‘”,;as well as anti-Marxist notions of

. .- . "h
Tie foldowine pn ‘g8 contain 1deas developed &t tbe time of ~ ﬁ?}p
a course given in 19%58-59 at the Feole Pratique des Vnutes Ttudes.
?(Pr":tical S0l for High 3tud*ea), they make up part of a book,,

:to aprear, devoted to the rtudy of certaln basi. tendsncies of

the most evolved Andustrial society, the United States in bpartlieculer.
These tenden:lies: \B° emjto0 engender a mode of thought and behavior -
"which represasas or relects all values, agpiratlone an” thoughta

which d0 not conform to the dominant rationaliiy. Consequently an
entire dimenslon of human reality is suppressed: the dimension which }

permits individuals and clzsses to develop a theurv'an,ﬁajprcctice
of going beyond and to envisage the(fégggzm_naha_nﬁsg\_;ﬁé)of their .
society., Radlical erliticism, effectlvVs opovsition (1nte ttual _a g

well as politi~sl) are henceforth integratsd-into ‘T i@TaTU= Ol
human existence seexb to bacome([% e-dimensiona1~“3 3u n*aﬁ‘iﬂﬁﬁf
-gration: cannq;,be explained only by the emsrgénée of mess cultuhe,, ‘
» . of the Orgi‘lzation Man, “the Hidden Persuadera, ete,; Lirese
-hotlone belong to o gﬁgg%g‘;%g%lggical {gngrnretation whlch neslﬂcta

" the analygls—of-—the . mgntal processes; “bhe processes walch
un&armtné ‘the bage on which radical oppoesition can be developod

ophy of the base . even of hiastorical golng beyond th55‘ ?
“I%ﬁ”af’ghe negative forces, which appears as the suprema_g

- thees 8iv as technique-ism-so - .
"profoundly transforméd capltalismand socialism thet Merxist nggion
evelopment are invalldated

of industrial soclet are_these th'ngs rooted in the
é%ﬁrB“Ur‘fﬁﬁnnuIEEI?"IiﬁE¥TT1ﬁaﬁt:n, or are they only

ork.of its {représsive ;nstlt%fégnsT

. Eaenskumcgh¥: Does the atrophy of thel'process of going beyond :
foretell the poggibilit of an gbsorption of the negative forces,:

'

the mastering ef érent con trgdictisng by the technnloglesal
domination of the world, by ahigvel of 1ilfe siways hlgher and higher, -
by a universal administrat*on of soclety?- Or rathen does 1t aﬁﬁbunue
thé 8tagé in the course of which quantitative change wixl becoue
“‘qualitative? ) .

Such ara the questlins which have guided our arnal+sis: 1t hes
for 1tes point of departure the p olltlecal-economlc tronstfo-mation
of technicel society and examlnes, on this basls, the different
forms .of the atrophy of the procsess of going bhey:nd 1In normal
behavior, in language, in traditieral culiure and 1ln neo-nositivist
and analytic ghilosovhy.

- When khe new scientifiec methad decirsyed the idsa of & -

quiverse 6rgan_jized in rzlation tO\ohe end one final structurs,

almo invellidated a hierarchical sorlal svsfem where the occupa=
" tion.eg and asnirations of the indlvwdual -¥ere predetermined by Tinel

causes. The nev sclence, in its:ng:ﬂ;aﬁaty, mede an abstraction of
an organizatlon of 1life whick depriVed’ t’'& groat majority of men of
Treedom, Inh an effort to establish the prysical-mathema® lcal
structu' e of the universe, 1t also made an ahkstra tion of the .con-
erete individual, of the "sentlent body." <Such an abstraction was
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moreover fully validated hy 1ts result: & logical systeun of pro-

‘positions guiding the methodical utilization and transformation

of neture and itending to make of 1{ a universc contirolled ty the
power of man. :

structures, "truth™ had no relation to anything unlesa it could be
measured and-calculeted, or if 1t was & propocsition einressing these
cornditlione., This reelity 1s given according to iis own laws (even

";7;:\\ Reality was reduced (or reducible) o phyﬂical~ma%hhmqticui
iz

if these laws are only “"statisticel"). Man can understand them,
ect on them and be concerned by them, utllize them, without there
belng the laws of his own soplal or Intividual existence; they
govern him only to the extent that he himself 1s pure rhysical-
blologicel wmatter. Man, in a1l hle other aspects, is eliminasted
from neture, or rather, the resllty which sees and recognizes the

