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For a New Critique of Political
Economy

For Armauld de l'Epine und Christian Fauré

ONE

Heads buried in the sand: a
warning

The theses put forward in this small volume were first
set out on January 15, 2009 at the Maison de I'Eurape,
during a lecture which Evelyne Grossman and the
Colloge international de philosophie invited me 1o deliver,
and they were also discussed in my contribution to the
catalogue for “Work: Meaning and Care,” an exhibi-
tion held in Dresden from June 2009 to March 2010
at the initiative of the Deutsches Hygiene-Museum,
the German Federal Cultural Foundation and Daniel
Tyradellis.

I decided to publish these reflections in the midst of
economic and political debates taking place throughout
the world about the necessity of implementing stimu-
lus plans in order to limit the destructive effects of the
first planctary economic crisis of the capitalist indus-
trial world. Now when, in such debates, “investment
stimulus® and “consumption stimulus” are spoken of
in opposing terms, two distinct questions become con-
fused, questions thar, in fact, do require simultaneous
tfcatment, yet according to two different scales of time,
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FOR A NEW CRITIQUE

a difRculty which is all the greater, given thac the present
erisis heralds the end of the consumerist model.

Those'who advocate stimulating consumption as the
path to economic recovery want ncither to hear nor
speak abourt the end of consumerism. But the French
government, which advocates stimulating investment,
is no more willing than those who advocate stimular-
ing consumption to call the consumerist industrial
model into question. The French version of “stimulating
investment” (which seems morc suhtle when it comes
from Barack Obama) argues that the best way to save
consumption is through investment, that is, by restoring
“profitability,” which will in turn restore an entrepre-
neurial dynamism itself founded upon consumerism
and its counterpart, market-driven productivism.

tn other words, this “investment™ proposes no long-
term view capable of drawing any lessons from the
collapse of an industrial model based on the automobile,
on oil, and on the construction of highway networks, as
well as on the Herrzien networks of the culture indus-
tries. This ensemble has until recently formed the basis
of consumerism, yet roday it is obsolete, a fact which
became clear during the autumn of 2008. In other
words, this “investment” is not an investment: itison the
contraty a distnvestment, an abdication which consists
in doing no more than burying one's head in the sand.
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This “investment policy,” which has no goal other
than the reconsttution of the consumerist model. is
the translation of a moribund ideology, desperately
trying to prolong the life of a model which has become
self-destructive, denying and concealing for as long as
possible the fact thar the consumerist model is now mas-
sively toxic (a toxicity extending far beyond the question
of “toxic assets”) because it has reached its limits. ‘This
denial is a matter of trying, for as long as possible, to
maintain the colossal profits that can be accrued by
those capable of exploiting it.

‘The consumerist model has reached its limirs because
it has become systemically short-termist, because it has
given rise to a systemic stupidity that structurally prevents
the reconstitution of a long-term horizon. This “invest-
ment” is not an investment according to any terms other
than those of pure accounting: it is a pure and simple
reestablishment of the scate of things. trying to rebuild
the industrial landscape without ac all changing its struc-
ture, still less its axioms, all in the hope of protecting
income levels that had hitherto been achievable.

Such may be the hope, but these are the false hopes
of those with buried heads. The genuine object of debate
raised by the crisis, and by the question of how 1o escape
this crisis, ought to be how to overcome the short-
termism to which we have been led by a consumerism
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intrinsically destructive of all genuine investment—that
is, of investment in the furure—a short-termism which
has systemically, and not accidentally, been translated into
the decomposition of investment into speculation.
Whether we must, in order to avoid a major eco-
nomic catastrophe, and to atrenuate the social injustice
caused by the crisis, stimulate consumption and the eco-
nomic machine such as it still is, is a question as urgenr as
it is legitimate—as long as such a policy does not simply
aggravate the situation at the cost of millions and bil-
lions of euros or dollars while at the same time masking
the true question, which is to produce a vision and a
political will capable of progressively moving away from
the economico-political complex of consumption so as 1o
enter into the complex of a new type of investment, which

must be a social and political investment or, in other -

words, an investment in a common desire, that is, in
what Aristotle called phidia, and which would then form
the basis of a new type of economic investment.
Between the absolute urgency which obviously
imposes the imperative of salvaging the present
situation—and of avoiding the passage from a global
economic crisis to a global political crisis that might
yet unleash military conflicts of global dimensions—
and the absolute necessity that consists in producing a
potential future in the form of a political and social will

6

Heads buried in the sand: a warning

capable of making a break with the present situarion,
there is clearly a contradiction. Such a contradicrion is
characreristic of what happens to a dynamic system (in
this case, the industrial system and the global capitalist
system) once it has begun to mutate.

This question is political as much as it is economic: it
is a question of political economy, a marter of knowing
in what precisely this mutation consises, and to whart polit-
ical, but also industrial, choices it leads: it is a marter of
knowing what new industrial politics is required (on this
point at least, Barack Obama seems slightly ahead of the
Europeans, who remain experts at functioning in a state
of denial).

Only such a response is capable of simultaneously
dealing with the question of what urgent and immedi-
ate steps are necessary in order to salvage the industrial
system, and with the question of the how such steps
must be inscribed within an economic and politi-
cal muration amounting to a revolution—if it is true
that when a model has run ity course [révolu], then its
transformation, through which alone it can avoid rtotal

dCS[l'UC[iOI'l. constirutes a revo/ution.



‘TWO

Introduction

Retentional economy

In 2001 | argued, in La Technique et le Temps 3: Le
temps du cinéma es la question du mal-étre, and by way of
reading Kant's Critique of Pure Reason, fora new critique:
for a critique addressing the question of tertiary reten-
tion, that is, the question of mnemotechnics—and in
more general terms addressing the question of technics
which, qua materialization of experience, always consti-

wutes a spatialization of the time of consciousness beyond -

consciousness and, therefore, constitutes an unconseious-
ness, if not the unconscious. | would like to demonstrate
here that chis question of tertiary retention opens up a
new perspective on political economy and its critique,
and, now more than ever, that it makes a new critique of
political economy the essential task of philosophy.
Conscious time is woven with what Husserl calls
retentions and prorentions.! Primary retention is that
which is formed in the very passage of time, as the course
of this rime, such that, as a present which passes, it is
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constituted by the immediate and primordial retention
(the “primary retenrion”) of irs own passing. Becoming
past, this passage of the present is then constituted as
secondary retention, that is, as all those memorial con-
tents [souvenirs] which together form the woven threads
of ous memory [mémoire).

Tertiary retention is a mnemotechnical exteriori-
zation of secondary retentions which are themselves
engendered by primary retentions. But from the
beginning of that process of hominization that André
Leroi-Gourhan describes as a process of exterioriza-
tien, all technical objects constitute an intergenerational
support of memory which. as material culture, overdeter-
mines learning {apprentissages) and mnesic activities. To
this extent, therefore, tertiary retention always already
precedes the constitution of primary and secondary
retention. A newborn child arrives into a world in
which tertiary retention both precedes and awaits it,
and which, precisely, constitutes this world as world.
And as the spatialization of individual time becoming
thereby collective time. tertiary retention is an original
exteriorization of the mind [esprit).

In the course of human history, however, the mne-
motechnical retentional layer is transformed, increasing in
both complexity and density. It leads in pasticular, from
the advent of Neolithic sedentarization, to the formation
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of tertiary retention systems which constituce increasingly
analytical recordings of prirn%ry and secondary reten-
tional fows or fluxes [flux]—such as systems of writing
and numeration. It is in thig way that /ogos is constituted:
as the discretization of the continuous flow of language
which, spatialized, can then be considered analytically,
which then enters into jts diacritical era, and this is the
point from which, fundamentally and specifically, logic
proceeds, But this discretization of fHows also affects
gestures. The discretization of gesture was given concrete
expression with the application of Jacques de Vaucanson’s
automation technology to the Jacquard loom. and became
generalized in the form of the industrial revolution.
Gesture must here be considered (like speech} as a
retentional flow, that is, as a continuous chain [enchaine-
ment) of gestures, and the learning [apprentissage] of a
craft consists in producing gestural secondary reten-
tions, whereas the discretization and the spatialized
reproduction of the time of gestures constitutes techni-
cal automation, but where it is no longer the /ogos of
the sou/ but rather the gestures of the body that become
analytically reproducible as tertiary retention. This repro-
ducibility results in rerentional grains that one can call
grammes. And this is why we posit that the evolurtion of
tertiary retention, from the Neolithic age until our own,

constitutes a process of grammatization.
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In the course of the nineteenth century, technologies
for grammatizing audiovisual perception appear, through
which the flows of the sensory organs are discre-
rized. All noertic, psychomortor and aesthetic functions

then find themselves transformed by grammarization

processes. Considered in terms of polirical economy,
this amounts to the facr thac it is the funcrions of
conception, production and consumption which are
grammatized—and which are thereby incorporated into
an apparatus devoted to the production of tertiary
retentions controlled by rezentional syscems.?

The work of grammatization

I would like to show thar:

* the question of rtertiary retention, engendered as it
is in the course of the process of grammatization, is
the condition of the proletarianization described by
Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifesto; _

* new forms of grammatization, unknown ro Marx
and Engels, constitute new forms of proletarianiza-
tion;

* from chis perspective, a new critique of polirical
economy is the task par excellence for philosophy.

.5
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This short book proposes a brief exposition of the con-
siderations which constitute the basis of such a new
critique of political economy, focused around several
questions, in order to open a debate with Marx, and
on the question of labor and work today—given that
labor, which first appears with sedentarization, is always
overdetermined by the state of grammatization which is
current at the time, and given that grammatization is,
at present, undergoing new and literally revolutionary
developments.

‘The essential aspects of this exposition are the

following:

* the question of production, at a moment when we
are entering into a new economic and industrial era
which, faced with the larest developmenes in gram-
matization, poses anew the question of the definition
of labor;

* the question of consumption, and of what Marx was
unable to foresee, which was the way in which con-
sumption would be reconfigured in the twentieth
century in an essential relation ro desire and rto its
economy—in an essential relation to what, through
the pathway to the imaginary, that is, to fantasy,
and through that to the unconscious, transforms by
binding to the material of the drives;

12
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the question of the proletariat, of the understanding
and extension of this concept, of its uses and misuses
in the Marxist tradition, of its being forgotren, and of
its immense importance today,

the question of industry and its inscription in human
becoming, considered from the perspective of
grammatization;

the question of externalities, such as these are inces-
santly reconfigured in the course of the process
of industrialization, insofar as industrialization is a
process of grammatization, and in their relation to
transindividuation, that is, to commerce,

the questipn of social classes in the framework of
new proletarianization, of tbe disappearance of what
one calls the bourgedisie—petty, middle or grand—
and the swkes of a becoming-maha of capitalism.

13



THREE

Pharmacology of the

proletariat

From commerce to the market

One hundred and fifty years ago, in January 1859, Marx
published his Contribution to a New Critigue of Political
Economy, and hence when | argue here for a new cri-
tique of political economy, 1 am also commemorating
this anniversary. But, at the same time, I am paying
homage to the journal, La Nouvelle Critique, about
which I spoke in September 2008 at an annual event
sponsored by the newspaper L 'Humanité,! describing
the place this journal holds in my personal history as an
adolescent and young militant: it was in the pages of this
Communist Party publication that for the first dme |
read about psychoanalysis, linguistics, anthropology and
philosophy.

Finally. and above all. in speaking today about a
new critique, 1 am engaging in polemical dialogue
with an intellectual cradition which is very much my
own, emerging from French philosophy in the second
half of the twentiech century, and which, as post-
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structuralism—following Barthes, author of Critical
Essays, and about whom 1 aiso heard for the first time
in La Nouvelle Critigue—posited that critique was a
concept inseparable from metaphysics, that it was to this
extent itself metaphysical, and that, henceforth, it would
be less a matter of “critiquing” than of deconstructing,

In my own view, deconstruction remains a critique,
and it is as such that it remains invaluable. But none
of this is very clear, and 1 would say that, in a way,
deconstruction failed to critique its critique of critique,
failed, that is, to critique the claim that the form taken
by eritique has historically been metaphysical. In other
words, it has not clarified what a critique might be were
it no longer founded on a system of oppositions.

What do | mean when I speak of having to stert
afresh in the critique of political economy? And first
of all, what is political economy? I will not in fact give
any kind of detailed answer to this question, which
has in any case already been meticulously explored
by Gido Berns. 1 will restrict myself to pointing out
that, whereas Berns relates the definition of political
economy given by Antoine de Montchrestien in 1615
(according to which it refers to an economy surpassing
the domestic sphere of the oikos) to the question of com-
merce formulated by Arnould in 1791, in this work here
it'is a macter of a political economy which is ne longer
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stricely commercial, if it is true that commerce is a type
of exchange irreducible to what happens to the marker
when industrializacdion and mechanization create new
forms of exchange.

Commerce is always an exchange of savoir-faire
{knowledge of how to make or do] and saveir-vivre
fknowledge of how to live]. It is in this same sense,
furthermore, that “commerce™ may, in French, refer to
conversation and more generally to all forms of fruit-
ful social relation. On the other hand. however, the
consumerist market presupposes the liquidation of both
savoir-fuire and savoir-vivre. (The difference between
commerct and the market was recently afhirmed and
explored by Franck Aggeri, Olivier Favereau and
Armand Harchuel at a colloquium in Cerisy-la-Salle,
“L activité marchande sans le marché”)?

Philosophers, economy, and ideology today

In the spring of 2008, Evclyne Grossman invired me to
speak at the Collége international de philosophie, and |
suggested speaking on the theme which forms the citle
of the present work, because | was convinced thar we
were on the verge of an unprecedented crisis, a crisis
calling as sich for a new critique of political economy—
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the specifics of which I analyze in greater detail in Posr
en finir avec la mécroissance: Quelques propositions d Ars
Industrialis.

There was also, however, another reason for speak-
ing about this subject: I wanted to provoke a discussion
within contemporary philosophy about the state of its
political discourse, given thar so often, if not indeed
most of the time, French philosophers from my own
and the preceding generation have {with some notable
exceptions)® nothing whatsoever to say abour the con-
temporary economy, as if nothing new had appeared in
this domain since the end of the Second World War;
‘or, again, as if there were a prohibition on any philo-

ical intetvention in the field of economics after the
“advent of “economism”—the economism of the infa-
mous “homo economicus,” since become shameful—an
onomism which encompasses Marxism (liquidaring
political™), leading to all those terrible mistakes of
ch we are now aware.
will try here, then, to open up a conversation with
05¢ who come to us from this twentieth century. But
Id also and above all like to invite their readers,
ong the lateer, those who, unlike myself, are still
1§ philosophers, and those who are not employed
,_lOSGPths. but who study philosophy because
Fhave made it cheir orium: all those who are not

17
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professional philosophers, but who are lovers {amatenrs)
of philosophy and. as such, friends of wisdom—that is,
who are, as such, true philosophers.

In opening up this exchange, what 1 want to say
before anything else is the following: the philosophy
of our time has abandoned the project of a critique of
political economy, and this constitutes a disastrous rurn
of events. Because if it is true that economism has led
to horrific outcomes, nevertheless the absence of a cri-
tique of today's cconomy prepares other horrors—~and
at the same time lcaves the coming generation tragically
unprepared. As for this philosophical abdicarion in rela-
tion to economics—which characterizes the atticudes of
so many and which amounts to a renunciation of the
attempt to think their time, and which is as such a cor-
relate of the renunciation by politicians of the notion of
struggling against a state of things which undermines
the law—chis abdication was brought abour by a certain
relation to critique, or rather by a non-relation, such
that it leads to a non-relation to current economics—
often masked by an obsessive relation to philosophical
texts devoted to the economics of the past.

Now, this non-relation, which has become an occlu-
sion if not indeed an outright denial, was ako produced,
in large part, by the same processes that led financiers,
industrialists, technocrats and politicians to interior-
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jze cerdin sisuations as simply given, whereas they are in
reality unsustainable artifices: they will, inevitably, reach
their limits, and it will then become necessary to submit
these limits to a critique, in the Kantian sense of this
word. These processes form what used to be called “ide-
ology.” This ideology is beginning to reappear, this time
as such: it is beginning to appear for what it is, thanks to
a very brutal revelation of these limits. And yet, when
faced with such questions, philosophy remains almost
entirely mute.

To think and 1o critique political economy as com-
merce that has become exchange under the conditions
of an industrial society—that is, that has submitted to a
mutation of labor, 10 a functionalization of the processes
of production and consumption, to a resultant function-
alization of social relations, and such that they can no
longer be envisaged without mechanical technology—
requires aiming at the examination of both economics
and politics, and speaking about them insofar as they are
indissociable.’

As for the political discourse of French philosophers,
they say practcally nothing about economics. They
speak of immigration, of Europe, or of democracy, but
they do not speak of capital, nor labor, nor industry, nor
marketing. As for those who do speak philosophically

~about work and labor—and there are a few—they are
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both interesting and important, but they are in general
not philesophers: they are sociologists or economists, or

even computer sciencists.

The question of work

Faced wirh increases in productivity gains due to auro-
mation and digiralization, and with the unemployment
to which this gave rise, a major debate took place at
the end of the twentieth century on the possibility and
necessity of shared work. [t was in this context thart in
France, the government of Lienel Jospin, under the
authority of Minister of Social Affairs Martine Aubry,
passed a law limiting the working week to thirry-five
hours.

This law was inspired by research published in 1995,
both by Jeremy Rifkin in the United States (the French
translation of this work was prefaced by Michel Rocard)®
and by Dominique Méda in France,” influenced in
turn by the research of André Gorz, in particular his
work, Métamorphoses du travail: Critique de la raison
économigue.® More recently, after the election of Jacques
Chirac in 2002, questions were raised, in the first place
by the Minister of Culture Jean-Jacques Aillagon, about
the role of Unédic (the French unemployment welfare
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agency), and about the laws determining the condi-
tions under which occasional and casual workers in the
ctheatre and cinema [intermittens du spectacle] could
qualify for unemployment benefits. This in turn led
Antonella Corsani and Maurizio Lazzarato again to
address the question of work.?

