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Nomadic Power

and Cultural Resistance

Thetermthatbestdescribesthe presentsocial conditionisliquescence.
Theonceunquestioned markersofstability,suchasGod or
Nature, have dropped into the black hole of scepticism,
dissolving positioned identification of subject or object.
Meaningsimultaneously flowsthroughaprocessof prolif-
erationand condensation,atoncedrifting, slipping, speeding
intotheantinomiesofapocalypse and utopia. Thelocation
of power—and thesite of resistance—restinanambiguous
zonewithoutborders. Howcoulditbe otherwise, whenthe
tracesof powerflowintransition between nomadic dynam-
icsand sedentary structures—between hyperspeedand
hyperinertia? Itis perhaps utopianto beginwith theclaim
thatresistance begins (andends?) witha Nietzschean cast-
ing-off of the yoke of catatoniainspired by the postmodern
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The Electronic Disturbance

condition, and yet the disruptive nature of consciousness
leaveslittle choice.

Treadingwater in the pool of liquid power need notbean
image of acquiescence and complicity. In spite of their
awkwardsituation, the political activistand the cultural
activist (anachronistically known as the artist) can still
produce disturbances. Although such action may more
closelyresemblethegesturesofadrowningperson,anditis
uncertain justwhatisbeingdisturbed, in thissituation the
postmodernroll of the dice favors the act of disturbance.
Afterall,whatother chanceisthere? Itisfor thisreason that
former strategies of “subversion” (awordwhichincritical
discourse hasaboutasmuch meaningastheword“commu-
nity”), or camouflaged attack, have come underacloud of
suspicion. Knowingwhat tosubvertassumesthatforces of
oppressionarestableand canbe identified andseparated—
anassumptionthatisjusttoofantasticinanage ofdialectics
inruins. Knowing howto subvert presupposesan under-
standingofthe oppositionthatrestsinthe realmofcertitude,
or (atleast) high probability. Therateatwhichstrategies of
subversionare co-opted indicates that the adaptability of
power istoo often underestimated; however, creditshould
begiventotheresisters, totheextentthat thesubversiveact
orproductis notco-optively reinvented asquicklyasthe
bourgeoisaesthetic of efficiency might dictate.

The peculiar entwinement of the cynical and the utopian in the

conceptofdisturbanceasanecessary gamble isaheresy to
thosewhostilladhere to 19th-century narrativesinwhich
the mechanismsand class(es) of oppression, aswell asthe
tactics needed to overcome them, are clearly identified.
Afterall, the wager isdeeply connected to conservative
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apologiesfor Christianity, and the attempt toappropriate
rationalistrhetoricand modelsto persuade thefallen to
returntotraditional eschatology. Arenoun  ced Cartesian
like Pascal, or a renounced revolutionary like Dostoyevsky,
typify its use. Yet it must be realized that the promise of a
betterfuture, whethersecularorspiritual, hasalwayspresup-
posed the economy of thewager. The connection between
historyand necessity iscynically humorouswhenone looks

back overthetrail of political and cultural debris of revolu-
tionandnear-revolutioninruins. The Frenchrevolutions
from 1789 to 1968 never stemmed the obscene tide of the
commodity (theyseemtohave helped pave theway), while

the Russian and Cuban revolutions merely replaced the
commoditywith thetotalizinganachronismofthe bureau-
cracy. Atbest, all thatisderived fromthese disruptionsisa
structureforanostalgic reviewof reconstituted momentsof
temporaryautonomy.

Thecultural producer has not fared any better. Mallarmé
broughtforth the conceptofthewagerin ~ ARollofthe Dice,
andperhapsunwittingly liberated invention fromthe bun-
keroftranscendentalismthathe hopedtodefend, aswell as
releasing the artistfrom the myth of the poetic subject. (It
isreasonable tosuggest that de Sade had already accom-
plished these tasksatamuch earlier date). Duchamp (the
attack onessentialism), Cabaret Voltaire (the methodology
ofrandom production),andBerlindada (the disappearance
ofartintopolitical action) all disturbed the cultural waters,
andyet opened one of the cultural passages for the resur-
gence of transcendentalismin late Surrealism. By way of
reactiontotheabove three,achannel wasalso opened for
formalist domination (still to this day the demon of the
culture-text) that locked the culture-objectinto the luxury
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market of late capital. However, the gamble of these fore-
runnersofdisturbance reinjected the dream of autonomy
with theamphetamine of hope that gives contemporary
cultural producersandactiviststhe energy tostepuptothe

electronic gamingtabletoroll the diceagain.