':,scientific method 1s & reality independent of individusl or scciel

factualnesg,

1

- It mey be that one 1s justified in apeaking of the "metgphy- ,
sical foundatlions" of modern ‘sclence.—--Thue recently,A. ¥oyrexhas |

strongly put the accent on thesfnfological' aspecta and the non- o
empirleal Zaprcts of gelTIeo' s sciénce:” The Pythagorean, P latonie,

. 8mr“Arictotelian tradition remains, at least up to Newton, wxiwux L
"powerful. #ew ancugh to endow the sclentific method with a "phllo-

sophy." One can say that the notion even of physical Jaws shich
are univereal and_su—gceptible to unlfication, preaserves at its
first appearance the 13éa; elsewhere proscribed, of finality;
this however bécqmea a finallty more and more empty, a finality
of the order of (alculablility aﬁg;predictabllity pure and simple,
which has nelther telos 1m I1FE1f, nor a structure tending toward
a telos. It is this calculﬁbilit¥,)this predlctabllity, in relation
to thelr own movements and according to their own terms, relativenm
to man to the extent-that he -akeulates and wredlets the movement
of the mechanism, which constitutes "order"” (though probubly e
statistical order only.) The denslity and opacity of "objecta", of
objectivity, seems to be evaporzted. . There ig nommgmmore hisems
nature or human r-ality as substantial ) cosmos. In the evolved
®B scientific method, thought is as If it were puritTled of the
objects which opuose : they rema'n only ag "convenlent inter-
mediaries", as "models" and "invariables", as "obsolete culturel
postulates.” (V. Quine, From 2 lo~l al paint of ylew, ~ambrlige,
1953, p. 44) Or, to cite once sgain an operating/Tormula: the
metter of physice 1s no more the measure S "UBJldctive qualities
of the axteriocr an’d metsria’ world, thev are only results obteined
by the accompllishment of sueh operations", (¥, Mngler, Nature ,
vol. 168, 1951y, P. 630) | The totality of the oblects of_fhought ™
end of prartice is novw co ved "vrojected” as Qrganizatio}f:\ .
beyond all sense certlitude, its truth is a mattef of donvention,
of effectivepeesf of "internal coherence"; and t@ baslc exper-
ience is no %88’ concrete eupcrience, soclal practlice in ita
unity, but g€dministrative prastice, organl+ed by tecinolory.
e
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‘ Thiz evolation velfl-cte thr {gransformadion uf the natural
vorld into the technique world. &t‘iﬁ’mome than a word game 1f
I say:{fechnelogy has replaced on The nevw mode of g_gugrt
annulsthe ontologlcal treditio
Tte—tradit. oﬁ*’Lonos, ﬁeason, 1g the common
deromimator of the sublect rd the object, 28 mggbwga_aymthesis
f opposites; thls synthesisd is realized in the theoreticsl and
practiral struggle; in the transformation of +ha.51venuxor1d 1t
‘a free and rational world:; this is the work of/Histur Wit this
~~r&earizttc~9n%e¥e¢§-emhoﬁied‘tﬁ"‘tﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ'?éfﬁ@anJsubjact and
bject, the oppesition of one to the other the realit y.of renson.
ag_the ewvolution-ofthi mcdes of being,,
Y This the system which was the most resolutely mon EtmeintEined ths
o 2. of a substance whilch unfolded itself in subjeet and objlect,
" [\ thet 1s to say the idea of @ dsuble, dualist, antagon;stic reallty
e transrormation of natural realluy,\%nto hechnlcal reality, u d;

.w‘«l- g
[T

x mines the very basle of tals dualish, t is true that moderm .
“meientific vhilosophy denarts from the Cartegisn notlon of two

’ : substances: res cogitans and res extensa f%hinking thingd and &+ =

o thin”! in space oq} aterial thinge#). - All the time, as matteg"tv&w&
. is madepth latter,is nore and more made up of mathemstlcel
ﬁormulas {vhose gpplication, in turn, "remexce" this matter), the
res’extensa loses lts character of substance. It become a mathemati-
eal structure in itself, -Just as the Ego, res cogitans,’ becomea '
more and more the subject ‘of observation and guantitative caleu-
lation. JA ney monism apvears,.out which ia thls time a monlsm,
without aubstsnce.lnThe tension between subject and oblect, the
dualietirand antagonistic character of reality tendx to d*shpnaar
and with them the "two~dimensionality" of humen existence, the
cap_aclity to envisage another mode of existence .in reality, to