During this same period, new work practices appeared
in the wake of digital and reticulaced technologies, with
respect to which innovative discourses developed in
France and elsewhere, discourses which invite us to
revisic the definition of work in its relation to whar I
describe as a pharmakon—and as an hypomnesic phar-
makon, that is, as a technology of the spirit which, as
tertiary retention, can just as well lead to the proletari-
anization of the life of the mind as it can ro its critical
intensification, when it finds itself confronted with what
McKenzie Wark calls “abstraction.”!® These new work
practices have brought profoundly into question the
way in which work is distributed in the productivist and
consumerist induscrial epochs, questions which have
frequently been raised by the journal Multitudes, and
by the director of this journal, Yann Moulier-Boutang,
opening the question of an economy of contribution
and reinvigorating the question of property.

It was in this conrtext that an imporrant proposal
resurfaced, from Rifkin to Lazzarato, a proposal first
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suggested by Milten Friedman, and one that, when it
recurs during the global crisis, does so with renewed
force: the idea of implementing a negative tax allowing
the remuneration of non-salaried work. Corsani and
Lazzarato, furthermore, show that the benefits regime
in place for French occasional and casual theatrical
and cinematic workers is a case of just such a negative
taxation system.

But with this proposition, just as with all those
new work practices invented by those whom Pekka
Himanem'' and McKenzie Wark call "hackers,” the
question of work time owtside of employment is posed
with renewed vigour, having been torally ignored by
the law reducing the working week to thircy-five hours,
just as it ignored the exhaustion of the consumerist
industrial model, a model within which production and
consumption constitute a functional opposition, but
one that has now become obsolete.}?

Today, as we undergo a global econemic crisis of
unusual violence, one that seems to constitute the end
of a long cycle that is at once industrial and economic,?
can we keep posing the question of work in the same
terms? Does the shake-up of the consumerist model
that has taken place not profoundly alter the stakes and
even the definition of work, given that the latter was

essentially conceived, over the preceding century, in
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accordance with an industrial model resting on the cou-
pling of production and consumption, and given that it
is precisely this funcrional pair that now seems to have
exhausted itself?'* This is precisely the question raised by
the research of Corsani and Lazzarato, considered from
the standpoint of the current crisis and of its destructive

effects on the classical forms of work.

1908-2008: The tendential fall of the rate of

profit and the consumerist response

The industrial capitalism of the producrivist ninereench
century, founded on the steam engine and on the
ion rails of railway networks, gives way in the twen-
tieth century to a consumerist model founded on
the steel industry, the petrochemical industry, and on
road networks. One hundred and fifty years after the
Contribution to a Critique of Political Economy, however,
the productivist and consumerist industrial model,
having become global, has in fact disintegrared, and has
done so to the precise extent that it has consisted in the
economic and functional integration of production and
consumption.

If in 1908, with the launch of the Model T, Henry
Ford invented a new industrial model which appeared
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to counter the effects of the rendency of the rate of
profit to fall,’® nevertheless in the course of 2008 the
Ford Motor Company managed to lose three quarters of
its value—while at the same time the road networks of
carbon-time and mobility founded on the consumption
of hydrocarbons are being replaced by digital nerworks
of light-time and the development of an economy of the
hypermaterial.'® These questions have received detailed
analysis in Pour en finir avec la mécroissance.”

It is in this context of light-time (dominated by the
issues of access to elcctronic nctworks and of digiral
automation) that Jeremy Rifkin proposes the [ollowing

hypathesis:

Perhaps as lictle as 5 percent of the adult population will
be needed ro manage and operate the traditional industrial
sphere by the year 2050.'3

Why is it that Rifkin and others who reflect on the ques-
tion of work fail to analyze the relation between what
they call the “end of work™ and the tendential fall in the
rate of profit, and why is it that, after 1968 and above
all after che 1980s {chat is, after the “conservative revolu-
tion”), it was so frequently proclaimed that Marx was
mistaken when he formulated this thesis?

Marx and Engels predicted that capitalism, or what
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one calls the market economy. would rapidly reach irs
limit as the role of labor—that is, variable capiral—
diminishes due to productivity gains achieved in the
global economy of production. Now, those concerned
in the 1990s with the question of work agreed that
productivity gains would inevitably lead to an “end of
work,” but seemed also to share the idea, widely held in
the wake of the “conservative revolution” and the ideo-
logical domination of neo-liberalism, that the capiralist
dynamic had evercome the tendential fall in the rate of
profit.

Nothing could be more false, and Marx was in facr
far from mistaken. The recentcrisis is, very simply put, a
consequence of this sysremic tendency. Marx could not,
however, have anticipated the role of the exploitation
and functionalization of a new energy, which is not the
energy of the proletarianized producer (labor as pure
labor force), nor the motor energy of a new industrial
apparatus (such as oil and electricity, which are placed
into the service of the steel industry and the culture
industries), but rather the energy of the proletarianized
consumer—that is, the consumer's libidinal cnergy, the
exploitation of which changes the libidinal econ0my and,
with it, the economy as @ whole, to the point where the
former is descroyed just like the latter, and the former &y
the latter,
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In other words, Marx was unable to anticipate the
way in which the question of consumption arises in the
twentieth century, and the way in which this transforms
the landscape which Marx tried to describe in Capital.
Marx did, of course, address the issue of consumption,
and he did so frequently. Consider, for example, the
following passage from Contribution to the Critigue of
Political Economy {1859):

Consumption is simulraneously also production, just as
in narure rhe producrion of a plant involves the consump-
tion of elemental forces and chemical materials. [. . .| But
the same applics to any other kind of consumprion which
[. . .] contributes to the production of some aspect of man.
Nevertheless, says political cconomy, chis type of produc-
tion that is identical with consumpdion is a second phase
arising from the destruction of the fiest product. In the
first type of production the producer assumes an objec-
tive aspect, in the second type the objects created by him

assume a personal aspect.'?
And especially:

Hunger is hunger; but the hunger cthar is satisfied by
cooked meat eaten with fork and knife differs from hunger

that devours raw meat [, . .} Production thus produces
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not only the object of consumption but also the mode of

consumption, ¢

Marx here underlines in a certain way the question
of selations of consumption—which poses the question
of what I will describe in what follows as processes of
mansindividuation.

And yet, this question of consumption will not
enable him tw think the new form of proletarianization
consisting in the organization of consumption as the
destruction of savoir-vivre with the aim of creating avail-
able purchasing power, thereby refining and reinforcing
that system which rested on the destruction of savoir-
faire with the aim of creating available labor force. It does
not enable him, in other words, to anticipate what,
in the twentieth century, in the form of the capitalist
libidinal economy, will make possible the deferral of bue
also the aggravation of the effects of, the tendential fall in
the race of profit.

This is the verty question posed by Guy Debord,
who extends the concept of proletarianization—
as the expropriation of human time submitted to
commodity-time-—to the figure of the consumer.?!
Debord was unable, however, to connect this change
in the capitlist system to the pharmacological question

of the exteriorization techniques discussed below.
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It is only possible to come to grips with this question
by way of Freud and the uses which marketing made
of his ctheory of the unconscious—in particular those
instigated by his nephew, Edward Bernays, who played
an essential role in the history of American capitalism,
as shown by Adam Curtis in his 2002 documentary,
The Century of the Self- Before rerurning to this point—
which has becn ucterly neglected by those concerned
with the question of work, in spite of the fact that
productivism and consumerism are inseparable—we
must first proceed more profoundly into the question
of rhe essence of that process of proletarianization
through which, according 1o Marx and Engels, labor
undergoes radical change, but a process which is also, in
my opinion, the condition of possibility of consumer-
ism insofar as this entails the proletarianization of the
consumer.

Now, as surprising as it may seem, it is necessary at
this point to return to the very origin of philosophy,
and to its struggle against sophistry, in order 1o propose
that rhe first thinker of the proletariat, who thinks the
proletariat without knowing thar he does so, if | may
put it this way, but who thereby grants us the possibility
of thinking the proletariat, is Plato.
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Plato and the proletariat

Jacques Derrida, in “Plato’s Pharmacy,”?? developed
a large part of his project of the deconstruction of
metaphysics on the basis of his reading of Phaedrus, by
showing how this dialogue opposes philosophical anam-
nesis (that is, che remembrance of the truth of being)
to sophistic Aypormesis (that is, to mnemorechnics,
and in particular to writing as a fabricator of illusion
and a technique for the manipulation of minds), and
by showing that it is impossible—according 0 what
Derrida describes in Of Grammatology as a logic of that
supplement which is the trace—to gppose the interior
(anamnesis) and the exterior (hypomnesis): it is impos-
sible to oppose living memory to the dead memory of
the hypomnematon, which the final Foucault will ind
so interesting and which constitutes living memory as
learned [savante]. This impossibility opens the pharma-
cological question, according to which the hypomnesic is
a pharmakon: at once poison and remedy.

Now, what Socrates describes in Phaedyus, namely
chat the exteriorization of memory is a loss of memory
and knowledge, has today become the stuff of everyday
experience in al/ aspects of our existence, and, more and
more often, in the feeling of our powerlessness [impuis-

sance], if not of our impotence |impotence], indeed of
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our obsolescence—at the very moment when the extra-
ordinary mnesic power of digital networks makes us aware
of the immensity of human memory, which appears to
have become infinitely recoverable and accessible.

The spread of industrial hypomnesic apparatuses
causes our memories to pass into machines, in such a
way that, for example. we no longer know the telephone
numbers of those close to us—while the spread of spell
checkers causes fear of the end of orthagraphic conscions-
ness and of the literary hypomnesic knowledge that goes
with it and, with thar. the anamnesic knowledge of
language.

Now, rhis amounts to the everyday and perceprible
aspect of what | would like to present here as a vast
process of cognitive and affective proletarianization—and
a vast process of the loss of knowledge(s): savoir-faire,
savoir-vivre, theoretical knowledge [savoir théoriser|, in
the absence of which all savor is lost.

\When exteriorization, which plays a major role in 7he
German Ideology, and which is the roor of the techni-
cal question, that is. the question of this production
of sclf by self in which the human consists. reaches the
stage where the exteriorization of memory and knowl-
edge becomes hyperindustrial, then it is at once what
extends without limic the power of hypomuesic milieus,

and what allows them to be conrrolled—controlled by
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the cognitive and cultural industries of control socie-
cies which now formalize neurochemical activity and
nucleotide sequences, and which thereby inscribe the
neurobiological substrates of memory and knowledge
into the history of what one must analyze as a process of
grammatization (that is, of discretization, and as such
of abstraction from a continuum), a history the most
recent stage of which is that of biotechnologies. and the
next stage of which is nanorechnologies. Hence arises
the question of a biopolirtical, psychopolitical, sociopo-
litical. and technopolitical industrial economy, and, in
the final analysis. of a noopolitical industrial economy of
memory.

It is with the advent of mnemotechnics thatr the
process of exteriorization qua technical becoming
expressly becomes a history of grammatization. The
process of grammarization is the technical history of
memory, in which hypomnesic memory continually
reintroduces the constitution of a tension within anam-
nesic memory. This anamnesic tension is exteriorized in
the form of works of the mind [or of the spirit, esprir],
through which epochs of psychosocial individuation and
disindividuation are pharmacologically configured.

Grammatization is the process through which the
flows and continuities which weave our existences are
discretized: writing, as the discretization of the flow of
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speech. is a stage of grammatizarion. And grammatiza-
tion occurs within an organology the question of which
is introduced in Anti-Oedipus:

The primitive territorial machine codes flows, invests
organs, and marks bodies. [. . .] {T]he man who enjoys
the full exescise of his rights and duties has his whole
body marked under a régime thar consigns his organs and
their execcise to the collectivicy {. . .]. For it is a founding
act—thar the organs he hewn into the socius. and that
the flows run aver its surface—through which man ceases
to be a biological organism and becomes a ull body, an
carth. to which his organs become atrached, where they
are actracted. repelled, miraculared, following the require-
ments of a socius. Nietzsche says: it is a matrer of creating
a memory for man; and man, who was constitured by
means of an active faculty of forgetding (oxbli), by means
of a repression of biological memory, must create an other
memory, one that is collective [...]. “Perhaps indeed
these was nothing more fearful and uncanny in the whole

prehistory of man than his mmemotechnics.”?3

Now, with the industrial revolution, the process of
grammatization constituting the history of mnemotech-
nics suddenly sur passes the sphere of language. that is, also,
the sphere of logos, with which it is placed by Deleuze
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and Guateari in an cssential and original relation:
the process of grammatization invests bodies. And in the
first place, it discretizes the gestures of producers with
the aim of making possible their antomatic reproduc-
tion—while at the very same moment there also appear
those machines and apparatuses for reproducing the
visible and the audible that so caught the attention of
Walter Benjamin, machines and apparatuses which
grammatized perception and. through that, the aftective
activity of the nervous system.

The grammatization of gesture, which was the basis of
what Marx described as proletarianization, that is, as loss
of savoir-fuire, is then pursued with the development of
electronic and digiral devices to the point that a// forms
of knowledge become grammatized via cognitive and
cultural mnemotechnologies. This will include the way
in which linguistic knowledge becomes the technologies
and industries of automated language processing, but it
will also include savoir-vivre, that s, behavior in general,
from user profiling to the grammatization of affects—all
of which will lead toward the “cognitive” and “cultural”
capitalism of the hyperindustrial serwice economies.

Grammatization is the history of the exterioriza-
tion of memory in all its forms: nervous and cerebral
memory, corporeal and muscular memory, biogenetic
memory. When technologically exteriorized, memory
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can become the object of sociopolitical and biopolitical
conttols through the economic investmenes of social
organizations, which thereby rearrange psychic organi-
2ations through the intermediary of mnemotechnical
organs, among which must be counted machine-tools
(Adam Smith analyzcd as early as 1776 the effects of the
machine on the mind of the worker) and all automata—
including household appliances, as well as the “inrernet
of things” and the communicating devices that would
soon invade the hyperindustrial market, and which are
hypomnesic objects through which what Scott Lash and
Celia Lury have described as thingification’3 takes a new
turn.26

This is why the thinking of grammatization calls for
a general organology, that is, a theory of the articula-
tion of bodily organs (brain, hand, eyes, touch, tongue,
genital organs, viscera, neuro-vegetative system, etc.).
artificial organs (tools, instruments and technical sup-
ports of grammatization) and social organs (human
groupings, such as families, clans, or cthniciries, politi-
cal institutions and societies, businesses and economic
organizations, international organizartions, and social
systems in gencral, regardless of the extent to which
they are or are not deterritorialized, and whether they be
juridical, linguistic, religious, political, fiscal, economic.
et
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If in the hyperindustrial era we reopen the ques-
tion posed in Phaedrus concerning the hypomnesic
object, and if we do so from the standpoint of this kind
of general organology (founding a polfitical organology,
an economic organology, and an aesthetic organology),
we discover that the Platonic question of hypomnesis
constitutes the first version of a thinking of proletariani-
zation, insofar as it is true that the proletariat arc those
economic actors who are without knowledge because
they are without memory: their memory has passed into
the machine that reproduces gestures that the prole-
tariat no longer needs to know — they must simply serve
the reproductive machinc and thus, once again, they

become serfs.

Examining the question of technical memoty today
means reopening the question of hypomnesis not only
as the question of the proletariat, but also as a process
of grammatization in which it is consumers who are
henceforth deprived of memory and knowledge by the
service indusiries and their apparatuses. We shall see how
this produces short-circuits in the transindividuation
‘process. Examining the question of technical memory
" today means investigating the stage of generalized pro-
arfanization induced by the spread of hypomnesic
: ChnDlogicS.

The truth of Plato would then be found in Marx. but
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only on the condition thar two supplementary conclu-

stons are drawn:

* Man himself fails to think the hypomnesic character
of technics and human existence, which accounts
for the fact that he is unable to think human life as
ex-istcnce and hence for the fact that, like Plato, he
continues 1o gppose the dead and the living.

* The inangural struggle of philosophy against
sophistic around this question of memory and its
technicization is the heart of that political scrug-
gle which philosophy was from the very beginning.
Hence the reevaluation of the place of hypomnesis
in Plato, as well as the deconstruction of the Platonic
account of hypomnesis which Derrida proposed,
must constitute the basis of a renewed project of
a critique of political economy by philosophy, a
critique /n which technics becomes the central stake,
and in which is posed the threefold question of an
organology, a pharmacology and a therapeutic—i is
therefore the question of a sociotherapy,?® which is
what political economy is, and of which grammatiza-

tion is the dynamic process.
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Proletarianization as loss of knowledge

The proletarian, we read in Gilbert Simondon, is a disin-
dividuated worket, a laborer whose knowledge has passed
into the machine in such a way thart it is no longer the
worker who is individuated through bearing tools and
putting them inro practice. Rather, the laborer serves
the machine-tool, and it is the latter thar has become the
technical individual—in the sense char it is within the
machine-tool, and within che technical system to which
it belongs, thart an individuation is produced. This tech-
nical individuarion is, according to Simondon. a process
of concretization through which the system of industrial
objects becomes functionally inregrated and thereby
transformed—as does the sociotechnical milieu. The
proletarianized laborer, however, is literally excluded
from this transformation-—-dissociated from it, not associ-
ated with it. Such a laborer is not co-individuated. He
does not ex-ist.

This dissociation is in reality a rupture in the transin-
dividual fabric which constitutes the labor environment,
as it does all symbolic milieus, given that work is clearly
also one such symbolic milieu. In the milieu of associated
work, cthe workers, through their work, fashion an experi-
ence in which they cause their milieu to evolve—their
tools, for example, or the way in which they are used. not
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to mention, of course, the products of their use. They open
up louvrent] this milieu of which they are the workers
[ouvriers]. Proletarianization is that which excludes this
participation of the producer from the evolution of the
conditions of production, and through which he works.
In other words, proletarianization is a process of
losing knowledge—that is, also, a loss of savor and
of existence—which is engendered by grammatization
insofar as it short-circuits the processes of transindi-
viduation through which, by becoming individuated
through work, that is, though learning something, the
worker individuates the milieu of their work. It is just
such a short-circuit which constitutes the stakes of that
loss of knowledge by which Marx and Engels defined
proletarianization in the Communist Manifesto of 1848:

The less the skill and exertion of strength implied in
manual labor, in other words, the more modern industry
becomes developed, the more is the labor of men super-
seded by that of women. Differences of age and sex have no
longer any distinctive social validity for the working class.
All are instruments of labor, more or less expensive to use,

according to their age and sex.””

