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Theses on the Commune by Debord, Kotanyl
& Vaneigem, Text taken from a poster
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Situations'), P.0O. Box 491, Cooper
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The Decline & The Fall of the 'Spectacular”
~Commodity—hconomy by Guy Debord.
Tex aken from an edition that we
previously pirated as a separate pam-
phlet. Since then, the original we
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U.S. edition that cost as much as this
collection does., We still have a few
copies of our reprint, available for

.07p (.20¢), inc. post.

The Totality For Kids by Vaneigem. Text
aken from the King Mob edition, which
was translated by Christopher Gray &
Philippe Vissac.

Theses On Unitary Urbanism by Kotanyl &
Vaneigem. Text taken from a leaflet

picked up at Kingston Polytechnic.
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All these texts originally appeared in French

in Internationale Situationniste, B.P.507=03,

Paris, I'rance.

WKWK AKXNRXXN,

b1 BERZTARILA
95 West Green Road, London N.l15. England.
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THESES ON THE COMMUNE

1 |
"The traditional revolutionary workers'! movement must be re-examined
without any illusions and, first and foremost, without any illusions
as to its various political and pseudo-theoretical heirs, for all
they have inherited is its failure, What seem to be the achievments
of this movement (reformism or the installetion of a state bureau-
cracy) are its fundamental failures, while what seem to be its
failures (the Commme or the Asturias revolt of 1934) are its great-
est achievements, for us and for the future." (Internationale
Situationniste No, 7)

: 2
The Commune was the biggest festival of the nineteenth century,
Underlying all the events of that spring of 1871 one can scc the
insurgents' fceling that they had become the masters of their own
history, not on the level of the politics of "govemment", but on
the level of thedr everyday life, (Consider, for cxamplc, the gamcs
cverybody played with their wecaponsy they were, in fact, playing
with Power,) It is algo in this scnse that iarx should be under-
stood when hc says that "the most important social mcasurce of the
Commine was its own cxistence in acts',

b

The remark by Bngels and larx: "take a look at the Paris Comwunc,

It waes the dictatorship of the prolctariat", should bc taken
scriously, in order to rcveal what the dictatorship of the prolctar-
iet as a political rcgime is not (the various forms of dictatorship
over the proletariat, in the name of the proletariat),

4
It is not difficult to meie perfeetly justificd criticisms of the
incoherecnce and obvious lack of a machinc in the Comumne, As the
problcm of political machincry scems foer morc complex to us todey
then the would-be heirs of the bolshevik-type machinery claim it
to be, it is high time we exauwince the Comimune not just as & supcr-
scded examplc of revolutionary primitivism, all thce mistekces of
which have long been overcome, but as & positive experiment whoso
wholc¢ truth has never becn cither rediscoverced or accomplished to
this day,

D

The Commmne had no lecaders. And this at a time when the idece of
the nececesgsity of leceders held undisputcd sway over the prolctarien
movcement, This is the first rcason for its paradoxical successus
and feilurcs., The official orgenizers of the Comwmunce werce incomnp-
tent (if mcosurcd up against liarx, Lonin or cven Blanqui). But on
the other hand, the various "irrcsponsible" acts of this moment arc
preciscly what should be claimed for the continuetion of the revolu-
tionary movcement of our own timce, This is so, c¢ven if the circum-
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stences forccd all of thosc acts to remein destructive, (The most
foemous cxomplce being the rebel who, when a suspected bourgeols
insistcd thet he had never had anything to do with politics, rcplicd
"Thet!s praciscly vhy I'm going to kill you,")

6
The vitel importence of the gencrel arming of the masscs was
menifest, practically and symbolically, from the beginning to the
end of the movement, By and large the right to imposc popular
will by force wes not surrcendcered and left to any specielized
dctachments, The cxemplery valuc of this autonomy of armcd groups
had its countcerpart in their lack of co-ordinetion: at no point of
the strugglc egainst Versailled, on the offensive or the defensive,
did the forces of the people attein reol military cffectivencsse
It should, howcver, bc born in mind that the Spanish Revolution
wes lost « as in the last anolysis was the war itsclf - in the
nanc of ¢ similer tronsformation into o "rcepublicen army", The
contradiction between cutonomy oand co-ordinction would sceia to
be determined very largely by the point reached by the technnology
of thet period.

[

The Communc represcnts the only rcelization of o revolutionary

T T T AL :_h“‘

urbanism to dete - attacking, on the spot, the petrificd signs

of thc dominent orgenizotion of lifc, understanding social space
in political terms, vhen they refuscd, for cxomple, to accept the
innoccnce of o single monument, Anyonc vho rcduces this to songc
"lumpen-prolcetarien nihilism", somc "irrespongibility of petrol-
bombcrs", should be forced to state what, on the contrary, he
belicvegs to be of positive veluc in contemporary socicty eand
worth conscrving (it w7ill tum out to be almost UVuIything...).
"The entire spoce is already occupicd by the cnemy,..Authontic
urboniem will appeer ot the moment wvhen the abscnce of this
occupation ig crected in certein zoncs., What we cell congtruction
of situaotions storts there, It con be clarificd by the coincept
of thce positive holc coincd by modern physics,” (Unitary Urbenisn
outof 1:8::6)

8
The Poris Communc succumbed lcss to the force of arms then to the
forcc of hobit, The most scondelous practical cxomple wos the
rcfusel to usc artillcry to scizce the French National Bank when
monuy was in such desperate nced, Throughout the whole of the
Communc, the Benk remained an enclave of Verseille in Paris,
defended by no more than o few rifles and the myth of property
end theft. The other idcologicel hobits proved in cvery respect
cqually disastrous (thc resurrection of Jacobinism, the defeatist
strotegy of bearricades in mcmory of '48 ond so on,)
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9
fhe Commine shows how thosc who defend the old world always benefit,

¢4 onc point or another, from the complicity of the revolutionarics;
and, cbove all, from thosc who think out the revolution, This occursg
et the point where the revolutionarics think likce those guordiens of
the old world., In this way, thce old world reteoins somc bosés (ideology
lenguoge, morality, habits) in the deployment of its cnemics, ond

uses thom to reconquer the terrsin it lost. (Only the thought-in-action
notursl to the revolutionary proletariet escepes it irrcvocebly: the
Tox Burceu went up in flames), The "fifth columm" cxists, in fact,

in thce very mind of the revolutionaries,

10
The story of the arsonists vho, during thc lest days of the Comrmunc,
went to destroy Notre-Deme, only to find themsclves confronted by
en armed batallion of Communc ortists, ig rich in meoning: it is a
finc cxemple of dircet democracyy; it shows further the kind of
problcis still raiscd in the perspoective of the power of the workers!
councils, Werce thesce artists os such right to defend ¢ coathedral
in the name of cternel ceosthetic velues - ond in the last anelysis,
in the nome of mgoun culturc - whilce ot the same time other mon
wonted nothing but to c¢xpress themsclves, for the first time there
endthens to meke this destructicon symbolize their cbsclute defieonce
in the fece of o socicty wvhich, in its momcnt of triuwupn, was cbout
to consign their lives to silence end oblivien? The artist pertisons
of the Communc, acting as spccielists, already found themsclves in
conflict with an "extremist" form of struggle ageinst alicnation,
The Commnords mmst be ceriticized for not having darcd te onswer
the totelitorion terror of power with the total power of weapons,
Bverything indicetces theat thosc poets vho, ot thot monent, acctuvally
cxprosscd the Commune's inherent pocetry were simply viped oute. The
abortive neture of the communc os o whole let its tentative actions
be turncd inte "otrocitics" and made it cosy to censor the memory of
its rcal intentioms, Saint Just!s remork thet "those who meke but
helf o revolution dig nought but their ovm graves" hoelps also cxplain
his ¢cwvm silcnec,

11
Theorcticiens whe, lilke the traditiconal novelists, try to study tho
history of this movenent from o divine cmmiscicnt stendpcint can very
cosily prove that, in purcly objective terms, the Commune wos cone
deimed t¢ feilurce and thet it cculd never have been superscdoed,
They forget thet for those vho reelly lived through it, thc super-

ccesion woas there already.

12
The sudoacity ond imagingtion of the mrune can only be necasurcd in
terms of the prevailing political, intcellecctucl end morel attitudes
of its own time in terms of the cohesion of all the prevailing
platitudes it blasted to pieces. In the sane way, the inventiveness
we can expect of a comparsble explosion today can only be measured
in terms of the cohesion of the prevailing platitudes from tho right
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or the "left", of our own time,

13 |
The social war, of which the Comimune was one moment, is still being
fought today (though its superficial conditions have changed consid-
erably). As to the task of "meking the unconscious tendencies of
the Commune conscious" (ingels), the last word is still to be said,

14

For almost twenty years in France, the Christians of the left and
the Stalinists, in memory of their national anti-German frount, have
agrced to emphasize the aspect of national disarray and offcnded
patriotism appearing in thc¢ Commne, to explain thet "the French
people petitioned to "be better governcd" (1n agrcenent with contecmpe-
orary Stalinist "politics"), and werc finally brought to despair by
the default of the country-lcss right wing of the bourgcoisic., In
order to regurgitate this holy watcr it would suffice to study the
rolc pleyed by forecigners who came to fight for the Communc., The
Comminc, in fact, was above all thce inevitable battle, climax of
twenty three yecars of struggle in Burope by "our party" as iarx said,

18 liarch 1962
Dcbord, Lotanyi and Vaneigemn,

This toxt wes first issued by Internationale Situstiommnigtce,
B Py . 30T =035, Xaris.

K eI 3 K He e J I He Fe eI H FHe W K H KN He HIEH I H R FH A K HFH P HFE KK, AW FH IR HH W H KW A AH

"A rovolutionery publication does not treat its rcaders as passive
consumncrs, but as potcntial revolutionariecs who eppropriatc and
superccde in practice the critique it makes, Revolutionary practice
is not only thc¢ critique of the old world in its open end obvious
manifestations, but also thc practical and cxplicit critiguc of all
that cloims to represent the recal revolutionary movement, Autonomous
revolutionary practice on thic part of cvery individual demands a
critical attitude towards the activities and thce texts that any
other individual or group »roduces, Such a criticel ottitude is

the proof of rcal autonomy, "

From the cditorial in the first issuc of

OIMPEALOS - Ramificetions of Situationist
Theory, November 1971,

Copics are available from Libertaria Bookshop

or dircct from c/o 6, Cambridge Gardens,

London W, 10,

Pricec is .15p or .40¢
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THE DECLINE & THE FALL of the "SPECTACULAR" COMMODITY=

ECONOIMY
By Guy Debord,

Froi the 13th to the 16th of August, 1965, the blacks of Los
Angcles revolted, An incident involving traffic police and pedestrians
developedinto two days of spontancous riots, The forcus of order
despite repeated reinforcement, werc unable to gain control of the
strectss By the third day, the negrocs had armed themscelves by
pillaoging such arms shops as werce accessible, and werc so cnabled
to open firc on policc helicopters., Thousands of soldicrs - the
wholc militery wecight of an infantxry division, supportcd by tonks -
had to be throwm into the struggle beforce the Watts arca could be
surrounded, aftor which it took scverel deys oand much street fighting
for it to bc brought under control, The rioters didn't hesitate to
plundor and burn the shops of the arca, The official figurcs testify
to 32 dcady including 27 ncgrocs, plus 800 woundcd and 3,000 arrcstoed,

Recactiong on all sides were investcd with clarity: the revo-
lutionaxry act always discloscs the reality of existing probloms,
lending on unaccugtomed and unconscious truth te the varioug posturcs
of its opponcnts, Police Chicf William Parker, for cxample, refuscd
oll mediation proposed by the mein Negro organisstions, asscrting
corrcctly that the rictoers had no lcader, Evidently, as the blacks
were vithout o lecader, this was the moment of truth for both partics,
What did Roy Wilkinsg, gencrel sccerctary of the NAACP, wont at that
moment? He declarcd that the ricters should be put dowm "with oll
the forec nccesgory", And the Cardinal of Los Angeles, McIntyxo,
who protested loudly, had not protested ageinst the viclonce of the
reprogesion, which one would have. supposcd the subtle thing to do,
at thc moment of the gggicornamentc of the Romen church; instead, he
protcsted in the most urgent tonces cbout "o premeditated revolt
cgainst the rights of onc's neighbour; ruspeet for the lew and
meintonance of order', calling upon cathelics to opposc the plunder-
ing oand the apparcntly . unjustificd viclence, All the theorists and
"spokesmen" of the internationel Loft (or, rother of its nothingness)
deplored the irresponsibility and disorder, the pilleging and above
all the foct that arme ond elcohol werce the first targets for plundcry
finglly, that 2,000 fircs had becn startcd by the Wetts ghsolinc
throwers to light up their bottle end their bell, But who was thoerce
to defend the rioters of Los Angeles in the terms they doscerve?