( go beyond factuality 2N, rpasibilitiea. \The faculty for

Y

o living according to {tw: dime aions was one of thé constliutive
!)m-uf", charac' erlistics of man in pre nological civilization. This

goin_g beyond factuallity tUWErd.a. qualltetivq“ghnnge from reality .
- in reality was tprx_gifferent from the rellgious transoendence which
wonézgﬁgond eyen roalityy-also different from scientlfic'ﬁﬂgns

<} , which went beyond Cfedulgity only toward gquantitd
~- transformation. } In the technological world, the capacity to
f3 understand ané to™=% “this higtorical transcendence 1s gravely
‘;\ é&Hatropaied nan. ¢can no lgnger exist in two dimensions; he becomes
e a. pne-dimensianal belngs There ls noc more than a single dlmension
“of-rEETItY which 1is, in the strict sense of the word, reality
without substance or rather, whose substance is in th° form of
techniquét“wbich becomes_itﬂ content, its easence. All siegnificance,
every propositlon 1s validated with: n the context of the hehawlor
of men snd of thinrs-~-a one-dimenslonal contrxt of effective oper-

ations, theoretical and pra:tical.

o R VY S Y F Y

-7 onemight believe, at first rlance, that the "denaturalization®
- of reglity i masked by the terrible force witl whlch the technical
3 world Tesist ‘the will and thought of the individual; that the pure
> and simple welght of the matter on which man has to act and which

: acts on man has never been so overwhslming., BRBut this weight 18

of man himself, It 1z by the pra-tlice of man himself that the
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technical wvorld ls congealed in a "second nature", “Sthachte
Unmitteloarkelt (bad immediacy), more hoatile perhans and more
destructlve tnan tiwe Lirsi nalure, pretecinical nalure. Technical..
reallity has no other substance than the subject., But the subject
which makes the technical mallty of the world in itg freelom

and its rirzon axists only in/ nbﬁer,i"iﬂ it3elf? but n_ot "for

AL AT L L A NIRRT s

AT

1teelf." [Conasquently, techknlcal reallity is dnyrived ‘of Ats logos,
“gr-rather 8 logos.appeaxa as empty of realirty, as'a logical form
without substance.hﬂvontemporary pesitiviem,, semantica, symbolic
logic, linguistic anzX¥¥is, define. and-refrhe the univérse of dis-
course,; from the usace of tachn lel . specialists and experts

vho calculate, ad ‘'usty connect, witho t hav ng_gggx;askad—xhamselvés

fo or for hat £hey Peen busy wi eening tuings going,
giv*n or B0 this movementiineitner science nor
as va By ) $n themselves: they ara "nentral Wwith regard

to all values i?a all ends that one could, from the outeside, sttri-

Vg

f e R T )

bute to them. |This neutrslity however is'uy“ tive: reality 1s value,
evalusted precisely as 1t iz concelved as- pu,”_ﬂorm ( ‘a8 pure
matter: in tr-is context the two terus, usaally gpnosi tea, converge)
which s thkenpto—air-egds. Belng assumes the ontologlcal charace~
ter of rinstrumentality: by its very structure it is suscentible to.

all usagas end _all_mo icatl 'ns.

Are these notions inherent to scienca itzelf? Do not Lhe;
correspond too easily to the condltiong of exparience of gecclety
in which the sclentifie method has been developed? To ‘demonstrate
the tle vhich exlgts beliWeen mathematliral sclence and oyeratiﬂna;
sclercrd on. ihe. one. hand and 1 rf“ng'”apitzr sm on the “othér, har
éiﬁaﬁﬁfﬁgihe question. ‘It deserves to be examined again.

The sxistling /bt ie betwebn science and society is well knownL_
When science was Iiherated Bewseds, it llber.ﬁgd w&r?;F from 2ll \
"external" forces and ionat uted oblgctivity @3:’ in iteelf, \\:

means pure end unlversd an analogotz libération produced in
soclal rolations: men found himzelf freed from all indlxk,ual and
: . "external" dependence; x:xantﬂnnﬁanhnuaxnku?x@zﬂenﬂnwxs an abstract:
v and universsl elementx¥%nterad the soc'al procass, measurable, fro
:Qdaﬂ-Q§“¢\the—ﬂe«a§uew—%epk. Tn' the cosurre of thig process, the concrete
aspect of faculties and individual needs (seconﬂagy qualitleal
are reduced to a common denominator, measurabls fobjective bsdls
of exehanre, monoy, E@® universel means ond mnd;um.