This expense is what Marx and Engels call labor power,
which is, then, no longer a knowledge but becomes
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instead a commodity. From a bearer of tools and a prac-
titioner of inscruments, the worker has himself become
a tool and an instrument in the service of a tool-bearing
machine. Now, as was precisely indicated by Marx and
Engels, this is the fate of a// producers. and nort only of

workers:

The lower strata of the middle class—the small trades-
people, shopkeepers, and retired tradesmen genemlly, the
handicraltsmen and peasants—all these sink gradually into
the proletariac . . .]. Thus the proletariat is recruited from

all classes of the population,3*

Certainly, in the Manifesto as in the Comtribution, the
Grundrisse and in Capital, the proletariat is always
presented as being comprised precisely of the working
class. But thar this is so is due ro a state of historical
fact, tied to an archaic stage (archaic in all senses of
the term) of the development of capitalism and indus-
try, that is, of grammatization, and which is destined
to evolve appreciably by bringing into the process
of proletarianization all those whose knowledge is
absorbed by hypomnesic processes consisting not only
in machines, but in apparatuses, expert systems, serv-
ices, networks, and technological objects and systems

of all kinds.
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Proletarianization and pharmacology

‘The proletariat is not the working class. All of Marxism
has misinterpreted Marx in confusing the two. A typical
case can be found, for example, in Jacques Ranciére's
The Nights of Labor: The Workers' Dream in 19th Century
France.! But on the other hand, and above all, gram-
matization, by allowing the harnessing [captation] of
the attention of consumers and, through that, the har-
nessing of cheir libidinal energy, made equally possible
their proletarianization, by destroying their savoir-vivre,
and not only their savoir-faive. This proletarianization
of consumers is what made it possible—by opening up
mass markets enabling resistance against the tenden-
tial fall of the rate of profit-—to confer buying power
upon consumers, to accord them smore than simply the
renewal of their lebor power, and to fundamenrally and
practically weaken the Marxist theory of class struggle.
The problem is that the surplus that has by necessity
been redistributed to proletarianized producers who
have become consumers led, toward the end of the
twentieth century, to the destruction of their libidi-
nal energy and to its decomposition into drives—the
result of what Herbert Marcuse called “desublimation.”
We must therefore engage in a critique of libidinal
economy: « new critigque of political economy is necessary,
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and it must also constitute a pharmacological critique of
libidinal economy.

Freudian theory will only allow these questions to be
advanced (o the extent that it, too, is confronted with
the question of the pharmakon that is the fetish, and
with the question of grammatization such as it trans-
forms fetishism—which takes place through an analysis
of the role of hypomnemata®? in the history of desire
and sublimation, the transitional object being a kind
of proto-hypomnematon and proto-fetish,?? while con-
temporary hypomnesic objects arc hypomnemata tha
henceforth link networks together.

‘The prolerarianization of the consumer is an epoch of
libidinal economy, and a crucial task of the new critique
of political economy is to construct a genealogy of this
economy, which is a pharmacology the genesis of which
is indissociable from organological becoming and
grammarization. Now, this pharmacology raises the
question of transindividuation insofar as it can produce
long circuits of individnation as well as short-circuits, that
is, disindividuations.

What Plato calls anamnesis is hence founded on a
dialectic, and this is a dia-logical commerce through
which, in interlocution, that is, in a “dialogism” that |
also understand in Bakhtin’s sense of the term,* long
circuits of transindividuation are formed, which tend
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to be short-circuited by the poisonous uses to which the
sophists put this literal pharmakon.

More generally, if the grammatization of perception
and of the nervous system—insolar as it is the seat of the
affects—can lead to the proletarianization of consumers,
that is, destroy their savoir-vivre, as well as rhe savors
which these arts of living can procure, this is because
libidinal economy in general constitutes circuits of desire
within a process of transindividuation through which
libidinal cnergy is formed and accumulated, but this is

also a process in which grammatization may either:

* create long circuits, that is, accumulate libidinal
energy by intensifying individuation, and give objects
of desire to the individual thar infinitize his or her
individuation (Simondon shows that individuation is
structurally unachievable and in this sense infinite),
because these objects can only be given as infinite and
incommensurable; or

* provoke short-circuits, that is, disindividuation, and
consequently desublimation, that is, the commensura-
ble finitization of all things, leading to the destruction
of libidinal energy.

Grammatization is irredncibly pharmacological. and

bypomnemata can therefore either:
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o proletarianize the psyche which it affects; or

e individuate this psyche by inscribing it within the
new circuit of transindividuation that it connects up,
and through which long circuits are formed, tied to
whar Plato apprehended as an anamnesis——which is a
circuit giving access to a truth founded on the projec-
tion of an idea, that is, of a consistence: of an object
which does not exist, because it does not have any
foundation in the subsistences which constitute the
order of the commensurable, but which is rhe very
object of desire insofar as it consists inconmensurably.

It is cthis rype of circuit grounding a commerce that
the shore-circuir replaces, through a marker on which
nothing remains except commensurabilities (for
example, labor power without sawoir-faire, forming a
buying power without savoir-vivre)—this is a marker of
fools [dupes). For in the final analysis, this market is not
a market. And this is something which Socrates already
noted, contra Gorgias.

Nevertheless, an economy of pharmaka is a therapeu-
tic that does not result in a hypostasis opposing poison
and remedy: the economy of the pharmakon is a composi-
tion of tendencies, and not a dialectical struggle between
opposites.>s The concrete expression of this composition
consists in arrangements of the three levels of general
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organology. such thac these constitute a system of care:
individuation ar the pharmacological level (technical
individuation) transducrively intensifics the individua-
tion of the other two levels (psychic individuation and
collective individuation).

On the other hand, a dis-economy’® of pharmaka is
what results from the appearance of any new pharmakon
insofar as it short-circuits the other two levels—and
this is occurring today with the technologies of “social
nctworking,”37 for which no political economy and no
system of care is prescribed by any public auchority: or,
again, it is what occurs in the course of the synaprogen-
esis of the infanrile cerebral organ when the audiovisual
short-circuits the rransitional object, the infantile psychic

apparatus being thereby proletarianized.3®
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Ihe proletarianization of the nervous system,
systemic stupidity, and new commerce

The more the place of producers shrinks, the more must
markers and the number of consumers be cnlarged,
automation ceaselessly widening the held of prole-
tarianization while diminishing the role of labor—that
is, of variuble capital. Trading has itself been auto-
mated. Engineers have themselves been proletarianized.
The engineer who conceived, developed, installed,
and managed a system has disappeared. Today there
are “processes,” where morc and more hypomnemata
intervenc to short-circuit psychic individuals at every
level.

Wichin these processes, it is the labor power of the
nervous system that is being ever more proletarian-
ized. and the proletarians of the nervous system are no
less deprived of knowledge than are the proletarians of
the muscular system. The knowledge of which they have
been stripped. however, is not that of savoir-faire: it
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is theoretical knowledge—rthat is, knowledge which is
noetic in actuality. A psychopower then develops that
controls consumers (in which case it is a matter of chan-
neling the libido) as well as producers and designers,
whose nervous energy must be placed into the service of
“technical ensembles,” as Simondon calls them.

We thus have pure cognitive labor power usterly devoid
of knowledge: with cognitive technologies, it is the cog-
nitive itself which has been proletarianized.! In this
consists, then, cognitive capitalism, also known as "crea-
tive” or “immatcrial” capitalism. And this is concretcly
expressed in the fact that the cognitive has been reduced to
calculnbility—logos has become, pharmacologically and
economically, ratio.?

If skilled professions [métiers] do in fact still remain,
very few are connected with that type of production
that is called “crearive,” and most of the time such
jobs are not really creative. For to be creative—that
is, to work [oeuvrer—to work on something, to open
up a work]—is to produce negentropy. But those who
are called “creative workers™ today are in fact merely
creators of that kind of “value” which is capable of being
evaluated on the market, like press officers or public rela-
tions officials who work toward the entrapic adaptation
of the system, but who do not create any works or open
up any work |mais qui nocuvrent a rien du tout): 1o work
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[oewvrer] always means to work with the incalculable—
that is, to work with that infinicty of the desirable which
means that a process of individuation is constituted
through its unachicvability.

Such is the reality of what Maurizio Lazzarato calls
“the cooperation between brains,”? as it is produced
through grammatizarion systems which make possible
the proletarianization of all those rasks conducted ar
the highest levcls of nervous system activity. "This resules
in the formation of a systemic stupidity, making pos-
sible among other things Alan Greenspan'’s attempr to
explain before the House of Representatives how he
could in all sincerity have kd the world to the brink of
catastrophe, as well as the cretinization of those “finan-
cial elites” who discovered they’d been rolled by Bernard
Madoft: the elites have themsclves been proletarianized,
that is, deprived of knowledge of their own logic and by
their oan logic—a logic reduced to a calculation without
remainder and leading as well to a marker of fools.

Why and how can, however, researchers such as Yann
Moulier-Boutang or Maurizio Lazzarato nevertheless
perceive in this cerebral or cognitive capitalism? an
element of novelty opening onto some kind of alter-
native? My thesis (if not theirs) is that here, that is,
with what has also been called reticulated capitalism,
where the pharmakon constitutes a collaborative and

47



FOR A NEW CRITIQUE

dialogical milieu, a genuine mutation of grammatization
has occurred: digital reticulation, whereby cognirive
accivities are themselves proletarianized. constitutes a
rupture through which associated milieus are formed,
that is, milieus of individuation running counter to the
processes of dissociation and disindividuarion in which
proletarianization consists.

It is wichin chis reticulated milieu thac what Pekka
Himanen calls a “hacker ethics™ could appear, and
could open the field for a new struggle: a struggle for
abstraction opposing the class of hackers to those that
McKenzie Wark calls the vecrorialists.® Himanen and
Wark show—from a neo-Wcberian viewpoint for the
former and a post-Marxist and Situationist one for
the latter—that the digital pharmakon, which makes
possible the proletarianization of the nervous system,
is also what introduces the possibility of a new regime
of psychic and collective individuation and, with i,
the possibility of a new process of transindividua-
tion opening onto an unprecedented politico-economic
perspective: an economy of contribution.

If dissociation results from short-circuits in transin-
dividuation made possible by the pharrnakon emerging
from that process of grammatization in which, in the
epoch of reticulated capiralism, cognitive technologics
and digitalized cultural technologies are formed, then
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the formarion of an associated sociotechnical wmilieu is
the alternative to this poisonous becoming of gram-
matization. Such an alternative presupposes, however, a
veritable revolurion of the dominant industrial model—
which may fall short of an overthrow [renversement] of
capitalism, but which would ceraainly be a revolnrion of
capitalism.

The question of association and dissociation is also
the question of the tormation of what in ¢conomics
are called “externalities.” When Yann Moulier-Boutang
takes up the metaphor of pollination,” what he is
describing is tied to the formation of digital reticu-
lation and constitutes a mutation in the process of
grammarization, and engenders a positive pharrmaco-
logical externality. an associated sociotechnical milieu
in which stcuggles are waged against the effects of che
spread of dissociated milieus, thar is, proletarianized
milieus: those engendering on the contrary the spread
of negative externalities and pharmacological toxicity.®
thac is, a generalized environmental destruction affect-

" ing not only the natural and geophysical environment

but equally the mental and psychosocial milieus as

‘well,

~ Theg associated sociorechnological milieu allows

‘strugples to be waped apainst these environmental
B B

‘destructions brought about by the “vectorialists™ and
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opens a field of industrial and commercial relations
which nullifies the producer/consumer opposition. and
which as such breaks precisely with the destruction of
commerce by the market: it constitutes a new commerce,
that is, a new regime of psychic and collective individua-
tion, producing long circuits of transindividuation—the
contributors are those who contribute to this creation of
long circuits.

‘This milieu is nevertheless capable of implementing
logics of dissociation—and this is why dialogical® and
as such therapeutic struggles must be waged with che
pharmakon of abstraction, which amounts to a matter of
taking care of the new commerce.

The associated milieu which is formed in digital
reticulation is a specific type of positive external-
ity: technologital, industrial, emerging from the most
recent stage of grammatizarion, cognitive and symbolic,
that is, restoring to ratio its noetfc dimension, because
it constitutes a dialogical relational space in which psy-
chopawer can be thrown over to become noopolitics, or
in which the pharmakon can be put into the setvice of
an economy of contribution, that is, of a psychosocial
therapeutic—given that to economize means before
anything else to rake care,'? domestically as well as
politically.
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Otium and positive externalities: intermittence

Within rhe associated sociotechnical milieu, the func-
tional opposition between production and consumption
has become obsolete, and externalities must be eco-
nomically cultivated and valorized, even though. like
values, they cannot be reduced to the calculability of the
economic indicators of a market economy: they require
a new conception of economic value, and of its mmeasiere-
ment, such that it is not reducible to calculation. This
culture is a libidinal as well as a commercial economy,
which requires new mutualization mechanisms, a new
form of governmenral power, and new objects of public
property.

In this regard, the two works by Maurizio Lazzarato
in which he analyzes the stakes of the struggle waged by
the intermittent performing arts workers [intermittents
du spectacle] to maintain their status (which had in June
2003 been called into question by the French govern-
ment, who were pressured to do so by employers), have
an importance extending beyond the field of the arris-
tic professions. Following the publication of a survey
conducted in collaboration with the “Coordination
des [ntermittents et Précaires,” Antonella Corsani and
Maurizio Lazzararo stare:
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. the struggle against the reform of the model for
unemployment benefits is in reality a struggle whose
stakes are those of the use of time. To the injunction to
increase the amount of time spent in employment [which
is the employers’ prescription motivating the caliing into
question of the status of intermittents]. thac is, the time
of onc's lifc spent employed on the job. the experience
of intermittence opposed the plurality of employment

times.!!

‘Ihe question of time spent working cannot be reduced,
in other words, to the question of time in employment,

and

. . . to speak seriously abour increasing or reducing time
spent working means taking into account the totalicy of

these various temporalities.'?

The French law reducing the working week to thirty-
five hours completely ignores this question. One result
of this law was an increase in the time devorted to con-
sumption, as Rifkin underlined as early as 2006'*—hut
there was no increase in the amount of time spem
working in other ways, ways lying outside the scope of
employment time. These other efforts, beyond the time

of employment. belong within the realm of whar the
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Romans cultivated as otium, a word which Jean-Marie
André, in his analysis of its occurrence during the time
of the Scipioncs, translates as “studfones leisure,”14

Oftiem, which emerged from Roman culture and
originated from a military context, and which then
came to represent the noble aspect of the time of human
activity—which in Méaréance er discrédit 11 have tried
to show is the time of noetic intermittence’—is the con-
dition of possibility of neg-oriwmn, that is, employment
time. It is because the soul can only be acrually noetic tor
intermittent periods, and is therefore as such constitured
asa “being-only-in-intermittence,” behaving most of che
time on the contrary like a sensitive or even a vegerative
soul, that the “incermittents” (the occasional workers in
theatre, film and television) ceaselessly oscillate between
on the one hand the calculable employment of their
noetic knowledge, this knowledge then being remuner-
ated, that is. fraded [négocié), and on the other hand
the actual development of this knowledge. And it is
this noeticity that che destruction of intermittence (of
the “intermittents”™) then eliminates and proletarianizes,
that is, instrumentalizes—in order to profit the culture
industries.

The rime of the passage to the noetic act is that of
otium, which does not at all mean idle time, yet does
mean the time of leisure, that is, of freedom and of
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“care of the self.” Otinm, from an economic perspective
inscribed in a general economy (in che sense in which
Georges Bataille deploys this term)—for which it would
be an epoch tied to a particular development of hypom-
nemata, that is, an epoch of grammatization, supporting
techniques of the self (as shown by Foucault)—and for a
political economy inscribed within a libidinal economy
encompassing it, constitutes an externality opening the
space of bumar: commerce insgfar as it is a process of psychic
and collective individuation in which long circuits of
transindividnation are fornted. Neg-otinm, on the other
hand, constitutes an economy which is internalizabde
via an accounting {the possibility of which itself stems
from hypomnemata) of what is calculable for a business-
man, and negotiable on a marker, all sense of measure
(la mesure, that is, measure, moderation, or tempo; in
Greek, mezron, that is, also, reserve and rhythm) being
reduced to this calculation.

What Corsani and |azzarato describe as the con-
junction of employment time (that is. of the labor
internalized by the employer) and work time (as tech-
nique of the self) amounts to the economy of negotinm
and ofiem, insofar as these can be grasped as the terms
of what Simondon calls a rransductive relationship.
according to which the terms are constituted through
their individuating tension.
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‘The way in which we observe intermitcent workers spend-
ing their time obliges us 1o leave behind the binary logic
opposing employment and unemployment, the active and
the inactive, and obliges us to question the vety category
of “work.” If activity is also exercised during periods of
so-called unemployment or, yet again, during the course of
one's so-called lifetime, during so-clled frec time. during
the time spent on training and education, right up to the
point at which it becomes the time of rest, then whin is
covered over hy the concept of “waork,” since within it
can be found a plurality of activities and heterogencous

temporalities? '

‘These analyses show that it is not sufhicient to pose the
question of work in the terms that were fashionable
in the 1990s, when the reality of chronic unemploy-
ment forced a reflection on the structural consequences
of productivity increases. Beyond these terms, it is a
matter of a change in the industrial model, a change
which would also constitute the dawn of an age of a new
conceprion of work, which must not be confused with
employment. and which, as the consumerist model falls
apart, requires the invention of a new social temporality.
and, as Lazzarato has shown, redefines the question of
what Robert Castel calls social property.'’

What chis raises, then, but in entircly new terms,
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is the question of a negative rax such as was pro-
posed by Jeremy Rifkin—and then raken up by Michel
Rocard'®*—in order to support the development of
a “social sector,” a sector defined as being non-eco-
nomic insofar as it is non-marker. Now, zhis is not at
all a question of bringing the economy to an end. but
of thinking an ather economy, and of overcoming
a consumerism within which the purchasing power
produced by employment in fact destroys work and
all forms of knowledge in the epoch of the generalized
proletarianization of producers as well as consumers.

The flaw in Ritkin's proposal lies in the fact chac
his considcration of the economic circuit does not
include the question of otium or of knowledge in all
its forms. On the other hand. the notion of a negative
ax as a mutualized support for the development of
positive extetnalities, and through the development of
a new form of social property, finds in the granring
of unemployment bencfits to intermittent workers in
the performing arts a model which is particularly well
adapred to the change which is currentdy underway:
this is made clear by reading the works of Corsani and
Lazzararo. But it cannot be a matter of limiting such
proposals merely to the spheres of art, culture and “crea-
tive workers™: it is the social and economic industrial
model as a rorality that must be rethoughr.
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Desolidarization and negative externalities

The reconstruction of positive externalities and the
support of work practices stemming from o¢jem (that
is, from noetic intermittence) is the necessary condition
for the reconstitution of long circuits of transindi-
viduation, which are themselves the only possibility
of struggling against the spread of negative externali-
ties. The extent of the spread of ncgative externalities
is now being discovered by the world. as consumer-
ism falls apurt and as environmental disequilibrium
becomes a planetary obsession. Among the torms of
this disequlibrium must be counted the destructive
effects that the dictatorship of short-termism—exerted
upon every society by marketing—brings to bear on
*the public sphere {on political space and time) as well
as on the private sphere, leading to the pure and simple
liquidation of social relations.