Well, we.shell, Let us leove the cconomists to gricve over the 27
million dollers logt, and the towvm plemncers over one of their most
beoutiful supermarkets gone up in smokc, and McIntyrc cver his slain
Deputy Sheriff; let the sociologists weep cver the ebsurdity ond the
intoxication of this rcbellion, The job of & revolutionery journal

is nct only to justify the ILos Angelces insurgents, but to help uncover
their just reasons: to explain theoreticelly the truth for which such
precticel ccticn cxpresscs the scarch,

In Algicrs in July, 1965, following Boumcdicnne's coup d'etot,
the Situationists published an Address to the Algeriens and to revo-
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lutionarics oll over the world, which intcrpreted conditicons in Algeria
end in the rest of the world gs o wholes among their cexemples, they
cvoked the American negrocs, who if thoy could "affirm themsclves
significantly" would unmask the contradictions of the most advanccd
of cepitolist systems, Five wecks later, this significancce found an
cxpression on the strecct, Theorcticel criticism of modern socicty,

in its advanced forms, ond criticiem in gctions of the samc soclicty,
co-cxist at this moment: still scparated but both advancing towards
the same reality, both talking of the samc thing, These two critiques
erc mtually cexplanatory, cach being incomprehcnsible without the
other, Our theory of "survivel" and the "spectacle" is illuminated
end verificd by thesc .acticns so unintcelligible to the Americen

folsc consciousncss. One day these actions will in turn be illumine
atcd by this thuozy.l

Up to this timec the Negro "Civil Rights" domongtrations had
becn kept by their leaders within the limits of o legal systom which
overlocked the most appalling viclence on the part of the police and
the roacialists: in Alabama the previcus March for instancce, at tho
time of the Montgemexy March, end as if thip scendel was not suffic-
iont, a discrcct ecgrcement between the Federel government, Governor
Wollacce ond Pastor King had led the Sclma Marchers of the 10th of
Morch to stand back at the first request, in dignity ond praycr,

Thug the confrontation cxpected by the crowd had been reduccd to

the charede of a mercly potential confrontation, In that moment,
Non=Viclcenece recached the pitiful limit of its courege: first you
cxpose yoursclf tc the cnemies' blows, then foree your morael grondcur
to the point of sparing him the trouble of using more fecrec, But

the besic fact is that the civil rights movement, by remaining within
the low, only poscd legel problems, It is logicel to moke on oppeal
to the law legally, What is not logicel is to appeal legelly agoainst
e, patent illegelity as if this ceontradiction would diseppear if point-
ed cut, Foxr it is clcar that the superficial and outragecusly visiblec
illegality - from which the blacks still suffer in many American
states - has its roots in a socio-~economic contradiction which exist-
ing laws simply cannot touch, and which no future juridical law will
be able to get rid of in face of more basic cultural laws of the
society: and it is against these that the negroes are at last daring
to raise their voices and asking the right to live, In reality, the
American negro wants the total subversion of that Society -~ or
nothing,

The problem of this necessity for subversion arises of its own
accord the moment the blacks start using subversive means: the change-
over to such methods happens on the level of their daily life, appecar-
ing at one and the same time as the most accidental and the most
objectively justified development, This issue is no longer the status
of the American negro, but the status of America, coven if this happens
to find its first expression among the negroes. This was not a racial
conflict: the rioters left certain whites that were in their path
alonec, attacking only thc white policemen: similarly, black solidarity
did not extend to black shopkeepers, not cven to black car-drivers,
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Even Imther ing, in Paris last October, had to admit that the limits
of his competence had been overshot: "They were not race riots," he
'paid, "but one class,"

The loa Angcles rebellion was a rebellion against commoditics

end of workcr consumers hicrerchically subordinatcd to commodity
elucs,  The ncgrocs of los Angeles - like the young delinguents of
ell advenced countrics, but morc radically‘bécausc at the level of
a clags globally deprived of a futurc, a scctor of the prolctariat
ungble to beliceve in significant chance of integration and promotion -
teke modern capitalist propagands literally, with its display of
afflucnce, They want to possess immediatcly all the objects shown
ond madce abstractly accessible: they want to make use of them, That
is vhy they reject the valucs of cxchange, the commodity-reolity
wvhich is its mold, ite purposc and its final goal, which has prc-
sclected cverything, Through theft and gift they retricve a usc
which at once gives the lie to the oppressive rationality of commod-
itics, discloging their rclations and invention to be arbitrary and
unnccessary., . The plunder of the Watts scctor weas the most simple
possgiblce rcaligation of the hybrid principle: "To each according to
his (falsc) needs" - necds determincd and produced by the economic
systom, which the act of pillaging rcjects.

~ But the fact that the vaunting of abundance is taken at its
facc valuc and discovered in the immcdiate instead of being etermally
pursued in the coursc of alienated lgbour and in the face of increase-
ing but unmet social necds - this fact means that rcal necds are
expressed in carnival, playful affirmation and the potlatch of de-
struction, The man who destroys commodities shows his humon supcr-
iority over commoditics, He frcees himsclf from the arbitrary forms
which cloak his rcal nceds, The flames of Watts consumed the systen
of consumption! The theft of large refrigerators by people with no
electricity, or with their electricity cut off, gives the best poss-
ible metaphor for the lie of affluence transférmed into a truth in
play, Once it is no longer bought, the commodity lies open to
criticism and modification, and this under whichever of its forms it
moy oppear, Only so long es it is paid for with money, as a status
symbol of survival, can it be worshipped fetishistically, Pillage
is the natural response to the affluent society: the affluence,
however, is by no means natural or human - it is simply abundance
of goods, Pillage, moreover, wvhich instantly destroys commodities
as such, discloses the ultima raotio of commodities, namely, the army,
the police and the other specializmed detachments which hgve the mono-
poly of armed force within the State, What is a policeman? He is
the active servant of comiuodities, the man in complete submission to
commodities, whose Jjob is to insure that a given product of human
labour remains a commodity with the magical property of having to
be paid for instead of becoming a nere refrigerator or rifle -~ a
mite, passive insensible thing, itself in submission to the first
comer to mgke use of it, Over and above the indignity of depending
on coirpodities. The Watts youth, having no future in market terms,
grasped another guality of the present, and the truth of that present
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was so irresistable thaet it drew on the whole population, wonen,
children, and even sociologists who happenned to find themselves on
the scene, A young negro sociologist of the district, Bobbi Hollon,
had this to say o the Hereld Tribune in October: "Before, peoplo
were ashaned to say they came from Watts, They'd immble it, Now,
thoy say it with pride., Doys who always went around with thelr
shirts opon to the weist, and who'd have cut you into strips in
half & sccond, used to apply here cvery morning, They organized
the distribution of food, Of course it's no good protending tho
food wasn't plundcrede...All that Christian blah has been used too
long against thc negroese. These people could plunder for tun yoars
end they wouldn't get back half the money that has boch stolen fron
thom in all those yoarseee.lysclf, I'n just a littlc black girl,"
Bobbi Hollon, who has sworn never to wash from her sandals tho
blood that splashcd theon during the rioting, adds: “All the world
looks to Watts now," |

How do men neke history, starting from the conditions pre=
cstablished to persuade them not to take e hand in it? The los
Angeles negroes are better paid than any others in the U,S., but
it is also hcre that they arc furthest bohind that high point of
aefflucnce which is California., Hollywood, the pole of the worldwide
spectacley is in their immediate vicinity, They arc promiscd thet,
wvith pationce, thoy will join in America's prosperity, but thoy
rcalizc that this prosperity is not a static sphere but rativr a
ledder vdthout end, The higher they climb, the further they got
froia the top, because they don't hove a fair start, becausc they
arc luss qualificd end thus more nuierous aiong the unciployed, and
finelly beeceuse the hicrerchy which ciushes the: is not one bosed
sixply on buying power as o puru cconv:dc fect: an egssenticl infer-
iority is imposed on thon in every esree of daily life by the
custone end prejudices of o socioty in which ell hmnan powver ig
besed on buying power, So long as the lmnen riches of the Anerican
negro are despiscd end trested es erinminel, mwoncetry riches will
never ke hin acceptable to the alienated socivty of Anericas
individual wealth ey meke hilv 2 rich negro but the negrocs as a
vhole :mst represent poverty in o socicty of hicrarchiscd wvealth,
avory wvitnuss noted this cry which vroelaius the fundamental ncan-
ing of the rising: "This is the Dlack iwvolution, and ve went the
vorld to imow it8" Froudoin nowl. is the pesen rd »f all historical
rovolutions, but Hérc for the first tite it is not poverty but
naterial abundance which must be contrelled according to new lavs.
The controd of ehundence is ot just chenging th}..;- wey it in shored.
out, but redefining its every orientation, superficial ond profound
alike, This is the first s drmish of en enorrous strugsle, ianfinite
in its iuplicetions. -

‘The blacks are not isolated in their struggle beccuse & ey
oroletarian conciousness- the conciousness of not being the master
of one'sactivity, of one's life, in thc slightest degrec-- 1is
toidng form in America aliong strata whose refusal of iodern capl te
alism resembles that of the negroes., Indeed the first phease oi tihe
negro strugzle hes been the signal to ¢ ioveiient of opposition
which is spreading. In Deceimber, 1964 the students of Berkelcy,
frustreted in their perticipation in the civil rights movement,
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ended up by celling a strike to oppose the gystem of California's
"maultiversity", and by extension the social system of the U,S., in
which they are allotted such o passive role, Immediately, driniing
end drug orgies were uncovered among the students-- the saime supe-
posed activities for which the negroes have long been cagtigeted,
Thig gencration of students has since invented a new form of stru-
gglce against the dominant spectacle, the tcach-in, a form taken up
by the hdinburgh students on October 20th apropos of the Rhodesien
crigis, Thig clearly imperfect end primitive type of opposition
represents the stage of discussion which refuses to be limited in
time (ocademically), ond in this its logical outcome ig o prog-
ression to procticel activity, Also in October, thousands of dolie
onstrators appcored in the strects of Berkeley ond New York, their
crics cchoing thosc of thu Watts riotcrss "Getout of our district
end out -of Vietnom!" The whites, bccoming more radicel , have
stepped outside the law: "ecourses" arv given on how to defroud the
rceruiting boards, draft cards are burncd and the act televiscd, In
the affluent socicty, disgust for afflucnce and for its pricc is
finding cipression, The spectacle is being spoet on by cdvenced
scctor vhose cutonomous activity denics its velucs, The classgicel
prolctariat, to the .cxtent to which it had been provisionally ine
tegrated into the copitalist system, hod itsclf feiled to integrate
the negrocs (severel Los Angeles unionsg refuscd negroeg until 1959
now, thc ncgrocs are thie rellying point for all thosce who reifusc
the logic of integration into thet systene- intugration into cop-
iteliem being of coursce the ne plus ultrg of oll integration
promiscd, And comfort will ncever be comfortable cnough for thosc
who sccek whet is not on the merkot-- or rethcr, thet which the
morkct eliminates, The level reeched by the teclmology of thc mdst
privileged becomes en ingult-- and onc iore cosily expresged then
thet nost basic insult, which is reification, The Los Angelis
rcbellion ig the first in history eoble to juetify itself by the
orgucment thot there wes no edir conditioning during o hectwuove,

The Amceriecon negro hos his owil particular spectcele, his
press, negogines, colorcd film stoars, ond if the blecks roelizc
this, if they spewout this spcectocle for its phoncyness, og ol
cxpression of their unworthinces, it is becousc they sce it to bo
o minority spcctacle=~ nothing but the gppendege of o gencral spuc-
tocle, They recognize thot this parade of their consumption-to-boe-
dusired is o colony of the white one, and thus they sce through the
lic of this totcl cconomico-cultural speuctecle icre quickly, By
venting to participate reoally ond immediotely in afflucnce-- oid
this ig on official velue of cevery American=- they demend tihc
cqueliteoriean reoligotion of the Amcricen spectecle of cvdrydoy lifes
they demend thet the helf-heovenly, half-turrcstiel veluss of this
spectocle be put to the test, Put it is the csscnce of the spectaclo
thot it connot be mede reel immediately or cquelly, end this, not
cven for the vhites. (In feet, the funcyion of the negro in teras
of tho svectecle is to scerve os the perfect prod: in the roce for
richos, such underprivilege is an incitoment to ambition, ) In teoking
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the copitelist specteoclo ot its foee velue the negrocs are elready
rojeecting the spectaclce itsclf, The spectacle is a drug for slaves,
It is not supposcd to be taken literelly, but followed at o fow
paccs! distancey if it woere not for this albeit tiny distance, it
would bucome total mystification, The foet is thoat in the U, S, today
the whitces arce cnslaved to commoditics whilce the negroces negete
them, The blecks ask for morc than the whites-- that is the core of
on ingcluble problem, or rathcer one only soluble through the dise
s@lution of the white sceial system, This is why those whites whe
went to cscaope their own scrvitude must nceds relly to the nogro
causc,nct in o solidarity bascd on color, obviously, but in a global
rejection of cemmoditics end, in the lest analysis, of the State.
The cconcitic and sociel bockwerdnoess of the negroces allcws them to
sce what the vhite consuner is, and their justificd centompt for
the wvhite is nothing but contompt for sny passive consuner, Whitces
wvho cagt off their r»lo have no chaoance unless thoy link their
struggle more end iwre to the negre!s strugglo, uncovering his

rcol ond ccherent reascns and supporting then until the ond, 1
such on accord were te be rupturcd at o redieecl point in the battle,
the result would be the foermation of a black nationslism and o
confrontation betweon the twe splinters cxactly after the fashion of
the proveiling system, A phose of mitual extermination is the other
possible outcone of the present situation, cnee reosignetion is
QVCICCINC,

The attempts to build o bleck nationelisn, scpoaratist and
pro=ofricencs they arc, ore drecis giving no enswer to the reality
¢f «ppression, Thoe Ancricen negre hes no fetherland, He is in his
owm_country end he is glicnated: so is the rest of the population,
but the blocks differ insofaras they arc ecware of it, In this scuso,
thoy are not the mest backwoard sccter of their sicioty, buv the ncet
cdvenced, They ore the noegotion atwork, "™the bad agpect producing
tho movenent vhich mokes history by setting the struggle in moticn',
(ilorxs The Poverty of Philoscphy)e Africe has nothing to de with it,