The parallel between soclel dewelopment end, sqggz‘ ile devel-

opment reveals thelr conmon princin H ef*ic;ency 7 mra gselentiiic

metrod sies in that its preatest guarontee of "its™ justnees. 3
it does not have, it Joes nct 'mow how to bhave efilclency er sg!l =
In the soclal procese, tre goal {of ef! clency) ls the prow on

of goods [or consumnilon, alming at s=ilsfacilon, ond exchange

vaelue is the unlversally messurable 1eans interrzting in this process.

subjects snd oblects. It seemg_however that sclence must owe nothing

3 to tvese goals; {hat is ! reat "1ITusion: by this very concept
e %}modern aclence xenés Eowafa—§575§TT‘TnTTiﬁJfirrt of all made atstract
” the ends whicl: aprear 1o be incem zilble, not with "rrality", but:
with the ascendent industrial r ality, an! it in t'.at has come to
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meang themselves: to technology. It hes cofigtructed a universe.
of intellectual end physlecal Instrumentalities, e syetem truly:
"hypothetical." But & syctem of instrug gntdllities depends, as
stch, on another system : on & unlverse o end Thet which ap—cars
az exterior, as allen to the terminology of enoe, establlshed
1ts21f to make part of its cwn structure, jts met od apd 1's
concﬂbts° of its objectivzty.

It is necessanry +hen to rejlect the notilon of the neutrallity
of technlique, aCCO”dLﬂh 10 whlch techniquels outside good snd evil,
1s objectiviiy aven, suscqptlble to be utxl;zed gocially in all
ta forms. Certalinly, a macr|ne, a tecnnical instrument, can be

onsi ared sc newbral ¢_matter. the.maching, the instry R
ment {isvVer eyiatt outsida the who! the tec‘ar;glogual_i%ar ar( ’{ y
‘they eirﬂt G ~anLy &8 &n slement of a 'techni 1ty" and technitity | 15 ‘é !

a "state .of the world "o voode of exte tenpe of man and of naturs.
6525 Jenphusized trat the ﬁknbkaniﬂ of{ the world as instmu-

.men ¥ precedes {and must precede) technique as much as the

[

oo

being able to act on it as a technipian. ¥Wowever, this

'transcondental" understarding has a mater al bass, 1t is found in
3ﬁl'needs and 1n the inability of soclety Lo satisfy them and to-
; develop them. T want 0 inslst that the asbolitlon of angulsh, the
- R.gelification of life and joy are part, esgentl 11;, of vital needs
nebhQngelvgs. From its origin, the o e L cont@_;ms the :

of these needs: these Bre in the noiion of the.

harmonv of worlds, physlical laws, god as a mathematiclan (an extrems
ldea of universael =squallty througﬁ comnlet inequaxltyt}; they are

in the notion even of modern science, which demands the Tree nlay of
intellectual feeulties facing repressive phbwers. [ IT one takes .~
acecount of the exdi gtential c:aracter of technleliy; one can gpeak
of & finzl technoloricel cause @nd of Lhe.renresuing of this final
cause by the social development of uechniﬁue.

ngality d?instruments. \Man must-soncelvel of rrallity es technlclty

. : . .
The quection is then posed whether peutrallty be’re]ation to
all values is truly a sclentlfic notizn, {that Ja Lo say an inhaerent
requirement of the very structure of mouorn/ sclener, My oplnion
is thet the uneutralliy of Yechnliqug '3;a,maniiestatinn
of the g_entrerity ol sifence) 1 la nolit o8 ! ; and that =
indusirial soclety has ciearly developed technigus 18 a seuse contrayy
to that w?*ch is r”&“l\ its own., Mechnicity, in effect, as a
, hag an internal Qﬂndei_tfe~s nese which
T ‘ojectﬂ lnstru"cnua1xty\gnlx ag means) to relisve
man of labor and an"u »sh, 10 molke peareful the strug-le for exlstience.
There is the final caMse of tihe meth:dlcol trunsfcrmet;on of tha
worid lug_iled in lecinicity. For, bechulguiss, in 4
actuelly Te "pure" Instrumentelity has made abstrast thils fTinal
caiica: 1t has ceared to be tie end of terinole:leal dsvelonment,
n consequence, pure instruwentslity, L¢th3ut *inuLiuJ, qas ‘becone
e universal wans of Jdominablion. PR e

Certz.n'y, technicliy reouirss domination: meslery over noture
as a hnestlle, violent, desiru: tive Torce; masi~ry over man In ns
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much as h ; explditation of natural “esources

Tor the palislacti m of nee ~Intustrial ooclegi=oxered s@a, and ; :
wikh good cause, this teshnflosi~al ominationg m—-ﬁm A

- soclety has madecahstiast Che final cause & technolory, the§¥s e -
technique 1tzelf has perpefuated uwisery, viclence and “estructlon, ™. .