It is in this context that one can see—-in Belgium
for example, where the Flemish exclude from public
housing anyone who cannot speak Dutch—how
short-circuits in transindividuation have destroyed the

- individuation of reference!? permitting twa linguistic

psychosocial individuation processes to refer to the same
process of political and rterritorial individuation. so as
to coalesce within one nation. These ruinous effects of
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dissociation and of such short-ciccuits, which are the
inverse of what occurs in associated milieus, can be
seen in the politico-linguistic opposition between the
Flemish and the Walloons.

Instead of the individuation of reference, the global
culture industries have substituted the behavioral
prescriptions of marketing, which /iguidate solidarities:

¢ firstly, in the territorial space of contemporaneity: the
Flemish withdraw their solidarity from the Belgian
Walloons, leading to the destruction of their political
space;

* secondly. in the generitional time of contempo-
raneity: harnessing (capration] the attention of a
generation cuts it off from other generations, engen-
dering short-circuits in the transindividuation of
generations — primary identification, for example,
fails to take place within the juvenile psychic appa-
ratus. or adult consumers, unable to afford the costs
of educating their children, somehow manage, never-

theless, to buy expensive cars.

It is chis very process of desolidarization that lies behind
the decline of market value occurring today, market cap-
italization having been ruined by the collapse to which
a capitalism which has become drive-based |pulsionnel]
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and speculative inevitably leads. One of the most violent
effects of this process is the pauperization of youth.
unleashing the threat of an economic confrontation
between the generations at the very moment when the
intergenerational symbolic bond capable of containing
such a threat has been short-circuited in the process of
transindividuartion.

All this results in generalized irresponsibility, such
that the spread of dissociated milieus becomes necessar-
ily correlated with the spread of negative externalities,
Dissociated milieus, as factors disconnecting the psychic
individual from their relation to collective individua-
tion and, correlatively, as fucrors destroying investment
in all its forms {for which financial speculation and
drive-based obsessions are substituted) engender toxic
behavior in evety sphere of society, dominated by a
structural short-termism to the precise extent that drives
and speculation are intrinsically shorc-term,

The short-term tendency, induced by the liquidation
of responsibility, desublimation and extreme disen-
chantment, is the most immediate consequence of the
tendential fall of the rate of profit, combined as it is with
the tendential fall of libidinal energy and the spread
of what René Iasset calls passages to the limit, that is.
processes through which the functioning of systems
leads to the destruction of the vety conditions of this
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funcgioning, processes which are ineluctably translated
into a runaway increase in negative externalities.

The bourgeoisi e swept away by the mafia

The historical failure of communism was due to the
fact that it could not think association, that is. it
renounced the struggle against proletarianizicion as loss
of knowledge. and against the short-circuits in transin-
dividuation that are clearly characteristics of Stalinist
bureaucratic totalitarianism, just as they are of the totali-
zation that is conduced by marketing; it is only in terms
of ways of dissociating that capitalism and communism
have distinguished themselves from one another. Even
those Marxi'sts who were situated outside of Stalinism,
and who were against Stalin, were never able to manage
a critique of dissociation, because from the beginning
they confused proletarianization and pauperization.

In the communist world, this dissociation led, intrin-
sically and structurally. to the totalitarian negation of
structures of existence, which for a long time was not
the case for capitalism, especially when it combined
Fordism with Keynesianism.*? Capirtalism, unlike com-
munism, for a long time favored the constitution of
motivational systems based on these structures of exist-
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ence. structures that it nevertheless harnessed. exploited
and finally destroyed, but by means which were indeed
effective, and that even consrirured a new libidinal
economy and new perspectives of sublimacion, contrary
to communist dissociation.2! Yet it remains the case tha
capitalism would in the end become a process of dis-
sociation leading incluctably to demotivation:*? it was
condemned to encounter its limit in the tendential fall
in libidinal energy which it had itself provoked.

At this point it is necessary to return to the question
of commcrce. Political economy is a way of organizing
transindividuation not only at rhe level of symbolic
exchange, bur also at the level of the exchange of com-
modities. Once. white in Beijing, the taxi in which
I was riding drove past a store selling plastic manne-
‘quins, and what surprised me was that such a business
could have been created by a Chinese shop owner in
this purportedly communist economy, an economy
which functions as powerfully as it does only insofar
as within it psychic individuation is controlled by a
collective individuation without intermediaries, that is,
de-psychologized, short-circuiting transindividuation,
and therefore disindividuated, disindividuating, and
destructive of all motives.

The capitalist economy strictly speaking no longer
works, because it wants the psychic individual 1o be sclt-
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directed, to become the “entrepreneur of itself.”3
without collective individuation. burt rather through a
collective disindividuation orchestrated by marketing,
which exploits the possibilities of control emanating
from the provoking of short-circuits, and, since the
“conservative revolution” and neoliberalism ({and
the project of “refounding” Medef which amounts
to the French translation of neoliberalism). through a
government of inequalities which ruins the social—all
of which destroys the economic milieu irself, which
thereby becomes a “dis-economy.” leading finally to the
liquidation of intermediation, which is the translation
of transindividuation into the economic sphere and
in its commercial form (all the more true given that
“competition” leads in reality to the growth of
monopolies).

Desublimation—which thus leads and in the same
movement to the spread of negative externalities, to
the liquidation of commerce by the marker and to the
destrucrion of social connectedness—can be translated
by the fact that the bourgeoisie is swept away by the
mafia, which is the fate befalling the former communist
countries, but also of all drive-based capitalism.

The mafia tends to replace the bourgeoisie and capi-
talism takes on an essentially maha-like character from
the moment that the distnchantment of the world is
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completed. This disenchantment becomes, then, no
longer relative but absolute: there can no longer be
any relative re-enchamment—as was, for example, the
advent of modern arr (rejecting the “industrial art” of
which Flaubert speaks through the character of Jacques
Acnoux).** both within and for bousgeois moderniry.
When disenchantment becomes absolute, the power of
the powerful plays out without consistence, without rela-
tion to otium of any kind, withourt the slightest belief,
and theret ore as absolute cynicism: with neither faith nor
law.

lt is within this epoch of mafa capitalism—that
is, of a capitalism withour bourgeoisie—that one sees
develop the systematic state lie, drive-based politics,
and an addictive consumerism induced by industrial
populism. If fascism is a disease of bourgeois capitalism,
the occurrence of which is a warning sign foreshadow-
ing absolute disenchantment, then the becoming maha
of capitalism is not an accident which would be more
or less epiphenomenal: rather, it is the normal and eve-
tyday functioning of such a capitalism. In this respect,
Sarkozyism is not, unfortunately, if one can put it like
this, a return of Petainism: it is something far more
serious, more complex and more difficult to think than
the return of the same old song.

The middle classes will soon disappear, becausc
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they have been proletarianized by the development
of consumerism. This is nor to say that they have
been pauperized: the former is not the consequence
of the latter. It is co say thar the middle classes are no
longer any kind of “petty bourgeoisie”—nor because
they have been paupetized, bur through a symboelic
misery [misére symboligue: symbolic impoverishmem or
immiseration| and through an desthetic and noetic prole-
tavianization: without otium, withour access for example
to that instrumental practice which was such a delight
to Roland Barthes. for whom a true appreciation of the
music of Schumann can only derive from its interpreta-
tion, that is. From the pracrice of playing it on the piano,
as he explains in “Musica practica,”® a sentimenr which
also lies behind the refrain constantly repeated to Pierte

Schaefter by his facher:

Work on your inserument

In so doing, Schaeffer’s father reminds us that otizum
is work, thar work always involves an instrument, and
hence thar so roo does oti'um.

The petty bourgeoisie, even though it is nor rich,
nevertheless belongs to the bourgeoisie insofar as ir has
access ro something beyond subsiscence, and can eman-
cipate itself from the pure necessity of reproducing its
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labor power. and can therefore liberate itself from pure
negotinm, that is, from completely calculable exchange:
the petry bourgeois are able to be music lovers [@mateurs
de musiqiee]. What was once the privilege of the nobility
became, in the nineteenth century, par excellesce that of
the bourgeoisie, then became as well the privilege of the
petty bourgeoisie.

This is what was liquidated by the extension of
consumerism to all social classes. Through what | have
described, with Nicolas Donin, as a mechanical turn
in sensibility,’® condition of pessibility of this age of
the pharmakon constituted by the psycho-technologics
of psycho-power,*” consumerism transforms everything
into needs, that is, into subsistence, and liquidates
desire, that is, objects of orum and sublimation, includ-
ing for the highest levels of the bourgeoisie who rhus
become a maha. And as for the wage-earners of the ideal
[les salariés de lidéal), as Jean-Claude Milner calls uni-
versity professors,®® they too are unable to escape this
fare.

Now, the libidinal and political economies of con-
tribution that are reconstituted in associated milieus
tend toward the reopening of this dimension, which is
that of consistencies and of what I have culled an otium
of the people.r? Only orium can reconstitute credit, thar

is, an economy: there is no economy other than when

-
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it is projected into an investment. This reopens for
the contemporary retentional system the question of
protention—because an economy, whether libidinal or
political, is always an economy of protention.

Economy of protentions, permanent revolution,
and conrribution

Economic systems in general, and the capiralist system
in particular, always constittite systems of production of
protentions. This protention production system clearly
achieves greater efficiency with the appearance of a very
particular case of grammatization: money, the word for
which in Latin evokes Mnuémosuné.® In spite of thar,
the question of protention cannot be reduced to the
question of fiduciary credir: it is rooted in a retentional
ensemble, and this ensemble is constitured as much by
machines and by the souls of producers and consumers
as it is by money—money which, like all forms of reten-
tion, converts time into space, bur which clearly does so
in a very specific sense.

If capitalism is a protentien production system which
in terms of its performativity is very remarkable—thus
when one says that the stockmarker has lost so many
billions of dollars in the course of such and such a
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crisis, this means that a power of active protentions, a
power of the action of protentions (of anticipations),
has been lost by the eredir system3!—then the economy
of contribution is 2 new economic arrangement (libidi-
nal and political) betwveen grammarized rerentions and
protentions of investment.

The capitalist system for creating protentions is a
system of credit which brings abour a change in the
system of belieF—by twurning belief into something
calculable, and by therefore engendering something
better than belief (ac least in rhe eyes of negotinm):
trust [confeance]. Credit in general, in all its forms—
whether banking, religious. scicntilic, literary, artistic,
political, or social—is the organization of protentions.
Credit is the concrete social expression of proten-
tions which realize themselves, which perform, as one
could say, adapting Austin’s theory of performarivity
to the question of credit performance such as it has led
to the transformation of matrer, social relations and
behavior—that is, of wills, and from which proceeds the
extraordinary permanent revolution in which capiralism
since the industrial revolution has consisted.3?

Whar ook place during the course of the nine-
teenth and wwentieth centuries was the organization
of the capitalist “protention-alization” of the world,
which consisted firstly in the disenchaniment of the
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legitimating powers and the secularization of bcliefs:
not in their destruction, burt in their transformation into
calculable belicfs, including-through the harnessing of
scientific beliefs by the production apparatus in order to
devise ways of transforming matter, nature. technique,
human beings. and bchavior. This transformation of
belief was able to accomplish enormous gains in produc-
tivity throughout the nineteenth century. enabling new
forms of membership and social cohesion within the
social project, carried out by the bourgeoisie through
the development of schools, through rhe engagement it
made possible with national history, etc.

In the twentieth century, the mobilization of libidinal
encrgies took place through the capruring and harness-
ing of protentions via the channeling of attention. It
was thus a matter of elaborating [tendre] an industrial
protention: of causing the tensions accumulated in the
protentions of consumers to reach out {tendre] toward
industrial products, products which are the “realiza-
tion” of the protentions of producers, with the goal of
causing the protentions of consumers and producers to
converge. and thus of overcoming the contradiction in
which consists the tendential fall in the rate of profit.

In the course of the recent crisis, this protentional
system collapscd, after having run out of control as it

was driven roward an ever-more extreme short-termism,
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eventually reaching the limit of its self-annibilation (a
short-term tendency, when accomplished to the point
of perfection, leads to the destruction of the retentional
time in which knowledge consists, as well as the destruc-
tion of the protentional time in which investment
consists). This collapse of protentions was inscribed in
the fate of consumerist capitalism to the precise extent
that this form of capitalism depended on the prolertari-
anization of retention in which the contral of atrention
consists, a prolcrarianization amounting to a loss of
knowledge, and a loss affecting consumption as much
as production.

‘lhe intermittent workers of the performing arrs,
and all those whom Jean-Claude Milner calls the wage-
earners of the ideal, continue to cultivate a relationship
10 the pharmakon, in order that they may still pass into
the noetic act, from which they draw a distinct pleasure
that cannot be considered to be mere enjoyment, given
that it cons'sts in a feeling of infinite différance.

The new work practices being developed on the net-
works of the associated sociotechnical milieu, however,
themselves also tend toward the passage to the noetic
act, a goal which, essentially, is their mortive. Such a
motive amounts to a protention. And such a state of
fact awaits only one thing: for its constitution as a state
of law in order that retentional systems may be placed
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into the service of this protentional activity. And it is to
this question of a law such as this that a new critique of
political economy must be consecracced—and chis is so
to the extent that these practices, which are becoming
very widespread, reconstitute the economic field in its
totality, well beyond the “cultural sector” or the “social
sector.”

Such are the questions which arise for a critique of
political ¢cconomy restarted on the basis of an analysis
of the place of tertiary retention in the economy: these
are questions of pharmacology, Yor which an ¢conomy of
contribution constitutes the sociotherapy proper to the
contemporary stage of grammatization—it constitutes,
in other words, its system of care.
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Pharmacology of Capital and

Economy of Contribution

For Jean-Michel Salanskis
Lo the memury of Jean-Frangois Lyotard

The supreme effort of the writer as of the artist only suc-
ceeds in partially raising for us the veil of ugliness and
insignificance that leaves us uncaring [incuriewxi before the

world. Then, he says to us:

Look, look

Fragrant with clover and artemesia
Holding tight their quick, narrow streams
The lands of the Aisne and the Qise.

Marcel Proust



On January 25, 2007, while participating in a
colloquium devoted 1o the work of Jean-Frangois
Lyotard, | proposed a reading of 7he Postrodern
Cond ition which characterized those traits of capitalism
described by Lyorard as typifyinga new form of libidinal
economy: that form invented by consumerist capital-
ism in North Aimerica at the beginning of the twenticth
cenrury.

According to this reading, postmodernity resulted
from a consumerist organiaation of the libido leading
eventually to the liquidation of the libido itself. to its
“diseconomy,” that is, to the liquidation of that libidi-
nal economy which modernity hitherto constitured-—a
process of liquidation the consequences of which began
to appear at the end of the 1970s (La condition post-
moderne being published at the moment Margaret
Thatcher gained power in Grear Britain. constituting
the beginning of the “conservative revolution”™).

In the course of my reading, I tried to show why
the conceprs enabling the thinking of this consumerist
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libidinal diseconomy that is postmodernity were less
those of Lyotard's eponymous work' than of Freud,
whom, therefore, it was a marrer of rereading and
reinterpreting. [ intended to show thar Lyotard had in
The Postmodern Condition opened the possibility of a
new thinking of capitalism—and of the extension of
proletarianization which everywhere accompanies it—
and thar chis thinking remains to be elaborared, buc also
that doing so presupposes a critique of the Lyotardian
account of “libidinal economy.”

In the course of the discussion that followed this
intervention, jJean-Michel Salanskis, who with Corine
Enaudeau organized the colloquium, told me that he no
longer understood what it means to speak of capitalism,
nor did he understand discourse which continues to
convoke this word: he then declared that he could not
understand my own discourse.

"The present werk, like For @ New Critique of Political
Econom y, tries to respond to this remark, made to me by
my friend shortly before the crisis of capitalism revealed
the extent of its disaster in the month of October 2008.
The theses advanced here, first presented before the
administrative council of Ars Industrialis,® then in a
public session of this association gathered on December
5. 2009,* continue the analysis begun in For a New
Critique of Political Economy.
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This work examines two questions:

* How should one understand “profit” in the phrase,
“tendential fall in the rate of profit”?

* More generally, what is in play in the concept
expressed with this phrase?

There is no tendency without a counter-tendency

What the third volune of Capital tries to think with
the phrase “tendential [all in the rate of profit”—the
stakes of which clearly cannot he measured hy refer-
ring to the formula p = s/(c+v)—is a negarive dynamic
that, Marx posits, would in principle be inherent ro
a capitalisc system formed and held within contradic-
tory tendencies: capitalism would thus be a dynamic
system threatened by a limit that would be reached if
the bearish tendency to which the very funcrioning of
the profit rate gives rise were to achieve completion
[s accomplissast].

This is certainly not how Marxism has interpreted this
theory: on the contrary, what Marxism has pronounced
in this regard is the ineluceable accomplishment of this
tendency. And Marx himself probably read it this way.
Bue if there is a tendency for the rate of profit to fall,
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then there must also be a counter-tendency, as we learn
from both Nictzsche and Freud. Were this nor the case,
we would no longer be speaking of a tendency', but rather
of a simple and linear, that is, deterministic, evolution.

That Marxism and Marx himself (and before him *
the Hegelian diulecrict did not manage ro reason this
way—in terms of tendencies—is a problem bequeathed
by Marx, but that does not invalidate his theory of the
bearish tendency of the profu rate.

‘This way of thinking in terms of tendencies passes
through psychology, that is, through a discourse on souls,
on their logic and their economy: on their logic insofar
as it /s an economy.

Given the necussity of a debate on the tendential fall
in the rate of profit, the question is nor whether such
a tendency exists: rather, it concerns the nature of its
counter-tendency (orcounter-tendencies). Wharis really
at stake is knowing how to think the play of tendencies.