The Ancriecen negrucs are the preduct of modern industry,
just eos arc clectrunics, advertixing or the crclotron, And thcy
carry within then its contradietions, These arc the nen whoen the
spectaclu=poradisc st integrate and repulsc simatancougly, so

hat the antagonisn between the spcecetacle and the reel activity

of wen surrcnders complotcly to thoeir cnuncictions, Thu spectacle
is universal in the same wey oo the coimoditicse But as the world
of comwditics is based in class conflict, commoditics arc theile
gclves hicrarchic, The ncecessity of comrwdities-- oand hence of tho
spectacle wvhose job it ig td inforn about coivwodities--~ te be at
cnce universel and hicrarchic leads to o universal hiererchizotion,
But os this hicrarchization mgst remein unavowed, it is oxpresscd
in the feria of unacknovledgeeble hierarchic velue judgeiwnts, in a
world of rcesonlessg rotioneligation., It is this process wvhich
crecates rocialisns cverywvheres thoe English Lebour governient ho
just restrained cclored imvdgration, while the industrially od-
vonced countrics of Burope arc cnce agoin beconing rocielist as
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they import their sub-proletarict fron the Mediterrsneen arca, ©o
cxerting o colonicl cexpleitation within their bor8erse And if Russia
continucs to be entisemitic, it is becamse she is still a socicty of
hivrerchy and conwditics, in which labor mast be bought ond sold -
as o commwdity, Together, coimwditics eand hicrarchics are constonte
ly rcncwing their allience, which cxtends its influence by odie
fying ite forng it is scen just aos casily in the relations between
trode-unicnist ond worker as between twe car owners with artificially
distinguishcd iwdels, This is the origicnel sin of commodity roticile
elity, the siclmuess of bourgoeris reason, whose lugecy is burcaucrocys
Dut the repulsive obsurdity of certain hicrarchics snd the fact that
the whole world strongth of compditics is dirccted blindly ond
sutonntically tovards their protuction, leads us to sco==the
nonent we ong euu on o negating prexis-thet ¢very hicrarchy is
nbsurd, |

The reticnal world produccd by the industriel -revelution
has rotionally liborsted individuels fronm their local and netional
lirdtations, ‘end rclated thenm cn o world scale: but aenies reason
by scpoereoting thon onev more, cccording to o hidden logic which
finds its expression in nad ideas ond grotesque veluc-systens, Men,
cstronged from his world, is cverywhere surrcunded by strongers,
Tho brrb rion is ne longer ot the ends of the certh, he is on tho
spot, nede into o berbericn by this very swme forced perticipa ation
in hia;er::rchlz xdl ck,rfr*mlptlon. The humenisn cloeking oll this is
OGPPOBLC o :11¢.-,u, end the negotion of hies activity ond his dosircsy
it is the huaenisn of comwditics, cexpressing the benovelonee of

the parz*ai* Gy Lwrchandisc, towards the nen off wham it fucds, For
hose who reduce nen to objects, objects scen to acquire hunon
quelitics, ond nanifestotions of hunon activity appear as WICON
scicus nninel bchaviom, Thus the chicf hunonist of Los Angelus,
Willinn Pexker, con soys "thoy storted behaving like 2 bunch of
HONKeys in o 2u0e

When the stote of ciwvrgency wos declorcd by tiace Colife-
ornie suthcritics, the insurence compenics recelled that thoy o
net cever rigks at that level: thoy guercntece nothing boycind sule-
vivel, Overell, the Ancricen negrocs con rest assured that, il thoy
oep quict, their survivel is guerantecd; end cepitelisn iang becouiw
sufficicntly cuntreliged ond cntrenched in the state toe distribute
“wolfare" to the poorest, But sinply beccuse they arce benindé in the
process of intensificotion of sccially orgoniged survivel, tho
blocks present prublens of lifc end whet they demond is not o
survive but tc live, The blocks hove nothing to insure of thelr
owvms they heve to destroy 2ll the forns of sdcurity and private
insurciice knowm up tc now, They oppeor s vhat they ores the 1rro-
coneileble cnuidus--not of the vest mejority of Ancriconse--but of
the elicencted woy of life of o1l mcdern socictyy the most cdvonced
ccuntry industriclly only shows us the road that will be ovoerye
where followed unless the system is overthrown,

Certain black extremists, in shawing why they could never
accept less than a seperate State, have advanced the arguement thet
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American society, even if it someday concedes total civic and econ-
omic equality, will never get around to accepting mixed marriages,
It is therefore thig American society which mist disappear, not only
in America but everywhcre in the world, The end of all racial pre-
judice (1ike the end of so many other prejudices such as sexual onces
related toinhibitions)can only lie beyond"marriage" itself: that is,

beyond the bourgeois family (which is questioncd by the American
negroosi. This is the rule as much in Russia as in the Unitced States,
as a model of hicrarchic relations and of the stability of an inhcr-
ited power (beit money or socio-burceucratic status)e. It is now
often said that Amcrican youth, after thirty ycars of silence, 1is
rising agein as a force of opposition, and that thc¢ black rcvolt is
their Spenish Civil War, This time, its "Licoln Battelions" must
undcrstand the full significance of the struggle in which they
cngege, supporting it up to the end of its universal implications,
The "cxccsgsces" of Los Angeles arc no iorc & politieal c¢rror in the
Black Revolt than the armed rcsistence of the P,0.U.1, in Barce-
lona, iy 1937,wves o betrayal of the anti- Franquist war, A rcb-
cllion egainst thc spectacle is situatced on the level of the
totality, becausc—- cven were it to appeer only in a singlc dis-
trict, Watts-- it is a protcst by men against the inhumen lifeg
beceusce it begins at the level of the reel single individugl, and
becousge commnity, from which the individual in revolt is scpaorated
is the truc social neturc of men, humen naturc: the positive

_—— v ol e U

trongeendence of the spectacle,

Docenber 1965, SITUATIONI ST INTEENATIONAL,



THE TOTALITY FOR KIDS
THE TOTALITY FOR KIDS
THE TOTALITY FOR KIDS
THE TOTALITY FOR KIDS

INTRODUCTION.

Almost everyone has always been excluded from LIFE and forced to
devote the whole of their energy to SURVIVAL, Today, the VELFARE STATE
imposes the elements of this survival in the form of technological com-
forts (car, frozen-foods, Welwyn Garden City, Shakespeare televised for
the masses).

Moreover, the organisation controlling the material equipment of
our everyday lives is such that what in itself would enable us to con-
struct them richly, plunges us instead into a luxury of impoverishment,
making alienation even more intolerable as each element of comfort app-
ears to be a liberation and turns out to be a servitude. We are condem-
ned to the slavery of working for freedom,

To be understood, this problem must be scen in the light of hier-
archical power, Perhaps it isn't enough to say that hierarchical power
has preserved humanity for thousands of years as alcohol preserves a
foetus, by arresting either growth or decay. It should also be made clear
that hierarchical power represents the most highly evolved form of priv-
ative appropriation, and historically its alpha and omega. Privative
appropriation itself can be defined as appropriation of things by means
of appronriation of people, the strugegle against natural alienation engen-
dering social alienation.,

Privative appropriation entails an ORGANISATION OF APPEARANCES by
which its radical contradictions can be dissimulated., The executives
must see themselves as degraded reflections of the master, thus strength-
ening, through the looking—glass of an illusory liberty, all that produces
their submission and their passivity. The master must be identified with
the mythical and perfect servant of a god or a transcendence, whose subs-
tance is no more than a sacred and abstract representation of the TOTALITY
of people and things over which the master exercises a power which can
only become even stronger as everyone accepts the purity of his renuncia-
tion., To the real sacrifice of the worker corresponds the mythical sac-
rifice of the organiser; each negates himself in the other, the strange
becomes familiar and the familiar strange, each is realised in an inverted
perspective, From this common alienation a harmony is born, a negative
harmony whose fundamental unity lies in the notion of sacrifice. This ob=-
jective (and perverted) harmony is sustained by myth; this term having
been used to characterise the organisation of appearances in unitary soc-
ieties, that is to say, in societies where power over slaves, over a tribe,
or over serfs, is officially consecrated by divine authority, where the
sacred
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sacrec allows power to seizc the totality,

The harmony based ini :ially on the "GIFT of oneself" contains a
relationship which was to (evelop, become autonomous and destroy it.
This relationship is bas~é¢ on partial EXCHANGE (merchandise, money,
product, labour force...)'ne exchange of a part of oneself on which
the bourgeois conception »f liberty is based. It arises as commerce and
technology become prepenc2rant within agrarian—-type econonies.

then the bourgeeir ie seized power they destroyed its unity. Sacred
privative apprepriaticn became laicised in capitalistic mechanisms. The
totality was freed fror. its seizure by power and became concrete and
immediate cnce more, fhe era of fragmentation has been a succession of
attempts to recapture an inaccessible unity, to shelter power behind a
substitute for the s¢cred,

A revolutionar ¢ moment is when "all that really presents" finds its
immediate REPRESENT ,TION, For the rest of the time, hierarchical power,
always more distant from its magical and mystical regalia, endeavours to
make everyone forg .t that the teotality (no more than reality!) exposes
its imposture. |

1

Bureaucrat ic capitalism has found its legitimate justification in
Marx., We are n st concemmed here with assessing the role of orthodox marx-
ism in reinforc ine the structures of neocapitalism, whose present reorgan-
isation testif .es to the greatest respect for soviet totalitariamism, The
point is to st ress the extent to which Yarx's most profound analyses cof
alienation ha s been vulgarised in the most commonplace facts, which, rob-
bed of their snagic and embodied in every cesture, have become the sole
substance, d y after day, of the lives of a growing number of people.
Bureaucratic capitalism contains the self-evident truth of alienation;
it has brous ht it home to everybody far more successfully than Marx could
ever have h jsped to do, It has become commonplace as the disappearance
of material poverty has merely revealed the mediocrity of existence itself,
The extent of our impoverishment may have been reduced in terms of mere
material s arvival, but it has become more profound in terms of our way
of life = at least one widespread feeling that dissociates Marx from all
the inter jretations imposed by a degenerate Bolshevism, The "theory" of
peaceful coexistence has spelt it out to those who were still confused:
gangster , can get on very well with one another, despite their spectacular
divergen 2es,
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" iny act," writes Mircea Eliade, "can become a religious act. Human
exister ce is realised simultaneously on two parallel planes, on that of
tempor: 1lity, of becoming, of illusion, ancd on that of eternity, of sub-
stance , ®f reality.,"” During the nineteenth century the brutal divorce of


testif.es

the two planes proved that power would have been more effective if reality
had been maintained in a mist of divine transcendence. To give reformism
its due, it has mmnaged, where Bonaparte failed, to dissolve becoming in
eternity and reality in illusionj the union may not be as satisfactory

as the sacrament of marriace, but it lasts, and that's the most the man=-
azers of social peace and coexistence can ask of it, And it also.leads

us to define ourselves - caught in the illusory but inescapable perspective
of duration = as the end of ahstract temporality, as the end of the reified
tirne of our acts. Does it have to be snelt out: to define ourselwves at

the positive pele of alienation as the end of mankind's term of sociel
alienation?

3 |

The socialisation of primitive human groups reveals the will to
strugele more effectively against the mysterious and terrifying forces of
nature, But to struggle in the natural environment, at once against and
with it, to submit to the most inhuman of its laws in order to seize an
extra chance of survival - tn do this could only engender a more evolved
form of apggressive defence, 2 more complex and less primitive attitude,
manifesting on a more evolved level the contradictions that the forces of
nature, which could be influenced while they could not be controlled,
never ceased to impose, As it became social, the strugele against the
blind cdomination of nature succeeded in the measure that it gradually
assimilated prinitive and natural alienation, but in annther form. Alien-
ation became social in the struggle against natural alienation, Is it by
chance that a technical civilisation has developed to the point where
social alienation has been revealed by its cenflict with the last areas
of natural resistance that technical nower hadn't managed (and for good
reasons) to destrov, Tnday, the technocrats propose we put an end to
prinitive alienation: overcorme with brotherly love, they exhort us to
nerfect the technical means which "in themselves'" would enable us to
conquer death, suffering, sickness and boredom., But the miracle wouldn't
be to net rid of death, the miracle would be to ret rid of suicide and
the desire to be dead, There are ways of abolishing the death penalty
which make one miss it. Until now the specific application cf technics
to society, while reducing quantitatively the number of cccasions of
suffering and death has allowed death itself to eat like a cancer intoc the

heart ~f life,

4

The prehistoric period of food gathering was succeeded by the period
of huntinp, during which the clans formed and strugpled to ensure their
survival, BHunting=orcunds and reserves were established and used for the
benefit of the croup as a whole, Strangers were banned absolutely as the
welfare of the whole clan depended on the observation of its Hounﬁarles.
Sn that the liberty won by settling more comfortably in the natural envir-
onment, by more effective protection against its hazards, itself engender-
ed its own negation outside the frontiers laid down by the clan and forec-
ed the group tc moderate its customary activities by organising its rela-
tions with excluded and menacing tribes. From the moment it appeared,



economic survival on a social basis engendered boundaries, restrictions
and conflicting rights, It should never be forsotten that until now
both our own nature ancd the nature of history have been prnduced by the
development of privative anpropriation: by a class, a group, a caste or
an individual seizing control of a collective power nf socie—economic
survival, whose form is always complex, from the ownership of land, of
territory, cf a factory, of capital, to the '"pure” exercise of power
over men (hierarchy). Even beyond the strugrle arcainst regimes whose
visi-n of paradise is the cybernetic welfars state, lies the necessity
of a still vaster strucnle acainst a fundameantal and, initially, natural
condition, in the develonment of which capitalism nlays only an episodic
role, and which will only disapnear with the last traces of hierarchical

power; or else, of course, the "marcassins de 1'humanite".

