the occupations that had just be-
gun in California. The School occupations produced
a moment of conflict, but couldn’t persist past the
day of action. Students and radicals joined the fray
for a short while, but the hypothesis that a small
group could fabricate an event was wrong. Events
are not the act of subjects. Singularities spring forth
from the complex affects of a multitude—not merely
the conspiracy of an army of one or ten. The insur-
rectional trajectory of these riots and occupations
was predicated on the correct ethical and theoret-
ical hypotheses: contemporary life is pain, and any
small displacement might set off an insurrectional
situation. However, the strategy and vision of this
thread was altogether lacking. If in certain parts of

the US this trajectory continues to hold sway as an
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experiment in developing dangerous territories, this
is only because insurrectionaries have been fortu-
nate enough to encounter new struggles at hubs of
antagonisms. If we don’t wish to relive the isolated
suicide of the avant garde, then insurrectional strat-
egy must be rethought.

While the present revolts continue to signal more
revolts, there is no need to force open a window for
struggle—the Greek Conspiracy Cells of Fire make
this strategic (but not ethical) mistake. The window
is already wide open. The task contemporary strug-
gle places on us is not to increase the intensity of at-
tack, but to extend its territory in duration and space.
An insurrectional strategy has to comprehend the
common experiences that constitute contemporary
struggle. At the same time, it must bless itself with
an ecstatic presence—aware of the complex details

and capable of acting with finesse.
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obscenity, the US explodes in a series of occupations
inspired by the images of the revolutions that con-
cluded in conserving the government in North Afri-
ca. Here, the movement of squares’ incredible false
consciousness—one of its more charming virtues—
drives it from the position of angry isolated weirdos
to the position of utter madness. While there is no
lack of preposterous “revolutionary” ideas haunting
the camps, madness and crime—what we would call
determination and intelligence—continues to exceed
the limits of revolutionary discourse in practice. With
the force of their duration the occupations build a
sense of connection to their space, to the world of
“mic checks,” general assemblies, and dangerous de-
termination that they collectively inhabit. When the
police come, the occupations come out swinging,
From V for Vendetta enthusiasts to port blockades
and a general strike; from “strategic non-violence”
to slashing cops and pouring mysterious itchy and
burning liquids on them; from a centralized occupa-
tion sequestered away from most people, to an explo-
sion of mobile blockades of thousands at the critical

sites of New York City’s economic flows.
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While pundits claim Occupy as the American
extension of the Arab Spring, the sequence unfold-
ing is actually the acceleration of an insurrectional
process that first announced its singularity and dif-
ference on the eve of Dec 6, 2008. The US wave of
occupations heeded the call announced in Greece
(extend the occupation!), opened up by the self-im-
molating singularities in Tunisia, and remixed with
low intensity combat in Egypt. Its most notable ac-
complishments lay less in whether or not it actually
occupied Wall Street, than in how it tore a hole in
the capitalist space-time continuum. Now, whether
it’s called Occupy or something else, whether it be-
gins with some embarrassing critique of “corporate
greed” or pure hatred of citizenship, the festering
abscess on society’s pretty face is growing. In this
process, social movements fold over and reveal the
ethical forms of life coming into being, forming into
war machines.

In many ways, the first phase—in which a rupture
opened up the space to ask questions concerning

ethics, autonomy, and violence—is complete. How-
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ever, contemporary struggle must keep learning
how an uprising can avoid ending in a democratic
junta. The spread of blockades, occupations, riots,
and communes is not just the only ethical position
for us (since such tactics attack government and
economy in each of us); it is the only effective strategy
because these operations result in an interruption
and breakdown of the circulation of value. While
these tactics are taken up in so-called extreme cas-
es, an examination of how they are effective shows
why they should be the first of many last resorts.
These tactics reveal what exactly we are fighting. Gov-
ernment no longer sits upon a throne or in a closed
circle of educated men; it acts through every citizen
and oversees every relation between us. It functions
through a circulation of flows within networks. The
fact that your smartphone can not only record every
utterance but also map who you've encountered is
no small coincidence. Government is technological.
The State as that original mover and shaker of
all things political has disappeared. Still waiting

for the funeral is its loyal opposition, modern rev-
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olution—sad and very lonely. What remains is pure
governance. Here it is really possible to speak of a
government of the earth, whose only real opposition
is anthropological and ontological, rather than polit-
ical or social in the conventional sense. At the cen-
ter of contemporary struggle is the question “What
does it mean to live a life?” It is the boundaries of
human life that are at stake in the government of
Man.

Unfortunately, biotechnology, nanotechnology,

and cybernetic-logic couldn’t agree more.
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belief, giving birth to a real language and science
of the technique. It was this particular science that
gained increasing popularity as the modern state be-
gan to concern itself with the government of popula-
tions rather than territories, and it was this language
that gave political-economy a voice, or perhaps we
should say, a song. Here, with the disappearance
of the State, through the language of techniques,
government can be applied economically with the
increased diffusing of apparatuses to watch over,
judge, and manage the coming into presence of
beings.

The practical critique of the ontological essence
of technology must deepen. A new, substantially dif-
ferent Luddism will give the insurrection the vitality
to engage an environment that is totally foreign and
totally designed for control. Radical environmen-
talism saw the sabotage of genetically engineered
crops, attacks on research labs, and the arsons of the
Earth Liberation Front—beautiful gestures, but es-
sentially a moral critique of the conditions wrought

by progress. As with all moral critiques, a solution
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lay dormant, just waiting to be conjured up by an
ambitious ethical marketing student or green devel-
oper. If technology is not just machines, though, but
a certain way of controlling the coming into pres-
ence of being, then an effective attack should focus
on the point at which control is administered. Like
the strikes, blockades, and riots, this will be effec-
tive only insofar as it reveals an intelligence to those
in struggle. A nuanced understanding of how this
world functions peels away the layers of techniques
of government, police measures, and flows of cap-
ital to reveal not an ideology of domination based
on an original fear of death—as was a p