The profit to which Marx refers is the return on
Investment

Turning to how the word “profit” should be under-
stood, the question is: if “profit” can be defined as the

return on investment, that is, as a function of a system
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enabling remuneration for invested capital, and hence
for risks that are taken, then should this definition of
profit include or exclude speculation—which tends to
destroy the system of investment, given that, here, the
stake is time, and, more precisely, that which affects the
playing out of the short term and the long term, both
with one another and aguinst one another?

The profit deriving from the financialized ¢conomy
clearly does not correspond with what Marx calls the
rate of profit (p), where p = s/(c+v). P depends on
the sysiem of production as constant capital and vari-
able capital. The profits deriving from fnancialization
tend, on the contrary, to decouple from p in relation
to s/(c+v), and to become essentially speculative profits.
They therefore raise the question of what Maix calls
“fictitious capital.”

Pro fit, durability, and toxicity

An objection raised against the theory of the tenden-
tial fall in the rate of profit is that we have seen capital
accumulate enormous gains over the last few decades.
Bur the crisis of 2008 (like those that preceded it, but
more than any of the earlier crises) makes it necessary
to examine both the nature and the solidity of this
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profitability—a profitability which during this crisis has
come to appear structrally taxic.
“The question of profi is first of all. and jointly:

* that of its exogenous sustainability, that is, for the
rest of society (profits cannot be durable if they
destroy society);

* thart of its endogenous durability, that is, for capital
itself (it must conserve its value over time);

* that of the temporality which it conhgures, that is, as
concerns fictitious capital, the question of the qualicy
of the anticipations in which it consists, given rhat
fictitious capiral, insofar as it is a system of relatively
calculated protentions,’ is a necessary function of the
system, irreducible in this regard ro mere specula-
tion, while entrepreneurial investment constitutes yet

another type of anticipation.

It is only within such systems of anticipation, which
must be qualified and consolidated by rules, that profit
can be produced.

Could the gains achieved by Bernard Madof, esti-
mated at 50 billion dollars, and those of the speculators
taken in by him, ever have been realized as profits? Yes,
without doubt. But these profits were fraudulent, not
very durable, and pnrely toxic, because they were created
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through doctored anticipations. And for Madoff’s
clients, they have become dead losses.

When Albert Spaggiari, a criminal who was also a mil-
itant of the extreme right, robbed the Société Générale
bank in Nice in 1976, thereby accomplishing what has
been called “the heist of the century,” he made a “profit”
of 50 million francs. But these profits have never been

recognized as such: rather, they are qualified as theft.

Those who are careless in the pharmacology of
capital

Should we conclude that all fictitious capital always
tends to produce systems that are toxic, if not fraudulent
(that is, purely toxic)? The answer is clearly positive: more
than any other human psychotechnique, fictitious capiral
is a pharmakos?® and, more precisely, an accounting game
[jen décritiures, dummy entries], and the anticipation
systems made possible by this phantasia of capital pre-
suppose the existence of a free capital which structurally
tends to disinvest when it sees its profits decline.®

These disinvestments are short-circuits, in just the
same way as artificial and hypomnesic memory—that is,
the pharmakon of writing—can short-circuit living and

anamnesic memory.’
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Ler us propose that this tendency leads to carelessness
[incuriel]: one calls a speculator (and, in times of war, a
“prohteer”) someone who scoffs at the economic as well
as social consequences of “profitable™ decisions. Such a
person belongs to the category of those whom one oth-
erwise calls the indifferent. the uncaring, or the careless
[incurienx]:® those "who are not bothered™ [“qui ni'en
ont cure”], that is, who “don’t have anything to do” with
anything—those who say, “/ don't care." Those who
mock the world.

le is because there is such a tendency to carelessness,
and because it is irreducible, being inscribed within this
pharmacology, thar regulatory systems are imposed,
which aim 1o /imit the destructive effects of this specu-
lative tendency of free capital—and o keep a sufficient
and steady hold on things, that is, on investment, given the
instability of capital circulation.

In the capitalist economic system, the circulation of
free capital is supposed to measure the credit chat the
financial sub-system accords to such and such an eco-
nomic actor within the production sub-system—and,
through this system of measurement, establish the belief
that “society” invests in this activity. The circulation
of free capital is a specific protentional organization
resting on a comples, fallible and corruptible system of
pharmaka, in which one finds money, actions and obli-
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gations, various financial inscruments, ratings agencies.
etts

This capital, however, tends to become purely specu-
lative when it no longer measures a capital of confidence
in the future of the assets of the production apparatus—
in relation to which it constitutes, as a system of
anticipations. capacities for investment—burt instead
relies on operations which are either purely self-referen-
tial (such that the anricipations created by the financial
sub-system nticipate nothing but itself and come ar the
expense of the production system), or else «re oricnted
toward the production apparatus, but are strucrurally
shorr-term {thac is. based on disinvestment, chat is. on

the pillage of the production apparatus).

Innovation, short-termism, and speculation

Let us now return to productive capital.

A common objection to the thesis of the tendential
fall in che profit rate is that the technical innovation
lying at the heart of the production apparatus enables
the system to ceaselessly stimulate its difterentiation,
with constant capital thereby conferring a competitive
advantage upon the innovative entrepreneur.

The question of innovation, however, is not only

81

FOR A WNEW CRITIQUE

a matcer of conception and production as entrepre-
neurs transfer technological invenrions and scientific
discoveries onro their businesses: innovation is also
and before anything else the sacialization of innova-
tion—that is, the transformation of sociecy. Now. in the
twentieth century this transformation operated through
the organization of consumption, thart is, through the
implementation of apparatuses for society’s adaptation
to techno-industrial change, but not as the adoption of
innovation by society.

[t would be a marter of adoption if techno-indus-
trial change was co-produced by sociery itself. Bue
the organizarion of consumption presupposes, on the
contraty, thac the becoming of social systems must seruc-
turally submit to the becoming of the economic system,
something enabled by granring rhe latter full control
over technological becoming, that is, over the technical
system—chis submission being obtained by capturing
and harnessing the atcention of consumers, by diverting
their libidinal energy toward objects of innovation, and
by controlling their behavior via marketing.

Now, such harnessing of libidinal energy leads to
its destrucrion: it submits ro calculation that which, as
object of desire, is only constituted through becoming
infinitized, that is, through surpassing all calculation.

This destruction of desire leads 1o a drive-based
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“frustration,” forming a system with what, in
twentieth-centuty consumerist socicty, conditions the
social absorption of innovation described by Schumpeter
as “economic evolution,” leading to the installation of a
system tending to produce chronic and structural obsoles-
cen ¢, a system tor which the 1ormal relation to objects
becomes disposability.” And if financialization consti-
rutes an aspect of that system, then both businesses
(as constant capital) and workers (as variable capical)
become as strucwrally disposable as any other obiject of
consumption.

Consumption becomes, therefore, both an expedicnt
and an outlct—-a pharnakan—aggravating frustration by
displacing it on a very short-term basis toward the newest
object of consumption produced by this “permanent
innovation.” Novelry is thus systematically valorized at
the expense of durability.. and this organization of detach-
ment, that is, of unfaithfulness or infidelity'® (equally
called flexibility),!! contributes to the decomposition
of the libidinal economy, to the spread of drive-based
behaviors and to the liquidation of social systems.

Ac the foundarion of this systemic organization of
infidelit)—which is concretely expressed as much by
the liquidation of primary identification’? and the
modification of infantile synaptogencsis'? as by those
short-circuits induced in society that | have described
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as “dissociation™4—-the systems of anticipation of free
capital and the hyperlabile behavior of consumers act
in harmony and are “potentized” |potentialisent], in the
sense that combining drugs can patentize [ potentialiser]
their curative but also their toxic effects (as when, for
instance. alcohol is combined with psychotropes or
anti-inammarorics).

Anticipations of free capital and consumer behav-
ior therefore become correlatively and  systemically

shore-termist. speculative and drive-based.

Economy of protentions

Fictitious capital is a system of anticipadons and
gambles which can only make judgmenn about illusions,
thar is, speculations and calculations abour future pos-
sibilities which may never be realized. It is this system
of projection of protentions which, as the organization
of risk-taking {more or less limited), gives the capitalist
system its dynamic: capiralism presupposes the existence
of free capital open ro speculation understood in this
sense.

The “advance” on reality thar produces these antici-
pations, however, such that they arc structurally exposed

to speculation, must procced before anything else from
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a motivation, itself inscribed within an economy of moti-
vations, which is also an economy of fantasy: such an
economy is what produces protean libidinal energy or,
to express it in more precisely psychoanalytical terms,
polymorphous libidinal energy.

This polymorphism must be unified by whar Max
Weber called a spirit: it presupposes an investment in
a libidinal economy which in some way confers upon
it its symbolic calibracdion, and its constitution within
a system of exchange forming a polymorphous social
commerce.

Such are the questions pervading The New Spirit of
Capitalism, in which Luc Boltanski and LEve Chiapello
refer to both Max Weber and Albert Hirschman in

order to show that:

systemic constraints [which are exercised on all the actors
within the capitalist system| are insufficient on their own
to clicit their engagement. Duress [contraintel must be

internalized and justified.!?

In other words, it presupposes that a libidinal economy
keeps in rescrve an exchangeable libidinal energy, which
bestows consistency on the “advance” that the system
makes upon itself, and as its dynamic, throughour the

various forms of motivartion thar it ¢licics.
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In the libidinal economy. the “advance”—the pro-
tentional structure of this economy'®—is constitured
by desire, and such desire is structurally infinite, that
is, incalculable, to the extent thar it tends ro “infinitize”
its objects: the libidinal economy is the economy of this
infinitization and as such constitutes a system of intrin-
sically long-term care.

Converscly. the destruction of this advance founded
on desire, thar is, on symbolic capital—a destruction
induced by the “fnitization” of its objects, and as the
organization of their inrrinsic disposability. including
workers and businesses—destroys motivation itself in
all its forms.

It thus becomes an advance based on the drives.
But given that the drives are by nature short-termist,
this leads to disinvestment, that is, to the destruction
of profiability understood as benefir: it leads to the
destruction of proliability understood as the consolida-
tion of the dynamism and durability of the system, as
that which does the system good [ce qui fait du bien au

systéme).
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Consumerist capital and funny money [monnaie
de singe): the mathematization of carelessness

The tendential fall in the rate of profit which haunted
the productivist system characteristic of the nineteenth
century and of European industrialization {and which
provoked several crises) was absorbed ar the begin-
ning of the twentieth century, in North America. by
a counter-tendency obrained through the consumerist
organization of the libidinal economy: by the estab-
lishment of a system of protentions directed by capital
from the side of consumption in tunctional and direct
relation ro free capital invested and “protentionalized”
in this sense. The implementation of the consumerist
society was the principal response that the American
economy found to this systemic tendency—and this
form of capitalism therefore cannot be chought with
Marxist concepts alone.

It was wirhin this emerging context. as the produc-
tivist industrial model became consumerist, that in
1913 Schumpeter wrote his evolutionaty theory of the
capitalist economy. Ford then constitutes the perfect
example of this ideal-type that Schumpeter calls the
enrrepreneur (Weber having himself supplied a first
version of this ideal-type through the figure of the entre-
preneur of Pennsylvania).'” But Fordist entreprencurial
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innovation, based on Taylorism, presupposes the
organization of mass consumption—the harnessing and
exploication of libidinal energy in the service of constant
behavioral control. It is for this reason chac chis form
of capitalism requires the mobilization of Freudian
concepts.

'This consumerist countet-tendency—-invented as a
way of struggling against che rendential fall in the race
of profit, and implemented via a function of the system
of which Marx was unaware, thac is, marketing, and
which led to rthe reorganizadon of fictitious capital
and to the tact chac the manner of controlling produc-
ton shifts from cntreprencurial control to shareholder
management—this counter-tendency in turn becomes
bearish toward the end of the twentieth cencury,
and does so at the very moment that buying power
diminishes, everywhere setting up a massive process of
pauperization, reconstituting the characteristic traits of
the nineteenth century.

Having destroyed the libidinal economy upon which
it was founded, the consumerist counter-tendency then
systemically aggravates the toxicity of financial phar-
macology, thac is, rhe tendency, itself drive-based and
short-termist, of fictitious capital, accencuating pau-
perization in all layers of the population as well as
undermining the apparatus of production, which is
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pillaged via leveraged buyouts and other speculartive
techniques directed specifically against businesses.

The struggle against the tendential fall in the rate of
profit thus induces a tendential fall in libidinal energy,
which reinforces the speculative tendency of capital,
that is, its disinvestment, thereby undermining profi.
The enormous accumulation of capital tends there-
fore to be transformed into funny money [monnaie de
singel—and the pension fund system appears tor what
it is: one pole of a system, called fictitious capital, such
that, having mathematized its pharmacological rendency
to carelessness, its other pole is constitured by deceptions
(leurres| deliberawely organizing the dilution of respon-
sibility, deceptions with names such as “subprime,”
“securitization,” “Bernard Madoff,” etc.

The short-termist macro-tendency

If the way in which Marx calculated the rate of proli
failed to rake the speculative tendency in which hcti-
tious capital essentially consists fully into account, this
only serves to show, precisely that the capitalist invest-
ment system is subject, as a dynamic system, either (0 a
bearish tendency, or to a speculative functioning which

necessarily becomes destructive and false.
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Schumpeter conrradicts this perspective by showing
how innovation functionally articulates productive
capital and fictitious capital—as risk capital oriented
toward “technological values.” But Schumpeter does
not integrate the question of consumption as che har-
nessing of libidinal energy. nor the bearish effects that
this harnessing induces over this energy form essential
to consumerist capitalism, nor the reinforcement of the
tendency toward short-termist carelessness that these
eff ects inevitably provoke in fictitious capital.

In order to describe, then, the functioning of the
apparatus of production—such as it is motored by a
permancnt innovation requiring an organization of
consumption by the appararus of psychopower that
marketing constitutes, even if one retains from Marx
the separation of fictitious from productive capital in
his formulation of the calculation of p—we would need

to:

1. add to his formula an innovation function and
a consumption function, in order to describe an
apparatus of production which, today, is no longer
merely productivist, but consumerist;

2. integrare a tendential fall in libidinal energy, that is,
a tendency for the libido to decompose into its com-
ponent drives,
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If, in addition, one admits:

e thar fictitious capital is essental to the system as it is
the organization of calculable ancicipations;

» chac it is constituted by a structurally shore-termist
tendency, that is, by a tendency to carelessness
which, in the consumerist industrial model, forms a
system with an increasing obsolescence of products
and services, produced by a constant acceleration
of the processes of innovation and technologi-
cal transfer, and by a correlative aggressiveness of

marketing;

then ic appears evident that the consumerist model
has reached its limits because it accommodates a short-
termist macro-tendency, which in future can only lead
to closing the system off from any future, thac is, to
a blockage of the processes of anticipation, whether
entrepreneurial or financial, and to a generalized degra-
dation of social and psychic motivations. but equally of
economic motivations. ’

Given the existence of such a macro-tendency, the
question becomes to know what the macro-counter-

tendency might be.
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Shareholder capitalism as systemic carelessness

To questions of durability and sustainability, and of
safeguarding the dynamic system thar capitalism is as
a system of motivations, must be added the problem
of negative externalities: the crisis of 2008 coincides
with the fulfllment of the predictions of the Meadows
report and of René Passet, namely, thar the consumer-
ist industrial model is condemned ro overshoot its own
limits by destroying geological resources and geographi-
cal and meteorological systems, all while provoking a
demographic explosion,

This destruction of physical systems is combined with
the destruction of psychic and social systems, which are
the conditions of production of all libidinal energy—
that of producers as well as designers, investors and
consumers. The profit rate then tends very centainly to
fall, white the “profit” is only mainrained at high levels
because it has become intrinsically speculative and care-
less—either through ruinous instruments of financial
pharmacology, or by frankly Maha-esque operations,
indeed ones that are manifestly criminal and stricdy
illegal.

In this case, what is augmented is a profit chat no
longer beats any rclation to the profit rate calculated by
p: since capital, in the face of the eventual obsolescence
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of innovation itself. and taking into account the essen-
tially drive-based character of consumption, tends to
become structurally Actitious, that is, to be tied neither
to ¢ nor to v in the definition which supports the cal-
culation s/(c+v): it is this tendency which is concretely
expressed in  management becoming shareholder-
based-—of which the Forgear/EADS insider trading
scandal revealed calamitous effects—and which installs a
genuinely systemic carelessness.

Economy of excessiveness (démesure ] and infinite

responsibility

However speculative this fictitious capital mighe be, it
measures anticipations, making them relatively calcula-
ble. Protentions of psychosocial temporality., however,
are not absolutely calculable, and always exceed relative
anticipations: they emerge from a libidinal economy
thac infinitizes itself, that is, an economy of excessive-
ness that produces a psychosocial will, otherwise called
motivation, that is, that produces motives for existing,
otherwise called meaning, and which presupposes what
Simondon names the transindividual—founded on a
process of transindividuation in which protentions are

elaborated into the formarion of long circuits.'®
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In other words. the protention that constitutes psy-
chosocial temporality presupposes that the assumption
of an infenite responsibiliey will come to “back up” this
temporality as a kind of crediz, where credit cannor be
reduced to trust [confance| understood as calculation,!®
but presupposes a desire invested in an infnitizable
object.

At the origin of capitalism, it was the God of
reformed monotheism who assumed the symbolic fnc-
tion of this infnite responsibility, as we are informed by
Weber. But what could take on the symbolic function
of this infinite responsibility when capitalism turns into
a process of disenchantment, nihilism and the death of
God? In what then will this relation to infinity consist,
a relation which speculation tends to dilute, and o lig-
uidate (through which, however, it is the system itself
which becomes diluted—the mutualization of losses
only allowing social and psychic systems to absorb this
dilution by destroying them a little more, that is, by
diluting themselves in order to preserve the financial
sub-system within the capitalist economic system, and
always to the detriment of the production sub-system)?29

This infinite object is that of desire. What both Freud
and Nietzsche gave us to think—and what they gave
us to think as the play of tendencies—in the function-
ing of what the Viennese analyst will call the psychic
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apparatus, is that the psyche s intrinsically constituted
by its relation to infinity. This infinicy is thac object of
infinite desire which, even though it does not exise (it is
a fantasy), nevertheless consisss.

Such consistence alone allows a general economy to
perpetuate, that is, to exceed speculative finirude-—a
finitude which is encountered when speculation, calcu-
lating and measuring anticipations, proves intrinsically
careless because it has become the incarnation of a
short-termist, that is, drive-based, tendency. These are
also the stakes of general economy according to Georges
Baille.