5

To be a proprietor is to arrogate a good from whose enjoyment one
excludes other people; at the same time it 1s to grant everyone the
potential right of possession. By excluding them from the de facto right
cf owmiership, the proprietor makes those he excludes themselves a part
of hic property (annexing the non-omers absolutely, annexing the other
nroprietors relatively): without whom, morcover, he is nothing. Those
without property have no choice in the matter, The proprietor appropri-
ates and alienates them as the producers of his own power, while the
necessity of physical survival forces them, despite themselves, to collab-
orate in their own alienation, to preduce it. They survive as those who
cannot live, Excluded, they participate in possession through the media-
tion of the proprietor, a mystical participation, since originally all clan
and social relationships evolved on a mystical basis, slewly replacing the
princinle of involimtarv cohesion in terms of which cach member functions
as a part of the group as a whole ("organic interdependence'). Their
activity within the structure of privative appropriation guarantees
their survival, ™2y consolidate a right to property from which they are
excluded and, owing to this ambiguity, each of them sees himself as par-
ticipating in property, as a living fragment of the right to possess,
although the development of anv such belief can only reveal his own
exclusion and possession, (Chronic cases of this alienation: the faithful
slzve, the cop, the bodyguard, the centurion, who through a sort cf union
with their own death, confer on death a power equal to the forces of life,
identifying in a destructive energy the negative and the positive pcles
of alienation, the absolutely obedient slave and the absolute master,)
It is of vital importance to the exploiter that this appearance is main-
tained -md made more sophisticated: not because he is esnecially machia-
vellian, but simply bacause he wants to stay alive, The organisation of
appearances is dependent on the survival of the proprieter, a survival
dependent in its turn on the survival of his privileges. The organisation
of appearances takes in the physical survival of the dispossessed, it creates
the possibility of staying alive while one is exploited and excluded from
human life, Thus, initially, privative appropriation and domination are
imposed and experienced as a positive right, but in the form of 2 negative
universality, Valid for everyone, justified in everyone's eyes by divine

L



law or natural reason, the right of privative appropfiation'is objectified
in general illusion, in 2 universal transcendence, in an essential law under
which everyone, individually, manages to tolerate the limits assigned to

his own right to live, and to the conditions of life in general.

6

The function of alienation as the condition of survival should be
understood in this social context, The labour of the dispossessed obeys
the same contradictions as the right of private appropriation. It trans-
forms them into the possessed, into those who produce their own appropria-
tion and are responsible for their own exclusion, but it is the only
chance of survival for slaves, for serfs, for workers - so much sq that the
activity which allows existence to continue by emptylng it of all content
finally, through a reversal of perspective that is both comprehensible
and sinister, takes on a positive sense, ot only has work been valorised
(in the form of sacrifice under the ancien regime, in its brutalising
aspects in bourgeois idzology and in the so-called popular democracies),
but moreover, from a very early stage, to work for a master, to alienate
oneself with the best will in the world, became the honourable - and
virtua 11y 1nd18putﬂb1e - price of survival. The satisfaction of basic
necds remazins the best safeguard of alienation; it is best dissimulated on
the grounds of its "necessity". Alienation multiplies needs because it
can satisfy nrnes today, lack of satisfaction is measured in numbers of
cars, fridges, t.,v,"'s: the alienating objects have lost the ruse and the
mystery of transcendence, thev are there in their concrete poverty., To
be rich today is to possess the greatest number of impoverished objects.

So far, surviving has stopped us living., This is why the impossibility
of survival is so important, That it is impossible can only become more
and more obvious as comfort and overabundance of the elements of survival
reduce life to a single choice: suicide or revolution,

-
The sacred even presides over the srtuggle against alienation., As
soon as the violence of the relationship between exploiter and exploited
18 no longer concealed by the nanoply of mysticism, the struggle against
alienation is suddenly revaedled as a ruthless hand=-to~hand fight with naked
power, discovered in its brutal strength and its weakness, a vulnerable
piant whose sllghtest wound confers on the ug"ressor the noteriety of an
Lrostratus; since power surV1vLs, the event remains smhigunus, Destruc-
tion = sublimne mnnent ivhen the complexlty of the world becomes tangible,
transnarent, within evervone's grasp, revolts for which there can be no
expiation = those of the slaves, of the Jacques, nf the iconoclasts, of
the Enrages, of the Federes, of Kronstadt, of Asturias, and - a promise
of things to come = the hoolipgans of Stockholm and the wildcat strikes...
Only the destruction of all hierarchical rower will allow us to forget
these, We intend to make sure that it does.

The deterioration of mythic structures and their slowness to regener= .
ate themselves have not only made nossible the prise de conscience end the



critical penetration of insurrection, They are also responsible for the
fact that once the "excesses' of revolution are past the strugele against
alienation is grasped rm a theoretical plane, as 2n extension of the
demystification preceding revolt, It is then that revelt on its nurest
and most authentic features is re-examined and disavowed by the "we didn't
really mean to do that" of thecreticians whose job is to explain an
insurrection to those who created it, to these who intend to demystify

by acts, not just by words,

All acts oprosing power today call for analysis and tactical develop-
ment. Much can be expected of:

(a) The new proletariat, discovering its penury amidst abundant
censumer goods (viz. the develnpment nf the working~class struggles
beginning in England; equally, the attitudes of rebel youth in all the
1ighly industrialised countries). |

(b)) Countries that have had enouch nf their partial and tricked up
revolutions and are consigning nast and present theoreticians to the

ruseum (viz, the role of the intelligentsia in the East,)
(¢) The underdeveloned nations, whose mistrust of the technical myths

has been kent alive by the cops and mercenaries of colenisation, the last
and nver—zealous militants of a transcendence against which they are the

best nossible vaccination,
(d) The vigour of the S,I,
canable of forestalling remote-controlled revelts,

sheepish resistance,

("Our ideas are in everyone's mind")
"ecrystal nights", and

| &
Privative arnropriation is bound to the dialectic of particular and

ceneral., In the realm of the mystic, where the contradictions »f slave and

feudal systems dissolve, the disnossessed excluded in particular from the

richt of possession endeavours to assure his survival through his labour:
the more he identifies with the interests of the master the more successful
he will be, He only knows the other dispossessed through their common
predicament: the compulsory surrender of labour force (Christianity
recormended voluntary surrender: once a slave offered his labour "of his

own accord" he was no longer a slave), the search for the ontimum conditions
of survival and nystical identification., Struggle, though bom of a uni--
versal will to survive, is engapged on the level of appearances where 1t
brings into play identificaticon with the desires of the master, and intro-
duces a certain individual rivalry reflecting the rivalry of the masters
anong themselves, Competition will develop on this plane for as long as
amystical opacity continues to envelop the structure of exploitation, and
for as long as the conditions producing this confusion continue to exist;
OT, alternatlvely, for- as long as the state of slavery determines conscious-
ness of the state of reality. (By objective consciousness we still under-—
stand consciousness that is conscious of being an object.) The propietor,

for his part, is forced to acknowledge a rigcht from.whlch he alone 1s

but which, however, is aprrehended on the level of appear-

not excluded,
His

ances as a right valid fnr each of the excluded taken individually,
prerozatives depend on this belief, and on it a strensth which is essential



if he 1is to hold his own amongst the other proprietors; it is his strength.
If, in his turn, he seems to renounce the exclusive appronriation of every-
thine and everybedy, if he seems to be less a master than a servant = a
servant of the public good, a defender of the faith = then his strength

is crowned with glory and renown, and te his other privileres he adds that
of denying on the level of appearances = the only level of reference of
unilateral cormmunication = the very idea of persenal appropriation, He
denies that anvone has this right, he repudiates the other proprietors,

In the feudal perspective, the nroprietor is not integrated in aprearances
on the sarne level as the dispossessed, slaves, soldiers, functionaries,
servants, etc, The lives of the latter are so squalid that the majority
can only live as a caricature of the Master (the feudal, the prince, the
major—-domo, the task-master, the high nriest, God, Satan.,..). Yet the
master himself is also forced to play the part of a caricature. ke can

do so without especial effort: his imitation of total life is already
caricatural, completely isolated as he is among those who can only survive,
He is already ocne of cur own kind, with the added prandeur of a past epoch,
with its strensth and its nostaleia., He too was waitinpg, just as we are
waiting today, longing for the adventure where he could become one with
himself, where he could find himself once more on the pathway to his total
prediction, Could the master, at the meoment he alienates the others,
suddenly realise that they are excluded and possessed? If he did, he would
realise he was only an exploiter, a purely nepgative being, This is neither
likely nor desirable., By ruling the preatest possible number of subjects
doesn't he allow them to stay alive, doesn't he offer them their only hope?
(Whatever would happen to the weorkers if someone didn't employ them? as
Victorian "thinkers" liked to ask), In fact, what the precprietor does 1is
to exclude himself officially from all claim to private appropriation,

To the sacrifice cof the dis-possessed, who through his work exchanges

his real life for an apparent one (fcr the life that stops him killingp
himself and allows the master to kill him instead), the proprietor replies
by anpearing tc sacrifice his nature as proprietor and exploiter; he
excludes himself mythically, he nuts himself at the service of everyone

and of myth (at the service, for example, of God and his people). With

an additional gesture, with an act whose gratuity bathes him in another
worldly radiance, he cives renunciation its pure form of mythic reality:
renouncing cormmon life, he is the roor man amidst illusory wealth, he who
sacrifices himself for everyone while other people only sacrifice themselves
for their own sake, for the sake of their survival, He turns his predica-
ment into plory, The more powerful he is, the more spectacular his sacri-
fice, BHe becomes the living reference point of the whole cf illusory life,
the highest point which can be reached in the scale of mythic values, With~-
drawvn '"voluntarily" from more common mortals he is drawn towards the world
of the gods, and, on the level of appearances (the only ceneral level of
reference) it is faith in his narticipation in the divinity which consecrates
his position in the hierachy of the other pronrletors. In the organisation
of transcendence, the feudal = and, throuch osmosis, the proprietors of
power or of material production, in varyino degrees = is led to play

the principal role, the role he really does rlay in the economic orcanisa-
tion of the survival of the oroup., So the existance 6f the c¢roup is bound



on every level to the existence of the proprietors as such, to those who,
owning everything since they own everybody, also force everyone to
renounce their lives on the nretext of their own renunciation, absolute
and divine, (From the god Prometheus punished by the pods to the cod
Christ punished by men, the sacrifice of the proprietor becomes vulrcar-
ised, loses its sacred aura, is humanised.) Myth unites proprietor and
cigpossesséd. It envelopes them in a common form where the necessity

of survival, as an animal or as a privileged belnp, forces them to live on
the level of appearances and under the inverted sien of rezl life, which'
is that of everyday praxis. UWe are still there, waiting to live before or
after a mystique acainst which -ur every resture protests in its very
submission, RN
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Myth, the unitary absclute in which the contradictions of the world
find ean illusory resolution, the harmonious—constantly-harmonised vision
that reflects and strengthens order - this is the sphere of the sacred,
the extra-human zone where, among so many other wonderful revelations,
the revalation of privative appropriation is not to be found., Nietzsche
was very much to the point when he wrote: "All becoming is a criminal
emancipation from eternal being, and its price is death,” The bourgenise
claimed to replace the pure Being of feudalism with Becoming, while in
fact all it did was to deconsecrate beinpg and to reconsecrate Becoming
to its own advantape; it elevated its own becoming to the status of
Being, no longer that of absolute property, but that of relative appropria-
tiont: a petty demcocratic and mechanical becomins, with its notion of
pronsress, of merit and of casual succession., The life of the proprietor
hides him from himself; bound to nyth by a pact of life or death, he can
only become conscinus of his own positive and exclusive enjoyment of
any good throush the lived appearance of his own exclusion = and isn't
it through this mythic exclusion that the digpossessed will discover the
reality of their own exclusion? He' accepts the responsibility of a group
he assumes the pronortions of a ood, He submits himself to its benedic— .
tion and its punighment, he swathes himself in his austerity. md wastes
avay., The master is the model of the gods and the herces, the face of the
pronrietor is the true face of Prometheus and of Christ = the face of all
those whose spectacular self-sacrifice has made it possible for "the wvast
majority of men" to continue to sacrifice themselves to an extrere
minority, to their masters., (nna1y31s of the proprietor's sacrifice
should be worked out more subtly: isn't the case of Christ really the sac-
rifice of the proprietor's son? If the proprietor can only seem to sacrifics
himself, on the level of appearances, then Christ stands for the real immo-
lation of his son when the circumstances leave no other alternative, As a
son he is only a little proprietor at an early stage of development, an
embryo, little more than a dream of future property. In this mythic dimen-
sion belonss the celebrated remark of the journalist Barres at the moment
when thel914 war had made his dreams come true at last: "Qur youth, as is
fittine, has sone to viald our blood.,") This rather distasteful little game,
before it took its place in the nmuseun of rites and folklore, knew a
heroic period when kines and tribal chieftains were ritually put to Jeath




according to their "will"., Historians assure us that theze
august martyrs were soon replaced by prisoners, slave and
%riminals. They may not get hurt anymore, but they've kept
he halo.
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The concept of a common fate is based on the sacrifice
of proprietor and dispossessed; in other words, the concept
of the human condition is embodied by an ideal and tormented
image whose function is to resolve the irresolvable opposition
between the mythical sacrifice of a minority and the real sac-
rifice of everyone else. The function of myth is to unify
snd make immortal, in a succession of static instants, the
dialectic of "will-to-~live' and its negation. This univer-
sally dominant factitious unity attains its most tangible
aind concrete representation in communication, particularly
in language. Ambiguity is most obvious on this level,it reveals
the absence of real communication, it leaves the analyst at
the mercy of ridiculous phantoms, at the mercy of words -
eternal and changing instants - whose content changes with
the person who uses them, just as the notion of sacrifice does.
When language is put to %he test it can no longer dissimulate
the basic misunderstanding and the crisis of participation
becomes inevitable. The traces of total revolution can be
followed through the language of a period, always menacing and
never fulfilled. They are intoxicating and chill signs of the
tumult they foreshadow but who is prepared to take them seriously?
The discredit striking language is as deep rooted and as inst-
inctive as suspicion towards wyths - not that everyone doesn!t
remain as fond of them as ever. How can key-words Dbe defined
by other words? What phrases can show the signs giving the lie
to the phraseological organisation of appearances? The bes?t
texts still await their justification. Only when a poem by
Mallarme becomes the sole reason for an act of revolt will
the relationship between poetry and revolution lose its
ambiguity. To await &nd prepare for this moment is not to
manipulate information as the last shock-wave whose significance
escapes everyone, but as the first repercussion of an act still

to come.

i1l
Born of wman's will to survive the uncontrollable forces

of nature, myth is a policy of public welfare which has outlived
its necessity. It has consolidated itself in its tyrannical
strength, reducing life to the sole dimension of survival,
denying it as movement adn totality,.