The Iinterdependence of productive and Jestructive forces, whlch
charocterizes technicity hs well as domination, tends to guppress
every differsnce between/a "normal" and an "sbnormal® uszs of tech~.
noiogy. The difference Ppetween the "techniral® and "scle-t fie"
experiments of the Hazisfanc the gefensive and democretic uso of
these experiments 1z tempcus. 7 nissile is 2 migsile, whether 1t
destroys London or Moscqw and ®dH Sraun is vor Ereun whether he
works for the Brown Fouge or the Whits ouse, / ™he absence of
finality in technique 14 menifeestod alszo in politics vhere it is

. 2ls0 suspect and also deébatatle. - j
7TV If the tranaformatipn of regllity Ia a technicisn worlé has \““}
not 1ished the dominatich of men by man, i% iz because techrnicity,:
elopihg eeedd an as done, has centinued to make of life -/
? bto live: and thot ig much more profound and wueh older than
us itself.i Up ¢il¥ our t€Ima, TRical profrossrensined |
i prUETURE vfETenfBted 3EL0), of reprossive productivity. Tochnicity: ™’
. 'hew become the most efficlent method, the most frultful melhod for A
.‘ i . ’

a\ m
tac

can

—

em—— .-

BZ BEn ©o_his instrument of lgoor '

e o -
THough tTechnicity, it is again the primitive repregsion of

- man by -man whichﬁﬁgcures sotiety: happiness is saerifiead to the
"reality princip¥T." This renression must be ,exercls fo 40 an pven
more efficient and more inteasive wayéanﬁﬁ'it 5 neveﬁﬂﬁore mengeced
by technigel progreess itself. It st s:ems, In fact, thet the
acrlevenents of industrisl clvilizetion make représsion less and leas
necessary, snd, confronted with the real pobaliblillty of the abolition .
of labor, reprsssion .seems more and more irrational. I wish to s
Insizt here on the immense noliilcel imvortance of the worl of tEEEE;)
£g an analvsia of the f@égl dinlectle of vrosress.

/‘/ - . .

o m——— e

"he suvlLjagation of man to work ls the very process of civil-
izatlon. 1In this process, the hug g organlsm ces-es to be an
instrument of satisfaction to become an instrug £nt of work and of

enurrclationZsatisfactin iz put off, hap-iness is az:plficed.
C%EE*?FIEEF?’{Zstincts of man tend only to immediate satiation an
to rest, 1o tra:quillity in this satiztion; they oppose themselves
thus Lo tme necessity of work, of toil, which are indisrensable

e nditions of gaticfertlon in a world vwhere scanclty of

Seciety must then turn ommeExEEws thc npulces aal ;

lmmediate ends and submit them to the

LT VEPrTBANS Dr he cele nEH

f B

Fan then beeomes nn instrument of labowr, he in vrodu-tive, wut
tids wreoduetlivity 1s acconcanled alur s by suffering and destruction
which are the marks of y_iolence done to man in kis hlolorical
constitutlion. Tre opropress of clvilization rests on this egsenhlal
modlflecation of the "nature" of men. Henceforth individusls make
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repression thelr @ and ti:elr own business { super-ago, feoTinga

of guilt, etec.) Their inctincta themselves become represaive: they '

are-aaksaTier the blological and menbl base which under;ies ‘and

upholds political and soclal repression; and in the measure that

the socilal reorganlzstion of the instincts 1e-~1rcusss sponteq_s ity,
“.erobticism, 1t makes the instlnets of deztructin and d-ath nore

novverful, Transformed, in iurn, into afresslveness more or less

controlled and useful, these instincts bacome an inherent Torce

to the progress of chalizati mlys, the orocgas.of . cliyilization. -

is 2 ddqubl aLge+iCd1 process wIiLh intervenes ag much in the

realm of pcliil al—ecormmyx as.-#n the blologleal end mental r=alms, .

one susteinlng and fortifying the ovher. ALl prosreaq,_ﬂ}l Inereass

in productivity is accompanied by progressive repression” and nro-

ductive destruction. Twe social division of labor angenders this

fatel dialectlc by which, to say thus, all proureass of reason

involves 1ts owm lrratinonality, each galin in freedom involves a

new form of serwvitude, and each production involves an_ggually

effective restriction. LThus, this dialectic becqneﬁgéﬁlo in

an evolved industrial civilization. To the extent LHES et -

manters nature and inereasez the material ag 4 intellectual resoursces .