From the moment that American capitalism imple-
ments the “American way of life” as a new libidinal
economy through the psychopower of marketing, it can
only make this infinity, which is infinite desire, function
by finitizing it, chat is, by destroying the apparatus of
production of libidinal energy and of all sublimatory
by-products. It can therefore only cause its dysfunction.

The implementation of this psychopower, however,
which believes at the same time in the doctrine of soft
power, will for a long time contain its finitizing effects
through a public power theorized by Keynes and mate-
rialized by Roosevelr. This public power, called the
welfare state, will:
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e on the one hand, maintain, beneath psychopower,
social and sublimatory systems for the production of
libidinal energy. in particular as educational systems:

» on the other hand, limit the specularive tendencies
of fictitious capital that this psychopower reinforces,
through the roles of regulation and adjustment
assumed by the public power when faced with the
eff ects of disadjustments engendered by the incessant
mutations of the industrial technical system, which
destabilizes other social systems.

To say this another way, the welfare srate is not merely
an avatar of biopower: added to it is the question of psy-
chopower, ‘lhis is the character of the stare in the epoch
of what Adorno and Horkheimer will call the culwure
industry—and in the epoch when these industries,
vectors of the American way of life, begin to fight over

the leadership of social change.

The “conservative revolution” as subordination of
the technical system to the economic system

Three crucial points must here be emphasized:

1. Before marketing and fictitious capital took control
of industrial becoming and before the mass media
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became thoroughly drive-based. that is, at the begin-
ning of the 1970s, the profit rate of businesses
bottomed out—an economic fact which meant that
at thar rime it was difficult to argue that the ten-
dential fall in the rate of profit was an absurd
proposition.

It was in order to reverse this situation, installed
throughout the Western world by Keynesianism,
that the “conservative revolution” was implemented
by Margaret Thatcher in England from 1979 and by
Ronald Reagan in North America from 1980—the
system based on the Bretton Woods agreement
having been abandoned in 1971, the Amcrican appa-
ratus of production having drastically regressed just
as had occurred to the former British empire, and
the “conservative revolurion” aiming to “financial-
ize” and ro globalize Western capitalism, in order
to ensure that it continued to direct the course of
globalization (a strategy which was a lamentable
tailure).

This calling into question of the stare—which took
the form of denouncing the welfare state on the
grounds it destroys individual responsibility, and
hence that government had become “the problem
and not the solution” (to paraphrase Reagan)—had
the goal of making it possible for capital to completcly
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direct (via the intermediary of psychopower imple-
mented through marketing) the course of what
Bertrand Gille called the disadjustment between the
technical system and the other human systems, a role
which from the beginning of the industrial revolu-
tion right up until that moment had belonged to

government.

In other words, after the “conservative revolution,”
the becoming of the technical system in the course
of globalization (leading to a process of economic
globalization which after 1989 no longer faced any
obstacles)—constituted by the infrastructure of
production, the organization of consumption (via psy-
chotechnologies), and the objects and services of this
consumption itself (all of which are themselves indus-
trialized and technicized)—the becoming of this global,
technical system tends to become totally inte grated into the
economic system and submitted to its priorities as well as to
its contradictions,

In addition, the economic system is henceforth
almost complerely directed by the financial sub-system,
itself globalized, and this financial sub-system, in turn,
is itself structurally de-correlated from the production
sub-system.
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Technical system, social systems, and marketing

From the Napoleonic state until various forms of
Keynesianism, and passing through Gaullism, one func-
tion of the state has been to ensure the direction and
regulation of the disadjustment provoked by ever-more
rapid evolutions of the technical system, and to imple-
ment processes of readjustment as they become necessary.
Bertrand Gille wrote in 1978—one year before Thatcher
came to power—that, failing such regulation, which
constitutes a policy of industrial development, social
systems could only find themselves annihilated by a
chaotic becoming of this development.?!

The technical system is a dynamic system in which
there takes place what Simondon describes as a process
of individuation. Gille shows that in the course of this
individuation, the technical system enters regularly into
conflict with the “other social systems"—which are
themselves processes of collective individuation, and
which presuppose processes of psychic individuation,
and what Freud called psychic apparatuses.

This means that it is possible for the individuation
of the technical system to proceed in a way that is con-
trary to the individuation of social systems and psychic
apparatuses. This contrariness, however, also constitutes

the dynamic of the technical, social and psychic
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individuation processes. that is, the pharmacological
condition of their individuation: Simondon shows that
individuation, qua process, presupposes the phase differ-
ences [dé phasages] which precisely induce these different
dynamics of individuation, and vice versa.

On the other hand, processes of psychic and secial
individuation are not in any case adaptations of the
social systems and psychic apparatuses to the becoming
of the technical system: they are processes of adaption,
that is, of co-individuation. in which social systems and
psychic apparatuses produce and individuate the tech-
nical system as much as they parricipate in their own
respective individuations—and do so in a way chat is
transductively interlinked.

Gille argues chat che state must assume the regulation
of (inevitable and necessary) conflicts in order 1o avoid
the destruction of these systems: the state regulates by
determining the parameters of the technical system and
the correlative evolution of the social systems through
negotiation, forecasting, and planning, that is, through
the long-term organization of technologieel and indus-
trial becoming; it must equally ensure the possibility
of research independent of private investment, which
is short-termist when compared with intergenerational
social time.

Such policies are therapeutics which define regimes
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of individuation based on long circuits of rransindi-
viduation. and which prescribe conditions in which
technological and industrial pharmacology produces
individuation more than it does disindividuation.

Now, an essential aspect of the ideological war
led by the neoliberals of the conservative revolucion
wis the condemnation of governmental industrial
and long-term policy and the corresponding accusa-
tion that governments inevitably promote inefficient
models of economic administration—e¢ven though
the United States milicary continues to determine the
direction of rhe industrial policies of the American
state. ‘This eventually evolved into the accusation
that all social structures that produce long circuits
of transindividuation are guilty of curbing the mod-
ernization made possible by the development of the
technical system.

When ‘Thatcher and Reagan initiated deregulacion,
dismantling and eventually liquidacing all state appara-
tuses, their gamble was chat these adjustment processes
could be entrusted to the operation of the marke:
alone, thar is, to markering, which then exploits withornr
limit the psychotechnologies constituting rthe media
infrastructure—and does so at the service of a behav-
ioral control which is “narcotic,” that is, which is

anaestherizing and which produces addicrion.
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Confounding the technical and economic systems
as a principal factor of carelessness

This unlimited exploitation leads to the slow but inex-
orable liquidation of the apparars of production of
libidinal energy, an apparatus formed by conjoining psychic
apparatuses and social systems so as to produce sublimation
systems (and which concretize individuation insofar as it
is always at once psychic and collective). In the autumn
of 2008, this unlimited exploitation will turn out to
have installed a genuinely planerary carelessness.

‘the con founding of the technical and ecunomic systems
is a catastcophe which inevitably leads these two systems,
which are thoroughly pharmacological, to potentize
and exacerbate their toxic, entropic and self-destructive

tendencies—for four reasons:

1. The subordination of the technical to the economic
system, itself dominated by the highly speculative
and short-termist financial sub-system, reinforces
the destructive effects of innovation and of the accel-
eration of innovation for the other social systems:
the technical system incessancly disadjusts from the
social systems. And it tends to bury, suppress, and
delay the effects of this disadjustmenc by substituting
for these social systems technical processes amount-
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ing to services which short-circuit that process of
eransindividuation of which these social systems are
the organization—the absence of regulation leading
in the end to the destruction of temporaliries (long
circuits) which are nor immediately “monetizable,”
that is, eapable of being absorbed by a consumer
market.

. The extremely rapid and violent penetration of tech-
nology in the different social systems (family systems,
education systems, political systems, judicial systems,
linguistic systems, etc.) leads to generalized prole-
tarianization: technological innovation is imposed
through marketing as a process of adaptation of
psychic and social individuals. and not appropriated
as a vector of individuation and process of adoption
dehning a therapeutic regime, that is, savoir-vivre
(therapeuma and epimeleia as techniques of self and
others). This is why it no longer allows the creation
of circuits of transindividuation and on the contrary
sersas its principle the short-circuiting of the transin-
dividuation process—which amounts to a principle
of systemic carelessness.

. 'The short-termist pressure exerted by fictitious capital
and shareholder management over the development
of a technical system entirely subordinated to the
economy and therefore to the market, and for which
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the only developmental possibilities that come to be
selected are those enabling the very rapid constitn-
tion of solvencies—thereby closing off all possibilities
for social investment in the pharmakon. both in
the long term and as therapeutic implementation
of its socialization—rthis pressure of the economic
system on the technica! system leads to a systemically
careless development of the technical system itself.

4. The geographical, biological, demographic and psy-
chic systems find themselves disadjusted, leading to
their disequilibrium, rather than to beneficial disrup-
tions (that is, to disruptions that would be effectively
negentropic, disruptions capable of leading to the
production of new metastabilities, such as would occur
if the pharmakon wete implemented therapeutically).

The collapse of the system of motivations

Human becoming is the result of a threefold process
of individuation for which the technical system.
social systems and psychic apparatuses are the meta-
stable configurarions engendering processes of technical,
collective and psychicindividuation. These threeindivid-
uation processes are inseparable: they form transductive

relations.2?
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These transductive relations tie together three orga-
nological levels which must be distinguished, and which
have their own logic and their own tendencies, but
which cannor be considered in isolation from one

another:

* The psychicapparatus is based on a system of psycho-
somatic organs;

* The technical system connects artificial organs which
become the pharmaka of the psychosomatic body,
connecting it to other bodies at the heart of social
systems;

¢ Social systems are the organizations through which
the rransindividual metastabilizes and unifies the
therapeutic regimes which constitute social blend-
ing {faire-conps] through the collective individuation

process.

That che rtechnical system is in transductive relation
with the social systems means that it cannot be devel-
oped without a human milieu in relation to which it is
exogenous, a milieu formed out of psychicand collecrive
individuals cultivating their singularities by cultivating
consistences, that is, objects which do not exist, but which
are infinite—and which, as such, permit the unification
at infinity (infinitely tocome) of systems and individuals.
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Thart the psychic apparatus is in transductive relation
with the technical system means that psychic appa-
ratuses cannot socialize withour passing through the
pharmaka constitutive of the technical system—which
is also a system of tertiary retentions,2® and which thus
supports individual and collective protentions {and the
formarion of credit). These pharmaka permit the forma-
rion of both long and short transindividuation circuits.

Reciprocally, social systems, as processes of collective
individuation, thar is, as evolving systems, cannot per-
petuate themselves without adopring pharmaka through
the psychic individuals who transindividuate themsclves
at the heart of these social systems, pbarmaka which as
such disrupr the organizations in which these systems
consist: each organological level being individuated in
cransductive relation to the indrviduation of the other
systems.

In the twentieth centuty, however, the economic
system having taken a step beyond all the other systems,
and being charged with the task of unifying them &y
finitizing chem, that is, submitting them to a process
of generalized “monetization”—and the financial sub-
system having taken a step beyond the production
sub-system at the hearr of the economic system itself —it
is infinitive consistence (the law of desire), constituting
the condition of any genuine co-individuation of the
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three organological levels, which finds itself destroyed.
Now, there can be no sustainable {that is, care-ful
[curieusel) protention without infinitive consistency.

This results in borh the squeezing of all anticiparions
into an ultra-shore-term horizon of speculation, and the
collapse of the system of motivations. Speculation, very
far from producing a new dynamic, on the contrary
fossilizes time: it freezes it into a wall of time where
past and furure cancel each other out, and where all
forms of investmenr disintegrate. The ultra-short-term
tendency of completely deregulated fictitious capital,
which systemically shert-circuits the process of transin-
dividuation, thereby causes fictitious capital to become
totalized and extremist. This tendency is, then, intrinsi-
cally self-destructive and as such annihilates rime—time,
of which the law is desire, insofar as it perinits the reali-
zation (through sublimation) of motives of imaginasion
(possibilitres).

Such a situation of carelessness—which can only
lead to the entropic disintegration of the three orga-
nological levels, while at the same time destroying the
extra-organological systems (geographical, climatologi-
cal, geological, and biological systems)—is induced by
a consumerist model which, having reached its limits
through the spread of dissociated milieus,# that is, pro-

letarianized milieus, becomes self-destructive, insofar as
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what it destroys is not merely the desire of consumers
but also their healch.

The reinvention of the industrial economy presup-
poses the reconstitution of a libidinal economy without
which there can be no investment, and this means that
new apparatuses of production of libidinal energy must be
conceived and inststuted—because such apparatuses are
necessarily institutions. hence the ecclesiastical institution
and its care-ful [curienx) inhabitant, che curé; hence che
school and its master, the teacher [instrtutenr).

To economize anew, that is, to struggle against the care-
less tendency inherent to that pharmakon that is capital,
and t/sus to take care of the world, can clearly no longer
pass by way of “stimulating consumption.” But neither
can it pass by way of a “decrease in growth” [“décr-
oissance’]. Rather, a pathway 1o genuine growth must be
refound, a growth running counter to the mis-growth
[mécroissance] that consumerism has become,?’ and a
growth which would consist in a renaissance of desire.
Such a rebirth would be achieved by implementing an
economy of contribution, an economy for which “z0
economize” means “to take care,”2¢ and an economy

within which care cultivates associated milieus.2?
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Pharmacology of technical tendencies

In the course of his ethnographic research, and by com-
paring ethnic groups, André Leroi-Gourhan created
the concept of what he called “technical tendencies.”
Technical tendencies emerge from thar “inrerior milieu”
which the “ethnic group” constitures. Technical tenden-
cies emerging from the ethnic group are projected in
the form of technical objects, the totality of which con-
stitute a “membrane” (or a “film") through which che
erhnic group takes hold of its exterior milieu, which it
chus assimilates via its technical objects.

Leroi-Gourhan’s analysis is greatly inspired both by
Henri Bergson, as Leroi-Gourhan explicitly acknowl-
edges with his references to the theory of “life force,”
and by Claude Bernard, who makes use of the concepts
of interior milieu, exterior milieu, as well as of mem-
brane and cell, in order to describe the “metabolic”
functions of socio-ethnic groups.

Now, the interior milieu in which technical tendencies
are formed is at the same time the sear of counter-
tendencies /imiting their concrete expression. The inte-
rior milieu “secretes” these tendencies, bur it a/so secretes
something similar to an (auto-)immune system in order to
struggle against the toxic effects that these tendencies may

ar rimes provoke within the interior milieu.
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‘This is in effect constituted through a technical milieu
which supports it, which is its condition, and which is
its double (in the double sense of the word, if | may put
it like this): the technical milieu (equivalent to what
Bertrand Gille called the technical system), harbored
by the interior milieu, and supporting it, also does not
cease to exceed it and to threaten it with destruction,
as though it were a parasite thar also happens to be the
condition of possibility (and of impossibility) of that
upon which it is parasitical. In brief, it is a matcer of a
pharmacological milieu, bearing tendencies which are
curative as well as poisonous.

‘This is why, within the interior milieu, a technical
tendency, though it has its provenance in this milieu,
is never completely expressed within that milieu: a
technical tendency is only realized through technical
facts which are a compromise between technical char-
acteristics, emerging from the tendency, and ethnic
characreristics that Leroi-Grouhan describes as degrees
of technical fact?® limiting cthis tendency—degrees of
which the first is the pure rendency, but which is
therefore covered over by other degrees which mask i,
limiting its expression, indeed rerurning the technicity
of the tendency against its own expression. In certain
regards, there is a manifest content (which is the tech-
nical fact) and a latent content (which is the technical
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tendency)—the manifest contenr expressing the larenr
content only by dissimulating it, deferring |différant] it,
and differentiating [différenciant] itself from ic.

Such is the case because the interior milieu (which
constitutes the echnic group) harbors within the tech-
nical milieu a social sub-group (the technical group),
bearer of the tendency, which is distinguished from
other social groups, themselves bearers of counter-
tendencies emerging from other social systems. A social
counter-tendency consists in causing the technical ten-
dency to “diffract,” to deflect, and even to reverse its
direction, in order to ensure that the technical ten-
dency does not destroy those systems constituting the
interior milieu, which would be inevitable were it to
be expressed without any limitation whatsoever. The
tendency which bears the technical group is therefore
concretely expressed as a technical fact in the encoun-
ter with other social groups which take hold of this
tendency in causing it to bifurcate.

This deflection, this diff raction, and the bifurcations
which are produced by it, and which are specific forms
of what Derrida described as différance (which is also
an economy)?? constitutes the reality of the process of
co-individuation of the technical system with the social
systems—and, through them, the individuation of the
psychic systems that anticipate them and realize them
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just as much as they are submitted to them and find
themselves conditioned by them.

In conrrast with these conservative reactions of the
interior milieu, however, the technical group, which
tends to facilitate the expression of the technical ten-
dency, is a step ahead when compared to the ethnic
group, insof ar as it is extremely aware of elements of the

exterior milieu

thac we must [. ..] understand first of all as a natural
milicu, which is inert, composed of stones, wind, trees, and
animals, but also as the bearer of the objects and the ideas

of difterent human groups.*®

The technical group is, then, what causes the passing
into action (or the transgression [passer 4 lacte]) of
the technical tendency (which is nothing other than
a potential), via the intermediaty of objects and ideas
coming from the exterior milieu, that technicians assim-
ilate, and through which they take a step ahead of the
interior milieu. The interior group is, however, led
to itself assimilate chis technical milieu in order to be
able to assimilate that which, in its exterior milieu, has
changed, something Leroi-Gourhan demonstrates with
his example of the snowshoe, adopted by the Aluskan
Inuit because their climate was becoming frozen: every-
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thing here is a matter of arrangements between dynamic
systems.

The economy of contribution as the overturning
[renversement/ of the bearish macro-tendency

The technical tendencies proper to human groups®!
define the human as such, and threaten rthe human as
such: they chreaten the cohesive ftactors unifying the
group. Technical tendencies originate from the ethnic
group itself. Leroi-Gourhan’s “technical milieu” may be
a step ahead when compared with the interior milieu,
yet it is so, if one can put it like this, from our of this
interior and, in some way, by 4ellowing out this interior.
In Gille’s account, on the other hand, the technical
system and its dynamic seem to become exteriorized,
to detach from the interior milieu, and to de-correlate
from the social systems: this is what Gille describes as
disadjustment.