) I“"]
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Attacked, myth will unify all that attacks it. It will
engulf and assimilate it, sooner or later. Nothing can with-
stand it, no imege, no concept, that attempts to destroy the
dominant spiritual structures. It reigns over the expression
of facts and lived experience, on which it imposes its inter-
preta’sive structure (dramatisation). Private Consciousness
is the consciousness of lived experience which finds its ex-
pression on the level of organised appearances.

Myth is sustained by rewarded sacrifice. As every in-
dividual life is based on its own renunciation, lived exper-
ience must be defined as sacrifice and recompense. As a
reward for his asceticisn, the initiate (the promoted worker,
the specialist, the manager - new martyrs canonised demo-
cratically) receives a niche carved in the organisation of
apnearances, He is made to feel at home in glienation. But
collective shelters disappeared with unitary socileties, and
and all that's left today is their concrete translation as
a public service: tewmples, churches, palaces.... memories of
a universal protection. ©Shelters are private nowadays, and
even 1f their protection is far from certain, there can be
no mistaking their price.
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"Private" life is defined primarily in a formal context.
Obviously 1t is created by the social relationships based on
privative appropriation, but its essential form is created
by the expression of these relationships. Universal, beyond
opposition but always opposed, this form makes appropriation
a right acknowledged universally from which everyone is ex-
cluded, a right to which renuncistion is the only access.,
If it faTlls to break Ifree or the context imprisoning it (a
secession which is called revolution) the most authentic
experience can only become conscious, can only be expressed
and communicated by a movement of inverting the sign by which
its fundamental contradiction is dissimulated. In other
words, if any positive project fails to revitalise the praxis
of radical overthrow of the conditions of life - conditions
which, in their entirety, are those of privative appropriation -
then it will not stand the slightest chance of escaping the
negativity that reigns over the expression of social relatlion-
ships: it will be recuperated in inverse perspective, like
the image in a wirror. In the totalising perspective in
which it conditions the whole of everybody's life, and in
which its real and its mythic power can no longer be distin-
guished (both being real and both mythic) the movement of
private appropriation has made negativity the only possible
form of expression. Life in its entirity 1is suspended in a
negativity which erodes it and defines it forwally. To talk
of life today is like talking of rope in the house of a



nanged man., Since the key of will-to-livs hos been lost,

we have wandered through the corridcr:s oL an endless
mousoleum....Those who still accept th=ir own exhaustion
their squalor, and stagnation, can imagine they just

couldn't care about life as easily as they can fail to see

a living denial of their despair in each of tTheir everyday
gestured, a denial which should make them despair only of

the penury of their own imagination. These images, as though
life had fallen into a trance, offer a field of possibilities
with the conquering and the conquered animal at one pole and
the saint and the pure hero at the other. The smell in this
shithouse is really too much. The world and man as represent-
ation reek of carrion, and there's no longer any god around
to turn the butchery into beds of lilies. After all the ages
men have died, after having accepted, without appreciable
change, the answers of the gods, of nature, of biology, it
wouldn'!t be unreasonable to ask if we don't die because so
much death comes, and for specific reasons, into every momen?d
of our lives,
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Privative appropriation can be defeined essentially
as the appropriation of things by means of the appropriation
of people. It is the spring and the troubled water.where all
refelctions mingle and blur. Its field of action and influence
spanning the whole of history, seems to have been characterised
until now by being based on a double determination of behaviour:
by an ontology founded on self-negation and sacrifiee (its
subjective and objective aspects, respectively) and by a
fundamental duality, a division between particular and
general, between individual and collective, between private
and public, hetween theoretical and practical, between
spiritual and material, between intellectual and wanual, etc.,
etc., The contradiction between universal appropriaetion and
universal expropriation postulates that the master has been
seen for what he is and isolated, This mythic image of terror
impotence and renunciation occurs to slaves, to servants,
to all those who cannot stand to go on living as they are,
it is the illusory refelction of their participation in
property, a natural illusion since they really do particpate
in it +through their daily sacrifice of their energy
(called pain or torture in antiquity, and that we refer to
as labour or work) since they themselves produce the
property which excludes thewm. The master himself can only
cling to the notion of work-as-sacrifice, like Christ 7to
his cross and his nails; it is up to him to authenticate
sacrifice, to appear to renounce his right of exclusive
enjoyment and no longer to expropriacte with a purely human
violence (violence without meditation). The grandeur of
the gesture obscures its initial violence, the nobllity of
sacrifice absolves the warrior, the brutality of the conqueror
shines in the light of a transcendance whose reign is imwanent,
the gods are the intransigent guardians of law, the cantank-



erous shepherds of the meek and law abiding flock of
"Being and Wanting-to~be~Proprietor',.

The gawble on transcendance and the sacrifice
entailed are the masters! greatest achievement, their
most accomplished submission to the necessity of
of conquest. inyone, be he brigand or tyrant, who
intrigues for a power unpurified by renunciation will
sooner or later be tracked down and killed like a mad
dog, or even worse, like someone who pursues no other
ends than his own, and whose conception of "work" has
been formed without giving a damn what anyone else may
think. Tropmann, Landru, Petiot, balancing their budged
without taking into account the defence of the Free World,
of the State or of human "dignity" never stood a sporting
chonce. Freebooter, gansters, outlaws, refusing to play
by the rules of the game, disturb those whose conscilence
is at peace (whose consciousness is a reflection of myth)
but the masters when they kill the criminal, or enrol him
a8 a cop, re-establish the ommipotence of "eternal truth":
those who don't sell themselves lose their right to survive,
ond those who do sell themselves lose their right to live.
THe sacrifice of the master is the matrix of humanism #4ni
let it be understood once and for all that this makes
humenism the grotesque negation of all that is hunman,
Humanism is the master teken seriously at his own game,
acclaimed by those who see his apparent sacrifice as a
regson to hope for salvation, and not just the caricatural
reflection of their own real sacrifice, Justice, dignity,
honour liberty... these words that yap or squeal, are they
any more than household pets whose masters have calmly
awaited their homecoming since the time when heroic domestics
fought for their right to walk them on the street? To use then
is to forget that they are the ballast which allows power to
rise, to rise out of reach. A future regime might well decide
against promoting sacrifice in such universal forms, and
begin to track these words down and wipe them out; if so,
one could well foresee the left wing engaged in one more
plaintive battle of words, whose every phrase extols the
"gacrifice™ of a previous master and calls for the equally
mythical sacrifice of a new one ( a left wing master, a
power mowing down workers in the name of the proletariot.)
Bound to the notion of sacrifice, humanism is born of the
fear of both masters and slaves: it is the solidarity of
a shitscared humanity. But those who have rejected all
hierarchical power can use any word as a weapon to beat
out the rythm of their action. Lautreamont and the illegal
anacrchists were well aware of it; so were the dadaists.

Thus, the appropriator becomes a proprietor from the
monment he puts the ownership of people and of things in the



hands of God, or of a universal tronscendance, whose
ommipotence streams down on him as a grace sactifying

his sllghtest gesture, To oppose the proprietor thus
consecrated is to oppose God, Nature, the na tlon, the people.

IN short, to exclude oneself from the workd in its entirety.
"There can be no question of governing and even less of

being governed", writes Marcel Havrenne, so prettily; for those
who add violence to his humour, there can no longer be either
salvation or davrnation, there can be no position in the
universal comprchension of things, neither with Satan, the
great recuperator of the faithful, nor in any form of nyth,
since they are the living proof of its redundance. They were
born for o life yet to be invented; in as far as they lived,

it was on thiq hope that they finally came to grierf.

Two corollaries of the singularisation of transcendence:

(a) if ontology implies transcendance, any ontology
justifies a prioril the being of the master and of hierarchised
power, wherein the master is reflected in degraded, wore or

less faithful images.

(b) Upon the distinction between manual and intellectual

work, between practice and theory, is superinmposed the dis-
tlnctlmn between work-as-real~sacrifice and its organisation

in the form of apparent sacrifice,

It is tenmpting to explain fascism - amongst other
reasons - as an act of faith an auto-da-=fe of a bourgeoisie
haunted by the murder of God and the destruction of the great
sacred spectacle, vowing itself to the Devil, to an inverted
mysticism, a black mysticism with its rituals and holocausts.
Mysticism and high finance.

It should never be forgotten that hierarchical power
cannot exist without transcendence, without ideologies,
without myths. Demystificaetion itself could be turned into
a nyth, it would be sufficient to "ownit", wmost philosophically,
active demystification. After which all demystlflogtlon,
seperated hygienically into little pieces, becomes painless,
euthanatic, in a word, humanitarian, Were it not for the
movement of dewmystification which will end by demystifying
the denmystifiers.,
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ihen the bourgeois revolutionaries attocked the
mythical organisation of appearances, they attacked, quite
despite themselves, not only the keypoints of unitary power,
but the keypoints of any hierarchical power whatsoever,., Can

this inevitable mistoke explain the guilt-complex so typilcal
of bourgeoia mnentality? The mistake was undoubtebly inevitable,

In the first place, = mistake beocuse once The cloud-

of lies dissinulating privetive appropriation was pierced,
myth itself disintegrated and a vacuum was revealed which



could only be filled by poetry and delirious liberty.
Certainly, orgiastic poetry to date has not destrayed. -.
power, Its failure 1is easy to explain, and its ambiguous
signs reveal the blows struck at the same time as they heal
the wounds. Historians and aesthetes can keep their
colldctions: one has only tc pick at the scab of memory

and the cries, words and gestures of the past make the
whole body of power start %o bleed freshly once more. The
whole organisation of the survival of memories will not
stop them being forgotten as soon as they come to life
ageln and begin to dissolve in experience: the same appliles
to our survival in the construction of our everyday lives.

)

An 1nevitable process: as Marx showed, the appearance
of exchange value and its symbolic substitution by money
split open a radical crisis latent in the heart of the
unitary world. Merchandise introduced a universal character
into human relationships ( a dollar bill represents all I
can buy with this sum) and an egalitarian character (equal
things are exchanged). This "egalitarian universality" partly
escapes both the exploiter and the exploited, while both
accept it as a common measure., They discover themselves face
to face, no longer confronted in the mystery e¢f divine birth
and ascendence, as the nobility once was, but in an intelligible
transcendance, that of the Logos, a body of laws that can be
understood by everybody, even if any such understanding remains
cloaked in mystery, A mystery with its initiates, first of all
priests, struggling to maintain the Logos in the limbo of divine
mysticism, soon yielding to philosophers, then to technicians,
both their positien and the dignity of their sacred mission.
From Plato's republic to the cybernetic state.

Thus, under the pressure of exchange value and of
technology (which could be called &he do-it-yourself-
mediation-kit"), myth was gradually laicised. However, two
facts are to be noted:

(a) As the Logos frees itself from mystic unity it
affirms itself at once in and agsinst it. Upon magical and
analogical structures of behavious are superimposed rational
and logical structures which negate while conserving themn
(mathematics,poetics,economics,aesthetics,psychology,etc.)..

(b) Each time the Logos or the "organisation of
intelligble appearances’ becomes more independant it tends
to break away from the sacred and to become fragmented., As
such as it presents a double to unitary power. We have
already seen that the sacred expresses the selzure of the
totality by power and that anyone wanting to accede to the
totality must do so through the mediation of power: the
interdict striking mustics, alchemists, gnostics, is
sufficient proof. This also explains why power Joday




"protects" svecialists, in whom it can sense - but

without really trusting them ~ the missionaries of a
reconsecrated Logos. There are historic signs that testify
to the attempt made to found within mystic unitary power

a rival power asserting its unity in the name of The Logos:
amongst which, christain syncretism, the psychological
explanation of God, the Renaissance, the Reformation and tbe
Aufklarung.

The masters who tried to retain the unity of the Logos
were well aware that only unity can stabilise power. Examined
closely their efforts have not been as vain as the fragment-
ation of the Logos in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries
would seem to prove, In the general movement of atomisation,
the Togos bas been broken down into specialised technilgues
(physics, biology, seciclogy,papyrology, etc., etc.) but at
the same time the need to re-establish the totality has vecome
more and more imperative., It should never be forgotten that
an all-powerful technocratic power could now begin to plannify
the totality: the Logos would succeed myth as the selzure
of the totality by a future unitary (cybernetic) power., In
this perspective, the vision of the Encyclopedistes (strictly
rationalised progress stretching into the indefinite future)
would only have known a period of indecision lasting two
centuries before its realisation., This is the direction in
which the stalino-cyberneticians are preparing the future.