which men can use, the doublg repressicn becOmes less necessary . {7

ag & conditlon of progress. \The achisvements of technigque and the'
'nrodu‘gtivitj oi -labor could reduce considerably the mavrgin: ‘which, -

exlsts between needs and satlsfacilon. A truli:izzzgiul wor;d

meang

souid.be born, vhere.llife would not be merely Lgal&vfhg
ut_would begxliﬁﬂin_andhfor 1t8ell. . | Represolo Tnueg alve
and must’ continue, becauss~witlifout Thore would be n> more =
: ~ alienaied-labor, .an A Tienatgd 1ahor, vhere would be no
Y j,ﬁﬁﬁfeﬁgrowth of thas LRI 1%1ty)which has become the
. motive Torce of mociety. '

, It remsins to me, finally, to suggest some’conclhsions,whose
speculative charecter ¥ do not hide.

I have admitted that the repressive Lendencies, in an evolved
induqurja¢ society, result from the development of technd$ély as
a politic 'al' scheme, ,a scheme for domination. 7hls dominatlo
APl Ted By technq&’fy, 1s double:
~-Nasteryof Nature: rational exploltatlon of- xatural resgurces, ete;
==}estery of Kan: retional exnloltetion of produciive labor,

Accord 'ng to lts lmner locic, the technologlcal scheme must
achleve ltselfl In dolng awvs with itself: The necessity for = "
domination murt diszppeer, iThe “letory over scerc*ty of goods and
over misery must permit "th itinn of labor", putting producilon
a~t the service of consumption and abandoning tine strugrla for
existenne 10 the benef!t of the contente of this existence
considerable forces sre set up ezalnst sgueh a future of tachnicliiys
through all pregreas and all ameliorﬂtion of conditlons of life
1s perpetuated domination and destruction. Lven more: it is
dominatlon 2nd destruction which are mate the condltions of
progr- 85, I have underlined that the soclal organization of
instinets playe a Tundamentzl role in 1hls process: thatyman

A u:obx
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perpetuates 15 hla ewn domination. ccial epresoioq/“ﬁsts on
8 "biological" repression., . Consequently, ali libesation ‘presupposes
a revolutiqn, an overturning cf the o-der of instincts and needs:.
1neiple™ oi'realitxj This totel tranefer of valies will
pEIng of nature as well as of man.

Man an’ nature renain slveys the two terms of -a dialectlcal
relation, fachors of a dlalectic totality. 8oclal organizatlon
infiuences nature ss well as man. There is nc liberstion, no
peacerul humen exlstence possible witrout liberation and pecification

nature. Tpere is o macstery of man which is repressive and a
/zﬂ}mastvry of man which'is liberative.j ™he i1s a mastery of nature
which I8 a delifrance of naturs ite ovn misery,
whieh supvresses viclence and natursal destruction. gvilization hss
" achieved such a mastery of ture In lts gardens, its varks and 1t5
~."protected reserve{ione"; oufside of these iimited portions of the.
earth, wae 1i hase treated nature &s it hgs trested man: as an 1nstru-.
-ment of “represaive productdvity— is conguering aé&essicn possesses
+-the’ Q{yarayter of (& _rapa_of nature.to(ailbert Simondon, Of the mode: -
of existence of technlcal objects; Paris, Aubler Edit*ona, 19’8".r
¢ p 4 127). This phrase 1s too often taken as 2 simple flgure of i
| Bpeech, an 0ld image of romentitism and utopia; in truth, it ux~ o
" peresees the essential relation which exists betweer tho destruction
of man end the destruciion of naturs. }Man ie master and’ slave,rauo-
Jeot and object of dominativn, el ' redag of the '
yred {0 mech] acted agrinst nature:
“the machine isa only & meaneg; the end I8 th? conquest of nature, the.
domestication of natural forces.to means of e first .ens vement° A
he-machiiie~1e"d “slave who serves to make other slaves\ similar:
inspiration can be encountered with a request of freedom  for man,
But 1{ is difficult to be liberated by transferring siavery to-
other beings, men, animals, or qﬁﬁchnnes' to rule over a people
-of machines would enslave the vhdle world, it is again to rule,
and all rule suppoeses the acceptance of schemes of slavery," (Ibad )