The societies of which Gille speaks are no longer
ethnic and tribal groups: they are much larger social
groups (empires, politically and economically organ-
ized and hierarchized cities, churches, nations, etc.), the
social structures of which are profoundly distant from

these of ethnic groups, as well as being divided and
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differentiated into sub-groups, social classes, economic
sectors, etc.

In these hierarchical societies, social groups are in a
relation to other social groups with which they form a
unity (imperial, political, religious, national, etc.), as if
these “ethnic cells” have integrated to form a superior
body constituting a new interior milieu. Furchermore,
such hierarchical societies maintain commercial and mil-
itary relations with one another, leading to an exterior
milieu that is more and more strongly “anchropized.”
that is, technicized: a milieu of exchanges and of “exter-
nal commerce,” through which inrernational law can
form, which is sometimes an economic site, and at other
times a site of war.

Disadjustment is manifested in the spatial differ-
entiation which urbanization induces. But it has only
become a perceprible and constant factor of the social
dynamic since the time of the industrial revolution. The
technical system then tends to blanket and absorb the
social systems, first of all by inscribing savoir-faire inro
machines {by grammatizing knowledge), chen by short-
circuiting savoir-vivre via the apparatus supporting the
service industries (in the consumerist epoch). contem-
porary reticulated society grammatizing social relations
themselves via social engineering.

There have always been, in all preceding periods of
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human society, processes de-correlating the technical
system from the social systems, and the technical milieu
has always exceeded the interior milieu—something the
Greeks characterized as a form of hubris. Bus for the
past ten thousand years of sedentary life and urbanized
civilization, such processes—which disrupt the social
system and the overall collective individuation process,
and which are provoked by “leaps” in the individuation
of the technical system-—always constituted exceptional
episodes.

Disadjustment becomes chronic from the time of the
industrial revolution. And this becomes even more the
case at the beginning of the twentieth century, when
industry, struggling against the tendential decline in the
rate of profit, systematically organizes a form of perma-
nent innovation which presupposes the development
of a consumerist society, and which depends upon the
systematic and continual transformation of ways of life.

From that point, not only does the technical system
no longer seem to be secreted by the ethnic group—a
situation which began from the moment the ethnic
“cell” became integrated with other, similar “cells”
in order to form a more complex social body—but it
seems as though the technical system, in fact, escapes to
a new interior milieu within this complex body. Such

is the process of dissociation, a process through which
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social systems cease to appropriate the technical ten-
dency by deflecting it and individuating it, buc racher in
which the social systems themselves are short-circuited
and literally dis-integrated via the technicization of the
social.

Wichin this process, the economic system too is de-
correlated from the other social systems, both through
financialization and by taking control of the technical
system, which thus becomes the vector of deterritoriali-
zation. The technical tendencies no longer proceed from
out of the interior milieu, and are no longer secreted by
it, to the extent that ¢tfere no longer is an interior milieu:
the technical milieu, passing into the control of a techni-
cal system itself largely deterritorialized and globalized,
leads to the pure and simple dilution of the incerior
milieu, as if it had been parasitized—and poisoned.

This amounts, then, to the attaining of a limit—
because the dilution of interior milieus is also the
disintegration of psychic apparatuses, as well as rhe
total exhaustion of libidinal energy and of capacities
for investment, anticipation, and will. According to
the principles of general organology, a technical milieu
stripped of the interior milieu is a process of technical
individuation stripped of the process of psychosocial
individuation, and is hence a process which inevitably

becomes entropic, given cthau it has destroyed its energy
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base—libidinal energy, which is a necessary condition
for every kind of protention—and given that technical
tendencies are actualized in technical facts which are the
material expression of these tendencies.

Having reached this stage, the tendential decline in
the rate of profit, and its consumerist and speculative
counter-tendency, together engender a bearish macro-
tendency which eventually becomes unsustainable: such
is our lot. In order to overturn this tendency. it is essential
[capital] to reconstitute 4 process of individuation of
the technical milieu through the individuarion of a new
type of interior milieu (constituted by “multicudes™ of
“cells”) via investment in the relational rechnologies
characteristic of reticulated societies.

The therapeutic program of this pharmacology, which
rests on the formation of new associated milieus, is the

economy of contriburion.32

Onrganology of tendencies and of their
transductive arrangements

There are tendencies and counter-tendencies proper to
each of the three organological levels, but these arrange
and tie together the transductive relations between the

three levels:
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e At the psychosomartic level, drive-based and sublima-
tory tendencies and counter-tendencies play out, the
compromise between which constitutes a libidinal
economy—expressed concretely in the course of time
through psychic configurations which are each time
specific—by arranging pharmacological possibilities
and through being projected across pharmaka on
the social plane, where psychic individuation equally
becomes collective individuation and the formation
of a circuit of transindividuation;

* At the technical and pharmacological level, techni-
cal tendencies play out, which are only expressed
concretely as technical facts encountering counter-
tendencies elicited by other social systems, which thus
cross, animate, structure and individuate the rechni-
cal system itself—an encounter which always rakes
place through psychic individuals inscribing their
psychic individuation within collective individuation;

* At the social level, which is that of organizations
and institutions of collective individuation, tenden-
cies metastabilizing toward synchronization (where
synchronization is the condition of unity of the
social level in its totality) play both with and against
diachronizing tendencies, which incessandy jostle
against these structures which are metastabilized

through collective individuation—under the impetus
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of psychic individuals themselves individuated and
diachronically singularized through their relation to
pharmaka (and to technical tendencies), wherever
therapeutic spaces deriving from the social level make
this possible.

le is through these arrangements of multilayered ten-
dencies that transindividuation processes are woven.
Each of the social systems is itself constituted by specific
tendencies which instantiate the dynamics of synchro-
nization and diachronizat'on, and which form its ewn
circuits of transindividuation.

Nevertheless, with each new stage of grammati-
zation, new synchronization processes, that is, new
regimes of metastabilization, are enabled. But begin-
ning with that grammatization process which enabled
the discretization of corporeal flows, in turn enabling
their calculation via machine tools and the appara-
tus of production, management and conception, and
eventually via the psychotechnologies orchestrating con-
sumption (making it possible to calculate the flux of
consciousness— “available brain-time”), the economic
system takes a step beyond all the other social systems
by taking control of the technical system itself—that
is, by controlling which possibilities are selected from
amongst all those constituting the protentional felds
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opened up by technical tendencies, and by imposing
favorable technical facts on fctitious capiral, which is
itself imposed on productive capital.
Grammatization—that is, pharmacology—is never-
theless what also enables new processes of diachroniza-
tion—thac is, of individuation. Faced with the bearish
macro-tendency described in the preceding paragraphs,
a macro-tendency amounting to a negative arrangement
of tendencies issuing from the three organological levels,
we must reacrivate an inherent rendency toward eleva-
tion in human societies, and which was translated, at a
certain stage of grammatization, and via the hypomnesic
pharmakon, into the culture of consistences of the skhole

and orium.

The tendency to elevation— “there are a lot of
alternatives”

For every stage of grammatization, societies institute
therapeutic systems, systems of care, techniques of self
and others, which constitute spiritualities and diverse
noetic forms, from shamanistic models to artistic
models, passing through churches, medical therapies,
schools, sports, philosophies, and every system of sub-

limation.
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These systems, which are concrete expressions of the
tendency to cultivate consistences, nevertheless presup-
pose the apparatus of production of subsistences with
which they compose, and through which is formed a
negotium which, as commerce, isalso a calculation about
what does exist and what will exist. What composes
together, then, is the ot of consistences, the #egotiran
of subsistences and that which constitutes existences
worthy of this name—through which a savoir-vivre is
formed that one can call existersce.

"lhe economy of contribution is the stimulation of
desire through the reconstitution of systems of care
founded on contemporary pharmaka and constituting
a new commerce of subsistences in the service of a new
existence.

In the course of history, human societies arrange,
combine, and economize various tendencies and
counter-tendencies which weave and metastabilize che
dynamic systems that are formed on the three orga-
nological levels. These arrangements are formed by
potentizing [potentialisant] the tendencies and counter-
tendencies occurring at these three levels. The dynamic
historical processes resulting from these arrangements
are generated from out of the fimits of those which
precede them, and they are subsequently transformed
through the encounter with their own limits, We live at
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such a moment—to a very grave degree: to the degree
that the very survival of humankind is at stake.

Toward the end of the twentieth century, the
tendential fall in the rate of profit, counteracted by
counter-tendencies harnessing libidinal energy, in the
end produced @ conjunction of the drive-based tendency
of the psychic syscem and the speculative tendency of
the economic system. But in the new pharmacological
context created by digital networks, @ contrary arrange-
ment clearly becomes imaginable: one can imagine thar
sendencies to investment could be combined with subl;-
wnatory tendencies.

These arrangements presuppose articulations between
the economic system and the psychic apparatus at both
the organizational level and the psychosomatic level.
These ardculations are translated at the level of the
technical system by giving orientations to technical
tendencies, and more preciscly through the types of
technical fact which are then selected by the economic
system conjoined to the psychic system, technical
facts which concretely express technical tendencies:
the technical tendency that comes to be expressed in
a technical system is not a determination, no more
than the tendential fall in the rate of profit determines
the end of capitalism—and the technical reality is not
the tendency, but the fact. On the other hand. the
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tendency opens various possibilities, and that is why
to the TINA ideology, “there is no alternative,” one
must oppose the TALOA argument, “there are lots of
alternatives.”

Tendencies are potentials lying within the interior
and from which possibilities can be selected: they open
fields of protentional possibilities. Possibilities which are
selected are then expressed concretcly as technical facts,
but these are always oriented through social systems.
Social systems, on the other hand, are themselves cur-
rencly involved in a struggle for control of collective
individuation. Qur epoch is characterized by the fact
that it is the economic system dominated by fictitious
capital that imposes a technical system the evolutions
of which it presents as ineluctable—an ineluctability
supposedly extending to the liquidation not only of
the state, but of all long circuits of transindividuation,
which was the very thing advocated by Thatcher and
Reagan in the 1980s, and still advocated by Sarkozy and
Berlusconi in the 2000s. But in reality such arrange-
ments are historical, and perfectly contingent—what is
more, they are profoundly toxic.
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From drive-based emptiness to the overturning of

the tendency

The ultraliberal parameters of the rechnical system
which led to what proved to be the catastrophe of 2008
were directed solely by the short term, that is, by techni-
cal facts organized and produced through marketing—a
marketing which denies that long-term tendencies exist:
nothing other than the market can direct becoming, we
are informed by this “managerial dogmatism,"*3 and it
is just too bad if this becoming [devenir] turns out to no
longer have any future [@venir).

‘Those arguing for and explicicty demanding this denial
of long-term existence. and finally of time itself (that is,
of the individuation of singularities, of existence), claim
that it is not possible to predict the technical future, nor
is it possible to build any kind of political will or bring
it into reality, But this devaluing of anticipation, which
in its own terms is contradictory to &// forms of invest-
ment, rests on a confusion operating between technical
fact and technical tendency.

Leroi-Gourhan in effect shows that it is entirely pos-
sible to anticipate technical becoming, on the condition
that we understand that becoming, oriented, encour-
aged and moved by technical tendencies, is “diffracted”

and deflected into technical facts which, in the short
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term, can seem perfectly clearly 1o rorally contradict this
tendency (just as the current of a river, observed at a
very reduced scale, can give the feeling of flowing from
east to west whereas it is in fact fowing from west 1o
east, because the observed portion, being a whirlpool,
engenders contrary currents), indeed to durably block
it (an available technique can be utilized in order ro
counteract the new technique of which the tendency is
a bearer).

Such apparent contradictions are possible because
technical facts are compromises between technical
tendencies and social systems, which are themselves
organizations resulting from tendencies and counter-
tendencies constituting them as metastable systems.*
The question then becomes to know how a public
power can, without reducing all social systems to the
economic system (because this would be ro dissolve
desire into pure calculability), create adjustments ena-
bling the reconstruction of the long term, anticipation,
investment, etc.

The careless tendency substituting the marker for
commerce is currently dominant, a tendency resulting
from a toxic combination of tendencies and counter-tenden-
cies at the three organological levels. This toxic economy
of regressive tendencies, implemented by consumerism

exercising the psychopower of irts cultural hegemony
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through the intermediary of psychotechnologies, in this
way controls the becoming of individual and collective
behavior, as well as the dynamic processes of the techni-
cal system. From the resulting destruction of circuits
of transindividuation also resules the dilution of those
interior milieus constituting human groups.

“Internalizing” [“intérioriser” capitalism and its
functioning, if one still wishes to speak the language of
Bolianski and Chiapello, presupposes that the interior
milieu has not been completely diluced—failing which,
there is no longer any internalization, but only pure exte-
riorization leading to a drive-based emptiness. Such are
the systemically bearish consequences—consequences
which include the production of an immense systemic
stupidity?®—of the tendential fall in the rate of profit
and its consumerist counter-tendency.

The tendency to carelessness is irreducible: there is
not, there never has been and there never will be a para-
dise on earth. This is why it is necessary to organize an
economy of carelessness by cultivating systems of care
which presuppose a pharmacologieal intelligence. con-
cretely expressing in this way an art of living, weaving
therapeutic multiples. Our epoch is, however, very sin-
gular: unlike any other before it, iz has made carelessness
into the very principle of its organization. This is what can
no longer be endured.
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Such are the urgency and the challenge—global and
unprecedented—to conduct a grand overturning of ten-
dencies in the face of generalized drive-based emptiness.

The economy of contribution as a new relation
between the technical system and social systems

Under the influence of technical tendencies, the becom-
ing of the technical system—in particular after the
advent of industrialization, and through those very
specific technical objects that are machines, then appara-
rus—is traversed by a process of concretization which is
realized through the integration of functions, a process
through which several functions come to be founded on
a single function, which thus becomes plurifiinctional.

Gilbert Simondon analyzes this process of becom-
ing in particular in relation to heat engines: his first
example is the passage from external combustion {the
furnace), which moves the piston of the steam engine,
to the combustion produced in the interior of the cyl-
inder, where the piston slides open due to the force of
the explosion of a gas, a passage which occurs when the
Lenoir engine replaces the stean engine in the series of
heat engines.*

Another case of functional integration appears with
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what Simondon calls the techno-geographic milieu asso-
ciated with the Functioning of a technical system.
Simondon developed this theory in relation to the
Guimbal turbine. for which he showed that the marine
element is functionally integrated into the engine and
thus becomes an associated techno-geographical milieu.
Other forms of techno-geographical milieu exist, not
strictly associated wirh the technical system, hur adapted
via a technique which forms an intermediary between it
and the geographical milieu, and which as such forms
a techno-geographical milieu. Consider, for example,
the contours of a strctcch of land, worked upon and
technicized so thar it can incorporate a rail network, and
enabling a locomotive to be adapted to these contours of
land: in this situation, che network constitutes an inter-
face between the geographical system and the technical
system.

In 1990 Philippe Aigrin and myself put forward the
idea that the software industry and its digital networks
will eventually cause associated techno-geographical
milieus of a new kind to appear, enabling human geog-
raphy to interface with the technical system, to make
it function and, especially, make it evolve, thanks o
this interfacing:37 collaborative technologies and free
license software rest precisely on the valorization of
such associated human milieus, which also constitute
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techno-geographical spaces for the formarion of positive
externalities.

This process is an inter-systemic macro-tendency
formed ac the interface of the technical system and
social systems, and operating a functional integration
between them—bur where this integration is, however,
not necessarily beneficial: it is highly phiarmacological,
and hence, for example, social networks are clearly also
connected to processes of auromated traceability, set
into motion by actions and requests rhar necwork actors
mostly produce without cven knowing it, buc which
confer ro those who obrain this information a new type
of power.

Here, the interface between the technical system and
social systems does not operate via the ecenomic system,
bur precisely through those social systems which are
bearers of the knowledge {savoirs] which society holds.
Such forms of knewledge and their valorization are the
only pessibilities we have for struggling against the pro-
duction of information without knowledge. Developing
such forms of knowledge and valuing them economi-
cally will cause a new economic system to emerge
from the heart of the social systems, and respecting
these social systems means constituting an economy of

contribution, contra the economy of carelessness.
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For a New Critique of Political Economy

Introduction
! These concepts are developed in La Technique et le Temps 3:
Le temps du cinéma etla question du mal-étre (Paris: Galilée,
2001), A summary can be found in Philosopher par accidens.
with Elie During (Paris: Galilée, 2004), pp. 748.
2 La Technigue et le Temps 3.

Pharmacology of the prolesarias

1 A podcast is available on the Ars Industrialis website: heep://
www.arsindustrialis.org

2 heep:/fwww.ccic-cerisy.asso fr/activitemarchande08. hanl

3 Chrisuan Fauré, Alain Giffard, Bernacd Sriegler, Pour en finir
avec la méaroissance. Quelyues propositions d’Ars Induserialis
{Paris Flammarion, 2009).

4 In particular André Gorz.

5 And this would be contrary to the fantasy. inspired by incau-
tious readings of Hannah Arendt, that seeks to purify “the
political” of anything economic.

6 Sce Jeremy Rifkin, The EndafWork: The Becline of the Global
Labor Force and the Dawn of the Post-Morket Fra (New
York: Putnam Books, 1995). And Michel Rocard, ‘Preface,”
to Rifkin, La Fin du travail, tans. P. Rouve (Paris: La
Découverte, 2006).
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Dominique Méda, Le Travail. Une valeur en voie de dispars-
tion {Paris: Aubier, 1995).

André Gorz, Métamor phoses du travail. Critiqne de lu raison
économique (Paris: Gallimard, 2004). In English, Critigue
of Economic Reason, trans. C. Tumer and G. Handyside
(London: Verso, 1989).

Antonella Corsani and Maurizio Lazzarato, Intermitsents et
précaires (Paris: Amsterdam, 2008).

McKenzie Wark, A Hacker Manifesso  (Cambridge,
Massachuserts: Harvard University Press, 2004).