In this perspective peaceful co-existence should be seen as
the basis of totalitarian unity. Everyone must realise they
have already rebelled.
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We know the battlefield. The problem now 1is preparing
for battle., Otherwise the pataphysician, armed with his
totality without a technique, and the cybernetician, armed
with his technique without a totality, will consumate their
political coitus, And they will be duly blessed.

From the point of view of hierarchical power myth
could only be deconsecrated if the Logos was reconsecrated
or if at least its deconsecrating elements were reoonsecra%ed.
To attack the saocred was at the same tTime t¢ liberate the
totality, thus to destroy power. But the power of the bour-
geoisie, broken, impoverished, constantly harassed, maintains
o relative stability by its use of this ambiguity: technology,
which deconsecrates objectively, appears subjectively as an
instrument of liberation., Not a real liberation, which
could only be won by deconsecration, that is to say, by the
end ef the spectacle, but a caricature, an ersatz, a con-
trolled hallucination. What the unitary vision of the
world transferred to the beyond (the image of elevation),
fragmentary power inscribes in a future state of increased
well-being (the image of the pro-ject), of tomorrows-that-
will=-be~-another-day, but which will really no more than



today nmultiplied by the number of gadgets to be produced.
From the slogan "Live in God" we have gone on to the
humanistic motto "Survive as long as you can™ which
means "®tay young at heart and you'!ll live a long time,"™
Myth, deconsecrated and fragmented, loses 1its grandeue
and its spirituality. It becomes an impovershied form,
retaining former characteristics but revealing them as
something conrete, brutal and tangible. God doesn't run the
show any more, and until the day the Logos takes over,
armed with technology and science, the spectres of alien-
ation will materialise everywhere, sowing disorder in
thelr path. Pay attention to them: they are the first
nonifestations of a future order, We must start to play
fron this moment if the future is not to be ruled by the
principle of survival, or if even survival itself is not
to become impossible (the hypothesis of humanity destroying
itself), And with it, obviously, the whnle experiement of
constructing everyday life. The vital objectives of struggle
for the construction of everyday life are the key-points of
all hierarchical power. To construct one 1s to destroy the
nther, Caught in the vortex of deconsecration and recon-
secration, essentially we stand for the negation of the
following elements: the organisation of apperances as a
spectaclw where everyone denies themselved; the seperation
on which private life is based since 1t is there that the
objective seperation between proprietors and dispossessed
is lived and reflected on every level; and sacrifice.
The three are obviously interdependant, just as their
opposites: participation, communication, realisation. The
same applies to their context: non-totality ( a bankrupt
world, a controlled totality) and totality.
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The human relationships previously dissolved in divine
transcedence (in the totality crowned by the sacred) decantbed
and became solid as soon as the sacred stopped acting as a
catalyst., Their materiality was revealed and, as the
caprieious laws of economy succeeded those of Providence,
the power of men began to appear behind the power of the
gods., Today endless roles correspond to the mythical role
everyone once played under the divine spotlights. Though
their masks are human faces they still force both actor and
extra to deny their real life, to fulfil the dialectic of
real and mythical sacrifice. The spectacle is nothing but
deconsecrated and fragmented myth. It forms the carapace
of a power ( which could also be called essential mediation)
that is exposed to every blow once it no longer succeeds in
dissimulating, in the cacaphony where all cries drown one



like the revolution, or personal). But we must realise we

are also prevented from following the course of these

moments freely ( apart from the wmoment of revolution

itself) not only by the general repression exercised by
power, but also by the exigencies of our own struggle, of our
tactics, etc., It is equally important to find the means of
balancing this additional "percentage of error," by widening
the scope of these moments and by showing their qualitive
importance. Our remarks on the construction of everyday life
cannot be recuperated by cutural or sub-cultutal establishpents
(Evergreen, New Left Review, thinkers with three weeks paid
holiday) for the very gnod reason that all situationist ideas
are no more than the development of acts attempted constantly
by countless people to try and prevent another day being no
more than twenty-four hours of wasted time. Are we an avant-
garde? If we are, to be avant-garde means to kepp abreast oI

reality.
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It's not the monopoly of intelligence we hold, but that
of its use. Our positidon is strategic, we are at the heart
of every possible conflict. The gualitative is our force-
de-frappe. People who half understand this review ask us for
an explanatory monograph, thanks to which they will be able
to convince themselves they are an intelligent and cultuded
person, that is to say, an idiot. Someone who gets fed up and
chucks it in the gutter has more sense., Sooner or later it
will have to be understood that the words and phrases we use
are still outdated by reality. The distortion and clumsiness
of the way we express ourselves (that someone with taste
called, not inaccurately, "a somewhat irritating kind of
hermetic terrorism") comes from our central position |
on the illdefined and shifting frontier where language seq-
uestrated by power (conditioning) and free language (poetry)
fight out their complex war. To Those who can't keep up
with us we prefer those who reject us impatiently because
our language isn't yet authentic poetry, that is, isn't
yvet the free construction of everyday life,

Everything related to thought is related to the
spectacle. Almost everyone lives in a state of terror at
the possibility they might awake to themselves, and their
fear is carefully kept alive by power. Conditioning, the
poetry of power, has subjected so much to its control (all -
material equipment belongs to it: the press, television, U
stereotypes, magic, tradition, economy, technics - what

we call sequestrated languages that it has almost succeeded
in dissolving what Marx called the non-dominated sector of
nature to replace it by another (viz. our identikit picture
of "the survivor"). Lived experience, however, cannot be




another out and become harmenious the nature of privative
appropriation. And just how much shit it heaps on everyone.

Roles have become impoverished in the context of a
fragmentary power eaten away by deconsecration just as the
spectacel betrays its impoverishment in comparison with-
myth. They betray its mechanisms and its artifice so
clunmsily that power, to defend itself against popular
denunciation of the spectacle, has no alternative but to
denounce it first itself. Even more clumsily it changes actors
and ministers, it organises pograms of putative or prefab-
ricated producers of the spectacle (agents of Moscow or
Wall Street, of the judeocracy or les deux cent families).,
Which is to say that the whole cast has been forced to
become hams, that style has been replaced by manner.

Myth, as an immobile totality, emcompassed all movement
(the pilgrimage, for example, as fulfilment and adventure
within immobility). On the one hand, the spectacle can only
conceive the totality by reducing it to a fragment inserted
in a series of fragments (psycholigical, sociological,
biological, philological, mythological visions of the world),
while on the other hand, it is situated at the point where
the movement od deconsecration converges with the attemp?t
to reconsecrate, Thus it can only succeed in imposing immobility
within the movement of reality, the movement changing it
despite its resistance. In the era of fragmentation, the
organisation of appearances makes movement a linear succession
of immobile instants (this progress from notch to notch is
perfectly exemplified by Stalin's "diamat®). Under what we
have called "the colonisation of everyday life," the only
possible change is change of fragmentary roles. In terms of
more or less inflexible conventions once is successively:
citizen, father, sexual partner, politician, specialis?®
businessman, producer, consumer,. Yet what supervisor doesn'%y
feel watched himself? You may get a fuck, but youl'll always
get fucked, The proverb is universal.

The epoch of fragmentation has at least eliminated
2ll doubt on one point; eveyday life is the battlefield .
where the battle between the totality and power takes place,
power using all its strength to control it.

What do we demand in pitting the power of eveyday
life against hierarchical power? We demand everything.
We have taken our place in the general conflict stretching
from domestic squabbles to revolutionary war, and we have
gambled on the will to live. This means we must survive as
anti-survivors. Fundamentally we are only concerned with the
goments when life shatters the glaciation of survival (
whether these moments be unconssious or theorised, historic,




reduced to a seriés of empty configurations with such
facility. Resistance to the exterior organisation of life,
to the organisation of life as survival, contains more
poetry than any volume of verse or prose, and the poet,

in the literary sense of the word, is the person who has
sense or understood. that this is so. But the life of any such
poetry hangs on a thread. Certainly, as the situationists
understand it, it is irreducible and cannot be recuperated
by power (as soon as an act is power.) However it is
encircled by power, It is by isolation that power encircles
the irreducible and pins it down; ywt complete isolation is
not feagible. The pincer movement has teo claws; first, the
threat of disintegration (insanity,illness, destitution,
suicide) and, secondly, remote-controlled theraputics, the
first granting déath, the sécond no more than survival
(empty communication, the cohesion of friends or families,
psychoanalysis prostituted to alienation, wmedicare, ergo-
therapy). Sooner or later the S.I. must define itself as a
theraputic we are ready to defend the poetry created by
everyone against the false poetry manipulated solely by
power (conditioning). Doctors and psycheanalysts had

better get it straight too, unless they are prepared, one
fine day, to take the consequences for what they have done,
along with architects and other apostles of survival,

o
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A1l antagonisms that have not been resolved, integrated
and superceded are loesing their significance. These antagonlsms
can only evolve while they remain imprisoned in previous
forms which have not been superceded (anti-cultural art in
the cultural spectacle, for example). Any radical opposition
that has either failed or been partially successful - which
comes down to the same thing - etiolates gradually into ref-
ormistic opposition. Fragmentary opposition is like the teeth
on a cogwheel, they marry another and make the machine go
round, the machine of the spectacle, the machine of power.

Myth held all antagonisms in the archetype of maniche-
amism, But what can function as an archetype in a fragmented
society? In fact, the wmemory of previous antagonisms,
utilised in a patently devalued and non-aggressive ferm, appears
today as the last attempt to bring some coherence to the
organisation of appearances, so great is the extent to which
the spectacle has become a spectacle of undifferentiantedd
confusion, We are ready to wlpe out all trace of these
memories harnessing all the energy contained in previous
antagonisms for a radical conflict yet to come. A river will..
burst from .all the springs blocked up by power, a river whilch
will change the face of the world.

A travesty of antagonism, power insists that everyone
be for or against The Rolling Stones, le nouveau roman, the




Minivan, chinese food, LSD., short skirts, the United

Nations, pop art, nationalisation, thermonuclear war and hitch-
hiking., Everyone is asked tbeir opinion of every detail 1o
stop them having one of the totality. The manoeuvre, however
inept, wight have worked were the commercial salesmen involved
not waking up to their own alienation. To the passivity
imposed on the dispossessed masses is added the growing
passivity of directors and actors submitted to the abstract
laws of the market and the spectacle, exercising a less and
less effective power over the world. Already signs of

revolt are breaking out among the .actors, stars who try and
escape publicity or rulers who criticise thelr own power
Brigitte Bardot or Fidel Castro. The tools of power wear out.
Their desire for their own freedow, as instruments, should

be calculated on,
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The spectacular reformism of Christianity appeared at
the moment when the slave revolt threatened to overthrow the
structure of power and to reveal the relationship between
transcendence and the mechanism of privative appropriation
Its central democratic demand was not that slaves accede to
the reality of 2 human life - impossible without denouncing
appropriation as a movement of exclusion ~buty on the contrary,
to an existence whose source of happiness is mythical (the
imitation of Christ as the price of the hereafter). What has
changed? Waiting for the hereafter has become wimiting for the
tomorrow~that-will-be-another-~day; the sacrifice of real and
immediate life is the price at which the illusory liberty of
an apparent life is bought. The spectacle, is the sphere where
forced labour is transformed into voluntary sacrifice. There
is nothing more suspect than the formula  "to everyone according
to his work"” in a world where work is the blackmail of survival;
to say nothing of the formula "to everyone according to his
needs" in a world where needs.are determined by power, Any
construction attempting to define itself in an automomous,
and therefore partial, way ean be relegated to reformism, It
is unaware of its real definition by the negativity in which
everything is suspended. It tries to build on Tuilicksmnd as
though it were rock., Contempt and misunderstanding of the con-
text fixed by hierarchical power can only end by strengthening
this context. On the other hand. the spontaneous acts we can
see forming evérywbere. against powsr and.ifs spectaole must be
warned of all the obstacles in their path, and must find tactics
corresponding to the strength of the enemy and to its means of
recuperation. These tactics, which we are about to popularise,
are those of deflection (detournement).
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Sacrifice must be rewarded. In exchange for their
real sacrifice the woekers receivw the instruments of tTheir
liberation (comfort, gadgets) which, however, are a purely
fictitous liberation since power controls the ways in which
all material equipment can be used, since power utilises
to its own ends both the instruments and those who use
them. The christain.and bourgeois revolutions democratised
mythical sacrifice or the "sacrifice of the master." Today,
there are countless initiates who receive the crumbs of power
for having put to public service the totality of their partial
knowledge. They are no longer called "initietes" and not yet
"priests of the Logos,": they are just known as specialists.

On the level of the spectacle thelr power 1s incon-
testable: the candidate on "Double Your Money" or the
G.P.0. clerk, itemising the mechenical subleties of their Anglia,
both identify with the specialist, and we know how production
managers can use these identifications to bring skilled labour-
ers to hell. Essentially, the true mission of the technocrats
would be to unify the Logos, if only, through one of the
Contradiction of fragmentary power, they weren!'t all so
pathetictally isolated. Alienated as they are by their inter—
ference with one another, they know the whole of a fragment
and all realisation. escapes them . What real control can the
atomic technician, the strategist, or the political-
specialist exercise over nuclear weapons? What absolute
control can power hope to impese on all the gestures forming
against it? The stage is so crowded that only chaos reigns
as master, "Order reigns and doesn't govern" (Editorial Né6tes,
Internationale Situationniste,6).

| Insofar as the specialist takes part in the construction
of the instrupents that condition and transform the world he
initiates the revolt of the privileged. Previously any such
revolt has been called fascism. It is essentially an operatic
revolt - didn!'t Nietzsche see Wagner as a precursor? - when
actors who for a long time have heen pushed to the side
suddenly demand To hold the leading roles, Clinically speaking,
fascism is the hysteria of the spectmculdrworld as it reaches
a paroxysm. In this paroxysm the spectacle momentarily assures
its unity, and at the same time it reveals its radical inhum-
anity. Through fascism and stalinism, its romantic crises,
the spectacle betrays its true nature: it is a disease.

- We are poisoned by the spectacle. All the elements
necessary for a cure (that is, for the comnstruction of our
everyday lives) are in the hands of specialists. Thus, from one
point of view or another, we are highly interested in all
of them., Some are chronic cases: we don'!'t intend, for example
to try and show the specialists of power, the rulers, just how




far their delirium has carried them, On the other hand we

are ready to take account of the rancour of specialists imp-
risoned by roles which are constricted grotesque or infamous,
We must confess, however, that our indulgence has its limits.
If, despite all we @o, they continue stubbornly to put their
gullty conscience and their bitterness abt the service of
power, to fabricate the conditicning that colonises thelr

own everyday 1li es; if they continue to prefer an illusory
representation in the hierarchy to the reality of realisation;
if they continue to brandish their specialisation, (their
painting, their novels, their equations, their sociometry,
their ballistics); finally, if they know perfectly well - and
very soon it won't be possible to ignore it - that only the 5.1,
and power hpld the key to their specialisation, if then they
still cheese to serve power because power, battening on their
inertia, has so far selected them for its service, them fuck
them! No one could be more generaus. Above all they should
understand that henceforth the revolt of non-ruling actors

is a part of the revolt against the spectacle.

. A

The general abhorrence excited by the lumpenproletaria
comes from the use to which it was put by the bourgeoisie., It
served both as a means to regulate -power and as a source of
recruits for the more equivocal forces of law and order: cops, -
informers, hired guna, artists... Despite which, its implicilt
critique of the society of work is remarkably radical. Its
open contempt for both employers and employees contains a valid
critique of work as alienation, a critique that hasn't been
token seriously: uatil now both because the lumpenproletariat
was essentially the sector of all that was ambiguous in
society, and also because during the nineteenth and the
beginning of the twentieth centuries the struggle against
natural alienation and the production of well-being still
seemed to be valid pretexts for work.

" Once the abundance of consumer goods is known to be no
more than the other side of.an alienated preduction, the lum-
penproletariat acquires a new dimension: it liberates a contempt
for organised work that, in the age of the Welfare State, is
gradually taking the proportions of a demand that only the
ruling classes still refuse to acknowledge. Despite the constant
attempts of power to recuperate it, every experiment affected
on everyday life, that is, every attempt to construct it - an
illegal activity since the destruction of feudal power, where
it was restricted and reserved for a minority - becomes concrete
today through it critique of alienating work and its mefusal
to submit to forced labour, So much so that the new proletariat
tends to be defined negatively as a "Front Against Forced Labour"
bringing together all those who resist theilr annexation by
power., This is our field of action, It is here that we gamble




on the ruse of history against the ruse of power, it is here
that we back the worker, be he steelworker or artist, who -
consciously or not - rejects organised work and life, against
the worker who - consciously or not - accepts to work at the
erders of power. In this perspective, it is not unreasonable

to foresee a transitional period during which automation and
the will of the new proletariat leave work solely to specialists,
reducing managers and bureaucrats to the rank of Temporary
slaves., In the context of complete automation, the "workers"”
instead of nupervising machines, would be free to humour
cybernetic specialists whose sole task was to increase product-
ion - a production which had been radically transformed, a

production serving life and not survival,
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Unitary power endevoured to dissolve individual existance
in a collective consciousness, so that each social unity defined
itself subjectively as a particle with a clearly determined
welght suspended as though in oil. BEveryone had to feel blinded
by the evidence that the hand of God, shaking.the recipient,
used everything for designs of his own which transcended the
understanding of each particular human being, and appeared
as the emanations of a supreme will bestowing sence on the
slightest change. (In any case, all perturbation was an
ascending or descending movement towards harmony: the Four
Reigns, the Wheel of Fortune, the trials sent by the gods). One
can speak of a collective consciousness in the sense that it
was simultaneously for each individual and for everyone,
consciousness of myth and consciousness of a particular~exigtence-
within-myth. The power of the illusion is such that authentic
life draws its significance from what is not; from this stems
the clerical condemnation of life, reduced to pure contingence,
to squalid materiality, to vain appearances and to the lowes?t
level of a transcendence becowming increasingly debased in The
measure that it escapes mythic organisation.

God was the quarantor of space and time, whose co-
ordinates defined unitary society. He was the common referenee-
point for all wen; space and time came together in him, as in
him him all beings became one with their destiny. In the era
of fragmentation, man is torn apart between a space and a time
that no transcendence can unify throught the mediation of a
centralised power. We live in a space and time that are out
of joint, deproved of all reference-peint and all co-ordinates,
ags though we were never to come into contact with ourselves

although wverything invites us to.

There is a place where one makes oneself and a time in
which one plays. The space of everyday life, that of one's true



realisation, is encircled by every form of conditioning. The
restricted space of our true realisation defines us, though

we define ourselves in the time of the spectacle. Cr ,
alternatively: our consciousness is no longer consciousness of -
myth and of particular~being-in~the-myth, it is consciousness
of the spectacle and of the particular-role in-~-the-spectacle
(I po nted out above the relationship between all ontology and
unitary power, and in this context we could remember <that the
crisis of ontology appears with the movement towards fragment-
ation). To express this once more in different terms: in the
space~time relationship in which everyone and everything is
situated time has become the imaginary (the field of identifi-
cations); space defines us, although we define ourselves in
the 1lmaginary and although the imaginary defines us in as far
as we are subjectivities.

Our liberty is that of an abstract temporality in which
we are named in the language of power (these names are the
roles assigned us) with the choice left to us of finding
synonyms officially registered as such, The space of authentic
realisation (the space of our everyday life) is, on the contrary,
the kingdom of silence,. There is no name to name the space of
lived experience if not in poetry, in language struggling to
be free of the domination of power.
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When the bourgeoisie deconsecrated and fragmented myth
its primary demand was for independance of eonsciousness
(demands for freedom of thought, freedom of the press, freedom
of research and refusal of dogma)., So consciosness stopped
beilng more or less consciousness-reflecting-nyth. It became
consciousness of successive roles played in the spectacle., Above
all what the bourgeoisie demanded was the freedom of actors and
extras in a spectacle no longer organised by God, by his cops,
and his priests, but by natural and economic laws, "Inexorable
and capricious laws" : cops and specialists en the payroll once
agallle

God has been torn aside like a useless bandage and the
wound has stayed raw. The bandage may have stopped the wound
healing up, but it justified suf¥ering, it gave it a sense well
worth a few shots of morphine. Now, suffering has no Jjustification
whatsoever, and morphine is £ar Prom cheap. Seperation has
become concrete., Anyone at all can put their finger on it, add
the only answer cybernetic society can offer us is to become
spectators of putrescence and decay, spectators of survival,

Hegel's drama of conscliousness 1s more exactly consciousness
of drama. Romanticism echoes like the cry of othe sould torn from



s

from the body, a suffering made even mure intolerable because
we all find ourselves alone to face the collapse of the sacred
totality, and of all the Houses of Usher. |
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The totality is objecfive reality in the movement of which
subjectivity can only participate as realisation. Anything apart
from the realisation of everyday life belongs to the spectacle

where survival is frozen (hibernation) and served out in slices.

There can be no authentic realisation except in objective reality,
in the totality. A1l the rest is caricature. The objective real-
isation that functions in the mechanism of the spectacle is nothing
but the success of power-manipulated objects (the "objective
realisation in subjectivity" of famous artists, of film-sTars,

of the celebrities of Who'!s Who). On the level of the organisation
of appearnacgs, every success - and even every failure - 1s
inflated until it becomes a stereotype, and is broadcast by the
information media as though it were the only possible success

or failure, 5o far power has been the only judge, though pressure
has been brought to bear on its judgement. Its criteria alone

are valid for those who accept the spectacle and are satisfied
with playing a role within it. And there are no more artists

on that scene, there are only extras.

€2

The space and time of private life were harmonsied in
the space and time of myth. The universal harmony of Iourier
answers this perverted harmony. A5 soon as myth no longer en-
compasses the individuals and the partial in a totality domi-
nated by the sacred, each fragement erects itself as a totality.
The fragpeut erected as a totality, is in fact, the totalitarian.
In the dissociated space and time that makes private life, time,
made absolute in the form of abstract libertv. which is that of
the spectacle, consolidates by its very dis < ‘ation the spatial
absolute of everyday life, its isolatiocn, its constriction.

The mechcnism of the alicnating spectaocle exerts such strength
the private life reaehes the point 'of being.definéd as - -
sometHinz that is deprived of spectecle. The fact that is
escapes spectacular roles and categories is experlenced as an
additional privation, as a sense of sickness which power uses
as a pretext to reduce everyday life to insignificant gestures
(to smcke a joint, to read a book, to make a cup of tea).
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The spectacle that imposes its norms on lived experience
itself stems from lived experdénce. The time of the spectacle,
1ived in the form of successive roles, makes the space of auth-



entic exverience the area of objective impotence, while, at

the same time, objective impotence, that due to the conditioning

of private appropriation, makes the spectacle the absolute of

virtual liberty. |
Elements born of lived experience are only acknowledgedon

the level the spectacle, where they are exprecged in the form

of stereotypes, although any such expression is constantly

opposed in lived experience and denied by authentzc lived

experience, The identikit picture of the survivors = to whom

Nietzsche refers as the "little people" or the "las® men” -

can only be conceived in terms of the following dialectic

of posgibility-~impossibility.

(a) the possible on the level of the spectacle (variety

of abstract roles) reinforces the impossible on the level of
authenitc experience,

(bp)the impossible (that is, the limits imposed on
real experience by privative appropriation) determines the
field of abstract possibilities,

survival has two dimensions. As against this reduction
what forces can focus attention on the everyday problem of
all human beings: the dialectic of survival and of 1life?
Either the specific forces on which the S.I. has gambled will
allow these contraries to be superceded, reuniting space and
time in the construction of everyday life; of life and survival
will becowe locked in their antagonism, growing weaker and
weaker until the point of ultimate confusiin and ultimate
poverty is reached,
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Livvd experience is shattered and labelled Spectacularly in
categories, biological, soclological, etc., which, while being
related to the communicable, never communicate more than the
facts emptoed of their wuthentically experieneed content. Thus
it is that hierarchical power, imprisoning everyone in the
objective wmechanism of private appropriation (admission-
exclusion, viz. section 3) also dictates the nature of subject-
ivity..Insofar as it does so it forces, with a varying degree
of success, each individual subjectivity to objectivise itself,
that is to say, to become an object it can manipulate. This
forms an extremely interesting dialectic which should be
enalyesed in greater detail (cf., the objective realsiation in
subjectivity -~ that of power -~ and the objective realisation in
objectivity -~ which comes into the praxis of constructing
everyday life and of destroying power,)

Pacts re deprived of content in the name of the communicable,



in the name of an abstract universality, in the name :0f a
perverted harmony in which everyone realises themselves in
an inverted perspective. In this context, the S.I. belongs
to the tradition of dissent which encompasses Sapde, Fourier,
Lewis Cgrroll, Lautremont, surrealism and lettrism - at.

least in its less-known forws, which were also the mos?d
radical--

Within a fragment erected as a totality, each further
fragment is itself totalitarian, Sensibility, desire, will,
taste, the subeonscious and all the categories of the ego
were %reated as absolutes by
individualism., Today sociology is enriching the categories
of psychology, but the introduction of variety into the roles
merely emphasisges the monotony of the reflex of identification.

he liberty of the "Survivor™ will be to assume the abstract
constituent to which he has '""chosen' to reduce himself. Once

there is no question of true realisation, only a psychosociological
dramaturgy is left, in which subjectivity functions as an

overflow to get rid of the effects one has worn for the daily
exhibition, Survival-becomes the final stage of life organised
as the mechanical reproduction of memory.
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Until now the approach to the totality has been
falsified, Power has been inserted parasitically as an indis-
pensable mediation between men and nature, But the relationship
between mencaidd nature is founded only by praxis, 5ISCidsprasis
that 1is always breaking the veneer of lies that myth and its
subst tutes try to substantiate., It is praxis, even alienateds=
prexis, that wmaintains contact with the totality. By revealing
its fragmentary character, praxis reveals at the same tine
the real totality (reality): it is the totality being realised
through its opposite, the fragment.

In the prespective of praxis, every fragment is the
totality, in the prespective power, whiobh.alienates praxis,
every fragment is totalitarian. This should be enough to wreck
the attempts cybernetic power will make o enveloprpraxis in
a mystique, although the seriefsness: .f these attempts should
not be underestimated.