Pekka Himanen, 7he Hacker Ethic: A Radical Approach tu the
Philosophy of Business (New York: Random House, 2002).
The new question of work is also cthat of a new attitude,
which is characteristic of the aspirations of younger gen-
crations. [ argued in La Télécratie contre ln démocratie (Paris:
Flammarion, 2006} char cthe demonstrarions of French sru-
dents against the C’E {Conuat Premier Emploi: a first job
contract) were before anything else a protest against the
confusion between work and job: *Not all employment
is work: not all jobs are conducive 1o the acquisition and
development of knowledge and therewith, 10 individua-
tion, thar is. the process whereby you can make a place for
vourself in society as a producer, and nos only us a consumer
whose job furnishes the employee a sal ary which in turn confers
buying power. Individuacion is on the contrary what takes
work beyond nicre em ployment, & one understands thac ‘work’
consisis in action in the world in order to transform it on the
basis of the knowledge one has of it. Now work, w© the extenr
thac it has been affecred by grammatization, in the secondary
as well as in the rertiary secrors, insofar as it has become more
and more a matter of ‘wages. is today most of ten reduced ro
the rime spent in employment: rhis is what results from the
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spread of dissociated milieus, a spread which is itselt the frst
consequence of the grammatization of gestures and modes
of production in which the industrial revolution consists”
(Télécrarie contre la démocratie, pp. 243-4). 1 will rerurn o
these questions in more dezail further on.

Ie s chis “ac once™ chat Immanuel Wallerstein has perhaps
overlooked in his reference to the theory of cycles.

I ry ta describe the negative dynamic of this exhaustion in
Pour en finir avec la mccroissnce.

That i to say, the increase in the fixed capital component
{the means of production) and the corresponding decrcase
of variable capital (wage labor) which Marx shows to be the
result of a decrease in the profirability of investmens.
Bernard Stiegler. Economie de I'hypermatériel es du psycho pou-
vair. Eutretiens avec Philippe Pesis ev Vincent Bontens (Paris:
Mille et une nuits, 2008),

Pour en finir avec la mécroissance.

Jeremy Rifkin, 7he Age of Access: The New Culture of
Hypercapitalism Where All of Life ks a Paid-for Experience
(New York: Putnam, 2000), p. 9.

Kar! Marx, Contribution to a Critigue of Political Economy.
exans. S. W. Ryanzanskaya (Moscow: Progress Publishers,
1970), pp. 195-6.

Ibid, p. 197.

Guy Debord. The Society of the Spectacle. trans. Donald
Nicholson-Smith (New York: Zone Books. 1995), p. 159.
Jacques Dervida. Dissemination. trans. Barbara Johnson
(Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1981), pp. 61-171.
Gilles Deleuze and Félix Guatzari, Anti-Oedipus, trans. Robert
Hurley, Mark Seem, and Helen R. Lane (Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press, 1983), pp. 144-5.

“[A] memory of words (parofes) and no longer a memory of
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things. a memory of signs and no longer of eftects.” Anti-
@cdipus, p. 144.

Scott Lash and Celia Lury, Global Culture Indusny (London:
Polity, 2007).

The reader may consult the report of rhe International
Telecommunication Union:  htrp://wawweitu.int/itunews/
manager/display.asplang=endyear=2005&issue=09&ipage
=things&ext=html

Grimmatization is the condition of possibility of what Guy
Dcbord calls materialized ideology. Sce 7he Society of the
Spectacte, pp. 212=13. But Debord does not think gram-
matization itself, nor its pharmacological characrer, and this
constinutes a blockage in his thought.

Mécréance et diserédit 3. Lespric perdu du capitalisme (Paris:
Galilée, 20006).

Karl Marx and Friedrich Lingels, 70 Cormnnenise Manifesto,
trans. Samuel Moorce (London: Penguin Books, 1967), p. 88.
lbid.

facques Rancitre, The Nights of Labor: The Workers' Dream
in 19th Centwry France. wans. John Drucy (Philadelphia:
Temple University Press, 1989).

Hypomnemata ate mnemo-techniques, which is also to say
hypomnesic pharmaka, shown by Michel Foucault to play a
decisive role in the formation of atium and morewidely in rhe
processes of sublimation that he describes as “techniques of
the selt.” On thesc questions. see Aécréance et discrédit 1. La
decadence des démuocraties industrielfes (Paris: Galilée, 2004),
p. 107 forthcoming in English translation from Polity, and
Stiegler and Ars Industrialis, Réenchanter le monde: La valewr
esprit coutre le populisme ivdnseriel (Paris: Flammarion, 2006)
p. 31 forthcoming in English translation from Continuum.
Paut-Laurent Assoun, Le Fétichisme (Paris: PUF, 2006).
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Bakhtin's dialogical theory is close to the Simondonian
conception of linguistic individuation: no psycholinguistic
individuation can take place without also consisting in a
socio-linguistic individuation.

Meécréance et duscrédie 1, p.76 and p. 88.

One speaks of “discconomy” in order to qualify the destruc-
tive dynamic brought about by negative externalities. thar
is, by environmenwl disorders whose costs are not paid by
cconomic actors but which nevertheless fragilize the general
cconomy.

Thesc social nctworks based on the web 2.0 are produced by
social engineering and by developments in what is called the
social web, the most famous instance of which is Facebook,
which in August 2008 passed 160 million members. There
arc, however, all sorts of other dimensions to these digital
“relational technologies.” The second of the Entretiens du
nouveau monde industriel, organized by Cap Digizd, the Fcole
su périeure de creation industrielle, and the Pompidou Center's
Institut de recherche es dinnovation, will be on this subject,
forthcoming from Mille et une nuits.

Scveral studies have highlighted this, one in partic-
ular devoted to the ¢ffeas of television and DVD on
children under three years of age, a study headed by Frederic
Zimmerman and Dimitri Chriswakis ar the University of
Washington. On this subject, see Sdegler, Taking Care of
Youth and the Generations, trans. Stephen Barker (Sanford:
Stanford University Press. 2010), p. 56.

To work

Maurizio Lazzarato shows very well how this eliminasion of
the time of knowledge constitutes the vety heart of the project
of a “government of incqualities” in which ncoliberalism
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essentially consists, and it does so at the very moment when
an ideology abounds which would have us believe thar
the very cognitive capitalism responsible for proletarian-
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of Bakhtin. Sce La Télécratie contre ln démocratie and
Réenchanter le monde.

izing the “knowers™ [“sachans”) as Jean-Frangois Lyotard 10 “Econtomiser signifie prendre soin” |“Economizing means
B W e i, S T Ly taking care”} is the rtitle of a seminar 1 gave in the spring of
Ath sOcicly" See | " o Gouvemznem des inégaliré 2008 at the Collége luternational de philoso phie as a part of the
Cg. . e e oo < ' theoretical activities of Ars Industrialis. An audio recording is

ritique de l'insécurité néolibérale (Paris: Amsterdam, 2008). il sk ohvsmdhaibing
Mécré t discrédit 1, p. 120, ) ]

e Sl 5 .. g 11 Corsani and Lazzarato, Intermirtents et précaires. p. 121.
Maurizio Lazzarato, Puissance de [innovation. La psycholo- 12 Whid o 121
i4g. p. .

gie économique de Gabriel Tarde contre leconomie politique 13 Riﬂd: The End of Work, “Introduction.”

) ol - L] (3 .
(Cl;arls. 8 I:;rzgc::\cu;fr;cl:ﬁrncr:ln.fon:i(; 20(123),! a;gol; 14 Jean-Marie André, L otiwmn dans la vie moale et intellccti-

o et e e AL e Sl . alle romaine des origines a Ié poque augustéenne (Paris: PUF,
Laz.zaraco, who rcters to Gabriel de Tarde, singularly neglects 1965), p. 177
t!\: qucstll:nb of: hypox.ttl)rlucms :xth'out wl?l;:hhsuCh COQPC':' 15 [n Mécréance et discrédit 11 argue that the noetic soul passes
SEERARE i AFRSIPILIRNSARIONE WD SYRARINGSE; T into the noctic act only intermittently, and theref ore lives as
overlooks the retentional systems that enable the control SRR e ot o e
of this cooperation, as well as the proletarianization of the oI ! e

= . r : 16 Corsani and Laz2asato, [niermittents es précaires, p. 122.

activity of brains themselves, both on the side of production 7 ato, Le Gouvernement des négalisés, p. 43
and on that of consumpiion. On the other hand, in 2008. he 18 Michel Rc;car d. “Preface” to Rifkin ia Fi '; d‘; nw;/ail
d;s‘:ibes the effects O:‘ .this p '?Ie_tariaf‘;:"ﬂo.n and.the system 19 On these concepw, sec La Telécratic contre la democratie.
SRR ISR RSP S preris W Bt eiRacm 20 These two cconomic and historical realines are very different,

eration between brains. but to competition berween nervous
systems for access, not ro work, but merely to employment.

4 Yann Moulier-Boutang, himself citing [2zzarato, sets owe

his theses in Le Capitalisme cognitif la nouvelle grande
sransformation (Paris: Amsterdam, 2007).

even though Lazzarato often conflates them (see especially, pp.
42-7), as many do today. Fordism has nothing to do with reg-
ulation or redistribution, and i proposed no “social propercy™:
it functionally integrates production and consummation and
thereby invents consumerism. Keynesianism, on the other

5 Himanen, The Hacker Ethic.

6 Wark. A Hacker Manifesto.

7 Moulier-Boutang, Le Capitalisme cognitif, pp. 1998,

8 On this question, see Faure, Gilfard and Sticgler, Ponr en
Sonir avec la mécroissance.

9 ‘lhis dialogism is less that of dialectics than the dialogism

hand, represents a compromise between capital and labor.
Thar these owo transformations of the relation between capical
and labor can be combined is clear enough, but from that it
does not follow that they should be conflated: on the consrary.
it is necessary to distinguish them in order to understand how
they can be combined and. finally, how they can decompose.
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The denial of the epistemological scope of psychoanalysis by
Soviet psychology and, more broadly, by Sralinisc Marxists
throughout che world. is intrinsically ticd to this question.
This is the context in which a reader of La Nawwvelle Criti gue,
in April 1968, asks the cditors: “Would it be possible for La
Nouvelle Critique to stage a debate herween Marxists and
psychoanalysts? . . .] Young communist psychiatrists cannot
understand the positions of their Sovict comrades who totally
condemn this important aspect of psychiatry. A Marxist analy-
sis of this sicwittion is lacking” (La Nowvelle Critique, no. 13).

[ have analyzed chis demotivation in Constieuer [Eurape 2. Le
mottf européen (Paris: Galilée, 2005), pp. 29fF.

The analysis of lazzararo is here singularly clear. see in
partticular pp. 30-1 of Le Gawvernement des inégalités.
Guscave Flaubert, /. Fducation sentimentak.

Roland Barthes. “Musica Practica,” in /mage, Music, Texs
{London: Fontana, 1977), p. 149,

Sce De la misére symbolique 2. La catasnophe di sensible
(Paris: Galilée, 2005), p. 26.

See Taking Care of Youth and the Generations.

Jean-Claude Milner, Le Salaire de l'idéal. La théorie des classes
et de la culture au XXiéme siécle (Paris: Le Seuil, 1997),
Meécréance et discrédit 1.

If money is a form of grammatization and of tertiaty reten-
tion, one essential question is to gauge the consequences of
changes in its retentional materiality, as for emmple when
the metal coins first introduced by the Lydians are evencu-
ally replaced by John Law's paper money, and in turn by the
French Revolution’s assignats. This is one of the important
stakes of Jean Michc! Rey's Le Temps du crédit (Paris: Desclée
de Brouwer, 2002).

On this question, see Jean-Francois Lyotard. 7he /nhuman:
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Reflections on Time, trans. Geoffrey Benningron and Rachel
Bowlby (Cambridge: Polity, 1991).

Here a new reading of Lyotard's 7 Postmodern Condition
would be useful: crans. Geoff Bennington and Brian Massumi
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1992).

Pharmacology of Capital and Economy of
Contribution

| Jean-Frangois Lyotard, Libidinal Economy (Bloomington and

2

Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 1993).

Ars Industrialis, an internau’onal association for an industrial
polltics of technologies of spirit: http://www.arsindu.srialis.
urg

This conference is accessible at: herpe//wwwarsindustrialis,
org/pour-unc-économie-de-la-conrribution- 1

Sece pp. 66 and 84.

In the sense in which | take this term, sec p. 29fF.

The tendency of fictitious eapital is always to reduce the rules
to a minimum, if not to eliminate them altogether. in order,
as frequently as possible, to unlcash power.

See p.4].

I fAirst approached this theme of “incusie,” i n the first instance
by citing Jacques Bénigne Bossuet, in Mécréance et discrédie
1. La décadorce des démocraties industrielles (Paris: Galilée,
2004), p. 15, fortheoming in English translacion from Poliry
Press. Proust also made use of this word in his work, Swr I«
lecture (Paris: Acte Sud, 1988), p. 34. | musi thank Alain
Giftard for this reference.

“This was expressed clearly by Paul Mazur, a business partner
of Edward Bernays, cited by Al Gore in The Asqult on Reason
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(New York: Penguin, 2007), p 94. Mazur declared: “We
must shift America from a needs to desire culture. {...]

People must be wrained ro desire, to want new chings, even

before the old have been entirely consumed.”

That is, of rupture with what Al Gore described as ateach-
ment in referring to the theory of John Bowlby. Sce Al Gore,

The Assault on Reason.

Boltanski and Chiapello analyze the consequences chis Hex-

ibility has For conjugal life.

| have tried to show how this desteuction occurs in Taking
Care of Youth and the Generations, trans. Stephen Barker
{Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2010).

On chis subject. see: Fredenck J. Zimmermann, Dimicri A.
Christaks's aind Andrew N. Melteoff, “Television and DVD/
Video Viewing in Children Younger ‘Than 2 Years,” Archives
of Pediatrics and Adblescent Medicine 161 (2007), pp. 473-%;
and Dimitri A. Christakis, [rederick J. Zimmerman et

al., “Early Television Exposure and Subsequent Artentional
Problems in Children,” Pedriarrics 113 (2004), pp. 708-13.

Secpp. 37, 48ff. and 59.

Luc Boltanski and Eve Chiapello, 7he New Spiric of
Capitalism, tans. Gregory Elliott (New York and London:
Verso, 2005), p. 10. | have tried to show in Méréance vt
discrédit 3. Lésprit perdu du capitalisme (Paris: Galilée, 2006)
why Boltanski and Chiapello fail to grasp desire as such an
economy, and why they at the same time fail to describe the
consumerist libidinal economy and the impasses to which ic
leads. [n particular, they fail to analyze the effects of the lig-
uidation of the apparatus of production of libidinal energy.
and moregencrally of che psychic apparatus in its links to the
social and symbolic apparauts, hence their description of the
Hexibility of af ective relations lacks consequenee.
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It is because the libidina) economy is protentional and
becouse capital is an organization of the producn'on of pro-
tentions that capitalisn is an epoch of libidinal economy.
Max Weber, T Protestant Ethic and the Spiris of Capitalism
(London: Unwin, 1930). p. 71.

This is what Philippe Béraud and Franck Cormerais try to
think under the name, “sociesal value” [*valeur sociétate”), to
which Cormerais joins the question of societal innovation.
This point is developed further in Méazance es discredit 1. pp.
95-107and 120-4.

The wave of suicide committed by employces of France-
Télécom is the tragic reality of the joint destruction of the
apparatus of innovation and production, as well as of psychic
individuals, without whom there is nothing.

Bertrand Gille, Histoire des technigues (Paris: Gallimard,
1978), p. 77: “It is no longer a matter of undergoing
uncertain technological progress in its realizations, [...] of
accepting willy-nilly what occurs in the technical domain
and of effecting after a fashion the nccessary adaprations. In
all domains, in the economic as well as the military domain,
che future must be organized.”

The transductive relation is a concepr elaborated by Gilbert
Simondon. In a transductive relation, the terms of the rela-
tion are constituced through the relation, and do not precede
the relation.

See p. 140.

See p. 37.

On “mecroissance,” see Christian Fauré, Alain Giffard and
Bernard Stiegler, Four en finir avec la mécroissance (Paris:
Flammarion, 20009), pp. 20-1.

On this subject, see the Ars Induserialis seminar, * Tronver
de  nouvelles  armes™  hupi/www.arsindustrialis.org/
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le-séminaire-trouver-de-nouvelles-armes-collé:ge-internacio-
nal-de-philosophie

See p. 37 and Bernard Stiegler and Ars Industrialis,
Réenchamter le monde: La valewr esprit contre le populisme
industriel (Paris: Flammarion, 2006), pp. 49-55 torthcom-
ing in English translation from Continuum.

See André Lerai-Gourhan, Milien et tec/miques (Paris: Albin
Michel, 1945).

See Jacques Derrida, "Différance.” Margins of Philosophy
(Chicago: University of Chicago. 1472).

Leroi-Gourhan, Miliet: et techniques, p. 334.

These tendencies are the resute of the play of two forces:
physical forces and biological forees. On this subject, sce
Sticgler, Technics and Tire. 1: The Faulr of Epimethens, trans.
George Collins and Richard Beardsworth (Stanford.: Stanford
University Press, 1998). These tendencies are expressed
across all human groups and in this sense they are universal.
All groups harbor chem, bur each group concretizes them in
their own way, specifically, that is, by individuating them
in a specific way. and by individuating chemselves through
them.

This cconomy must be introduced because, before any other
reason, the model of centralized networks---of wlecom-
munication through the telephonic center, of distribution
of energy through the electricicy center, of production and
distribution through buying centres according to the model
of consumprion—has been reconfigured and has given way
to contributive networks, in very many domains, and for
reasons of pure rationality. As far as the economy of energy
is concerned. for example, centralist models have become
unsustainable: encrgy economies are now becoming bidi-
rectional nenworks, juse as Jeremy Ritkin predicred, as the
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contriburive production of energy begins to be introduced.
making possible new infrastructires—logical as well as
reticulared—infrastructures that are sometimes called smare
grids.

This notion of “managerial dogmarism” comes from Picrre
Legendre, in Dominium Mundi, Lempire du management
(Paris: Mille ¢t une nw'ts, 2007),

A meastable system is a dynamic system at che limit
of equilibrium and disequilibrium. and Gilbert Simondon
shows that a process of individuation constituces a dynamic
system rcgulated through such a metastability. See Gilbert
Simondon, Lndividuation psychique et collective (Paris:
Aubier. 2007), forchcoming in English translation from
University of Minnesora Prexs.

See p. 45.

See Gilbert Simondnn, D mode d'existence des ob jets sech-
niques (Paris: Aubier, 1989), pp. 20-3, forthcoming in
English translation from University of Minnesota Press.

We worked then with Alain Giftard and for che development
association of the Bibliothéque Nationale de France, with a
vicw to developing “posts for reading assisted by computer.”
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