All praxis belongs to:our project. It enters with its
share of alienation, with the dross of power: however, we can
urify it, We will clarify the panoeuvres of subjection and
the strength and purity of the acts of refusal. We will use

our strategy, not in a manichean vision, but as a means of
developing this conflict in which, everywhere at every moment,
adversaries are secking one another and only clashing accide-
ntally, lost in an irremediable darkness and confusion.
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Everyday life-has always been emptied to substantiate
apparent life, but appearances, in their mythical cohesion,

were powerful enough to ensure tlhmi.no one ever became

conscious of everyday life, The poverty and emptiness of the
spectacle betrayed by every type of capitalism, by every

type of bourgeoisie, has revealed the existence of everyday

life (a shelter-life, but a shelter for what and from what?)

end simultaneously the poverty of everyday life., As reification
and bureauoratisation eat deeper and deeper into life, the
exhaustion of the spectacle and of everyday life become
inoreasingly evident to everyone. The conflict between human

and the inhuman has also been transferred to the plane of
appearances, As soon ,as marxism became an ideology, Marx!'s
struggle against ideology in the name of the richness in

life was transformed into an ideologicgal anti-ideology, a
spectacle of the anti-spectacle (just as within the avant-garde,
the fate of the anti-spectacular spectacle is its restriction
to the actors anti-artistic art being created and understood
only by artists; the relationship between this anti-ideological
ideology and the function of the professional revolutionary in
leninism should be studied). Thus, manicheaniswm was resuscitated
for a time., Why did St. Augustine attacke the manicheans with
such acerbity? Because he knew the danger of a myth offering
only one solutiocn, victory of the good over the evil; he knew
that this impossibility threatened to wreck the whole structure of
myth and to focus attention on the contradiction bmtween mythic
and authentic life, Christicnity offers the third way, the way of
sacred confusion. What christianity accomplished by the strength
of myth is accomplished today by the stregth of things. There
isn!t any longer the slightest antagonism between soviet workers
and capitalist workers, -there isn't any longer the slightest
antagoanisn between the bomb of the stalinist bureaucrats and the
bomb of the non-stalinist bureaucrats there is only unity in the
chaos of reified heings,

Who 1s responsible? Who should be shot? We are dominated by
a system, by an abstract form. Degrees of humanity and inhumanity
are measured by purely quantative variations of passivity. The
quality is the sawme everywhere: we are all proletarianised, or
well on the way to being so. What are the traditional "revolut-
lonaries" doing? They are eliminating certain distinctions, they
are making sure that no proletarians are any more proletarian than
everyone else, But what party wants to end the proletariat?

The perspective of survival has become intolerable, What we
are suffering from is the weight of things in a vacuum, That'!s
what reification is: everyone and everything falling at an equal
speed, everyone and everything stigmatised with their equal valte.
The relgn of equalvalues has realised the christain project, but it



some extent in a spectacular manner) that we can give those who
dlsgoyer revoltuionary power through our theoretical and practical
pos;tlons, power without mediation, power entailing the direct
act}on of everyone, ne guiding image could be Durrutti's brigade
moving fyom village to village, liquidating the bourgeois elelments,
and leaving the workers to see to their own organisation,

(p)The intelligentsia 1is power's hall of mirrors,
‘Opposing power, it never offers more cathartic identifications play-
ing on the passivity of those whose every act reveals real diss-
idence., The radicalism = of gesture, obviously, not of theory -~ which
could be glimpsed in the Committee of 100 and in the "Declaration
of the 121" suggests, however, a number of different possibilities,
We are capable of precipitating this crisis, but only by entering
the intelligentsia .as a power (against the intelligentsia)., This
phase = which must precede and be contained within the phase
described in (a) = will put us in the perspective of the Nietzschean
project. W will form a small, almosy alchemical, experimental
group within which the realisation of the total man can be started.
Nietzsche could only conceive an undetaking of this nature within
the framework of the hierarchical principle, It is, in fact, within
thos framework that we find ourselves, Therefore it is of the utmost
importance that we present ourselves without the slightes ambiguity
(on the level of the group, the purification of the centre and the
elimination of residues now seem to he completed)., We accept the
hierarchical framework in which we are placed waiting impatiently
to abolsih our domination of others, others we can only dominate on
teh ground of our criteria against domination.

(¢) Tactically, our communication shaould be diffused from
a centre that remains :more or less occult. We will set up a
non-materialised network (direct relationships, episodic contacts
without ties, development of embryonic relations based on sympathy
and understanding, in much the same way as the red agitators
before the arrival of the revolutionary armies). We will claim as
our own, through their analysis, various radical gestures (acts,
writings, political attitudes, works) and we will consider that
our won acts and analyses are demanded by the wmajority of people.

In the same way as God formed the .,réference-~point of past

unitary society, we are preparing to create the cmntral reference-
point of a unitary soclety now possible., This point cannot be

fixed, Ag against the ever-renewed confusion that cybernetic society
from the past of inbumanity, it stands for the game that everyone

will play, "the moving order of the future.,"




has realised it without christianity (as Pascal understood it)
and, above all, it has realised it over God's dead body, |
contrary to Pagcall's expectations.

The spectacle and everyday life coexist in the reign of
equal values, People and things are interchangeable. The world
of reification is a world without a centre, like the new towns,
which are its decor. The present withdraws before the promise "
of a perpetual future which is nor more than a mechanical extension
of the past., Time itself is deprived of a centee. In this concent-
ration-camp universe victims and torturers wear the same mask, .
end only the torture is real. No fresh ideology will be able To
soothe the pain, ‘neither that of the tTotality (the Logos), nor that
cf nihkilism, which will be the crutches of the cybernetic state,
They condemn all hierarchical power, whatever its organisation and
dissimulation. The antagonism the S.,I. is about to renew is the
oldest of all: it is radical antagonism, and that is why it cen
assimilate all that has been left by the great individuals and
insurrectionary movements of the past.
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So many other banalities could be examined and reversed.
The best thins never come to an end., Before rereading the above -
even the most mediocre intelligence will understand by the third
attenpt - it would be wise to concentrate very carefully on the
following text, for these notes, as fragmentary as the preceding,
must be discussed in detail, The central point is the question of
the S.1. and revolutionary power.--

The S.I. being aware of the crisis of both mass padties and
"elites” must embody the supercession of both the bolshevik C.C,
Esupercession of the mass party) and of the Nietzchean project

supercession of the intelligentsia).

(a) Whenever zny power has set itself up to direct .
revolutionary will, it has a priori undermined the power af the
revolution., The bolshevik Central Committee was defined as at
once concentration and re resentation. Concentration of a power
antagonistic to bourgeolis power and representation of the will
of the masces, This double characteristic determined that it rapidly
became no more than an empty power, a power of empty representation,
and that it soon rejoined in a common form (bureaucracy) bourgeois
power, forved to follow a similar evolutiowms. The comlitione of
concentrated power and of mass representation exist potentially in
the S.I. since it monopolises the qualitative and since its l1deas
are in everyone's mind., Nevertheless, we refuse both concentrated
power and the right of representation, conscious that we are
- ‘taking the only public attitude ( we cannot avoid being known to



THESES ON UNITARY URBANISM

1

Town planning doesn't exist: it!'s just an ideology - in =«
Marx's sense of the word. Architecture, of course, does:

it is a product coated in ideology but real just lhe same,
oroviding superficial satisfaction of falsified needs. A1l
the talk of town planning, of urban renewal and "urbanoclogy”
is to this revressive architecture exactly wliat the hoardings
and commercials are to mass-nroduced products: pure spectac-
ular ideology. lModern capitalism organizes the rsduction of
all social life to a spectacle, but the only spectacle it
can stage is that of our own alienation. Its vision of the
city is its masterpiece.

2

Urban development is the CAPITALIST DEFINITION OW SPACE.

It is one particular realization of the technically possible,
end it excludes all alternatives. Urban studies should be
seen - like aesthetics, whose path 1o complete confusion
they are about to follow - as a rat%er'neglected type cf
penal reform: an evidemiology of ihez social disease called
revolt.

'The "theory" of urban develovment seel's to enlist the
support of its victims, to persuade them that thev have rnaIly
chosen the bureaucratic form of conditioning expressed by
modern architecture. To this end, all the emplasis is
placed on Utility, the better to hide the fact that this ar-
chitecture's real utility is to control men ani reify the
relations between them. People need a roof over their
heads: su»er-blocks provide it. Peonle need infeorming &
entertaining: telly does just that. But of course the
I'ind of information, entertainment and place to live which
such arguments help sell are not created for veonle at all,
but rather without them and against them,



The whole of urban planning must be understood as a sector of
the publicity propaganda effort of our society. It's the
organigaticn of participation in something in which it is
impossible to participate.

3

The aim of traffic control is the organization of universal
isolation. This is why its perfection is the major "problen
of the modern city., It is the negation of the human encoun  *
-ter. 1t exhausts all the energies needed for real commun-
ication.

The spectacle has to compensate for the impossibility of
participation, and this compensation is made at the level of
the individual's living-place and means of transport: the
apartment and car are status symbols par excellence. One
doesn't live somewhere in the city, one lives somewhere in the
hierarchy. Top people travel the most: power tends to be
expressed objectively by the number of, and the distance
between, places where the individual has to be seen in the
course of the day. To apnpear in three different capitals
in the course of 24 hours is enough in itself to prove a
man's prestige in the ranks of the "decision-malers®.

4

The spectacle's job is to integrate the entire oopulation.

The organigation of urban spnace is one of its two chief weap-
ons, the other one bein>» the maintenance of a permanent infor-
mation network. Together, these guarantee a secure frame-
work to control and reinforce actual living conditlons. Our
first task must be to help people refuse to be defined by their
concretz environment; or to sce themselves in the stereotyped
behaviour patterns proposed as modols by the mass media,

Such a refusal is a preconcition for the establishment of
advance bases - the first areas captured for real human ac-
tivity in which people freely recognize themselves.

We are obviously bound to remain in the era of reified and
reifying cities for a long time to come, but the attitude with
which neonle face this situation can change straight avway.

We have to pnropagate suspicion and subversion of those
identical, air-conditioned, brightly coloured Iindergartens,
the new dormitory cities of both East and West. It is time
to murder sleep.



5

By "unitary urbanism" we=mean o practical critique of contem-
porary town planning's nanipulation of cities and their inhob-
itants =~ an authentic expression of all it endeavours to
repress, nurtured and moulded by all the tensions of every-
day life. Concretely, we envisage the setting up of bases
for experimental living: the gnthering together, of those who
ywant to becone nasters of their own lives, in areas equipped
end defined entirely by the developing demands and needs of
that project. Such bases could not be the reserve of sone
activity separate from society at large: no spatio-tenporal
gone can be execnpt from the pressures of world society, al-
though the spectacle tries to create this illusion by neans
of the concept of Leisure. (The packaged holiday, obviously,
is a nodel of well-nigh total control) Situationist bases
would nct as bridgeheads and, far fronm cutting themselves off,
would take the offensive in an attenpt to invade every level
of everyday life.

Unitary urbanism is the opposite of a specialigzed activity.
To accept th? organization of urban ~ppace as the domain of a
particular brand of expert is to swallow not only the lie of
town planning, but also the lie which wvitintes the whole of
life. The town nlanners pronise happiness. They shall be
judged accordingly. The co-ordination of artistic and sci-
entific critical weapons must lcad to a total denunciation of
presont conditioning.

6

All space is already occupied by the eneny who, not content
with exercising his jurisdiction, has shaped cven its elcmen-
tary laws = its actual geonmetry - for his own purposcs.
The aonearance of authentic urbanisn will be signalled by the
dislodging of those occupying forces from certain zones.
They have to be flushed out, leaving behind a "deccolonized"
law-less arca constituting the sort of POSITIVE VOID which
up to now has only becen produced =~ transicntly = by the
deliberate destruction or the inadvertont brealkdown of the
oxternal riots; the New York blackout of 1965; the Powis
Square affair, London; Berkelcy students takeover of waste
ground (1969). @ hat we call "construction" starts thare,
with the cormmandecring of a few parccls of land fron this
conpletoly domesticated plant.

. »
=



7

The functional is the practical. The only thing which is
wwactical is the resolution of our fundamental problem =
our own self-fulfilrment, our escape fron the systen of
isolation. This and nothing else is the useful and the
utilitarian, All the rest arc sinply nminor sub-products
of the practical - and its mystification.

8

The situationist destruction of contemporary conditioning is
at the sane time the construction of situations: tho
liberation of the boundless energy tapvped in a patrified
everyday life. ¥Hith tho advent of unitary urbanisn, con-
tennorary city planning will be replaced by tachniques for
defending the nermnanently throatened conditions of liberty.
Its incetion will date frem the noment when individuals
(who, as such, do not yet exist) begin constucting their

own lives and naking their own history.

9

The prehistory of conditioning is coming to an end. We:

are not saying that :en nust retum to sene stage before
conditioning bagan, but that they iust master it, exploit

it and »lay with it. A new architecture derands the
revolution of cveryday 1life - which neans the appropriation
of the means of conditioning by everyone, the unending
enrichnent of those momns, and their fulfilment.

KOTANYT & VANEIGEM
1961

#

"On every Sunday since mid-Anril, hundreds of young neople
students and the hippie style 'street peonle' who made up
Berkeleoy's peculiar youth sub-culture toiled over the des-
olate finld. They took up a collection for sods, shrubs &
secdlings. They covered nost of the mud with grass &
planted a zgrove of 3 trees. Sorne of the voluntoers laid a
brick walkway: others tilled a "rovolutiocnary cornfield®:
still others, with rented welding couimnent, built swings
& a sandbox for children, at onc corner, a fishpond was
dug. In the evening chill, a firec blagzed in a central pit
and younz p coole ladled free soup from a garbage can.

They called it the Peooples Park: architectural critic Alan
Temko called it recrcational dosign's nost significant inn-
ovation since the great 19th d. nublie narks." -~ Nowsweck.
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