In The Persian Wars, Herodotus describesa feared people knownas

the Scythians, who maintaineda horticultural-nomadic
society unlike the sedentary empiresinthe “cradle of civi-
lization.” The homeland of the Scythiansonthe Northern
Black Sea was inhospitable both climatically and geo-
graphically, but resisted colonization lessfor these natural
reasons than because there wasno economic or military
meansbywhichto colonize or subjugate it. With nofixed
citiesor territories, this “wandering horde” could never
reallybe located. Consequently, they could never be puton
the defensive and conquered. They maintained theirau-
tonomy through movement, making itseemto outsiders
that theywere always presentand poised for attack even
whenabsent. Thefear inspired by the Scythianswasquite
justified, since they were often on the military offensive,
although nooneknewwhere until the time of their instant
appearance, or until tracesof their powerwerediscovered.
Afloating border was maintained in theirhomeland, but
powerwashotamatterofspatial occupationforthe Scythians.
Theywandered, taking territoryand tribute asneeded, in
whatever area they found themselves. Inso doing, they
constructedaninvisible empire thatdominated “Asia” for
twenty-sevenyears,andextendedasfarsouthasEgypt. The
empireitselfwasnotsustainable, sincetheirnomadic nature
deniedthe need orvalue of holding territories. (Garrisons
were not left in defeated territories). They were free to
wander, sinceitwasquicklyrealized by theiradversariesthat
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evenwhenvictoryseemedprobable, for practicality’ssake it
wasbetter nottoengage them, and to instead concentrate
militaryand economicefforton othersedentarysocieties—
that is, on societies in which an infrastructure could be
locatedanddestroyed. Thispolicywasgenerally reinforced,
because an engagementwith the Scythiansrequired the
attackerstoallowthemselvestofound by the Scythians. It
wasextraordinarily rare for the Scythianstobe caughtina
defensive posture. Should the Scythiansnot like the terms
ofengagement, they always had the option of remaining
invisible, and thereby preventing the enemy from con-
structingatheater of operations.

This archaic model of power distribution and predatory
strategy has been reinvented by the power elite of late
capital for much the same ends. Its reinvention is predi-
cated upon the technological opening of cyberspace,
where speed/absence and inertia/presence collide in
hyperreality. The archaic model of nomadic power, once
a means to an unstable empire, has evolved into a
sustainable means of domination. In a state of double
signification, the contemporary society of nomads be-
comes both a diffuse power field without location, and a
fixed sight machine appearing as spectacle. The former
privilegeallowsfortheappearance ofglobal economy, while

the latteractsasagarrison invariousterritories, maintain-
ingthe order ofthe commoditywithanideology specificto
thegivenarea.

Althoughboththediffuse powerfieldand thesightmachine
areintegrated throughtechnology,andare necessary parts
forglobal empire, itisthe former that hasfully realized the
Scythian myth. The shift from archaic space to an elec-
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tronicnetwork offersthe full complementof nomadic power
advantages: The militarized nomads are always on the
offensive. The obscenity of spectacleand theterror of speed
are their constant companions. In most cases sedentary
populationssubmit to the obscenity of spectacle, and con-
tentedly pay the tribute demanded, in the form of labor,
material,and profit. Firstworld, thirdworld, nation ortribe,
allmustgivetribute. The differentiated and hierarchical
nations, classes, races, and genders of sedentary modern
societyall blend under nomadicdominationintotherole of
itsserviceworkers—into caretakers of the cyberelite. This
separation, mediated by spectacle, offers tactics thatare
beyond the archaic nomadic model. Rather thanahostile
plunderingofanadversary, thereisafriendly pillage, seduc-
tivelyandecstatically conductedagainstthe passive. Hostility
fromthe oppressed isrechanneled into the bureaucracy,
whichmisdirectsantagonismaway fromthenomadic power
field. Theretreatinto the invisibility of nonlocation pre-
ventsthose caught in the panopticspatial lock-down from
definingasite of resistance (atheater of operations), and
theyareinstead caughtinahistorical tape loop of resisting
themonumentsof dead capital. (Abortionrights? Demon-
strate on thesteps of the Supreme Court. For the release of
drugswhichslowthe developmentofHI V,stormthe NIH).
Nolonger needingtotakeadefensive postureisthe nomads’
greateststrength.

Astheelectronicinformation-coresoverflowwithfilesofelectronic
people (those transformed into credit histories, consumer
types, patternsand tendencies, etc.), electronicresearch,
electronic money, and other forms of information power,
thenomadisfreetowander theelectronic net, abletocross
national boundarieswith minimal resistance fromnational
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bureaucracies. The privileged realm of electronic space
controlsthe physical logistics of manufacture, since the
release of raw materialsand manufactured goodsrequires
electronic consent and direction. Such power must be
relinquished to the cyber realm, or the efficiency (and
thereby the profitability) of complex manufacture, distribu-
tion,and consumptionwouldcollapseintoacommunication
gap. Muchthesameistrue ofthe military; thereiscyberelite
control of information resourcesand dispersal. Without
commandand control, the militarybecomesimmobile, orat
best limited to chaotic dispersal in localized space. Inthis
manner all sedentary structures become servants of the
nomads.

Thenomadiceliteitselfisfrustratingly difficult tograsp. Evenin
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1956, when C. Wright Millswrote  The Power Elite, it was

clearthatthesedentaryelitealready understood the impor-
tanceofinvisibility. (Thiswasquiteashiftfromthe looming
spatial markers of power used by the feudal aristocracy).
Millsfounditimpossible togetanydirectinformationon
theelite,andwas leftwith speculationsdrawn from ques-
tionable empirical categories (for example, the social

register). Asthecontem porary elite moves from central-
ized urban areas to decentralized and deterritorialized
cyberspace, Mills’ dilemma becomes increasingly aggra-
vated. How can a subject be critically assessed that
cannot be located, examined, or even seen? Class analy-
sis reaches a point of exhaustion. Subjectively there isa
feeling of oppression, and yet it is difficult to locate, let
alone assume, an oppressor. In all likelihood, this group
is not a class at all—that is, an aggregate of people with

common political and economic interests—butadown-
loadedelitemilitary consciousness. Thecybereliteisnow a
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transcendententity that can only be imagined. Whether
they have integrated programmed motives isunknown.
Perhapsso, orperhapstheir predatoryactionsfragmenttheir
solidarity, leavingsharedelectronic pathwaysandstoresof
information as the only basis of unity. The paranoia of
imagination isthe foundation for athousand conspiracy
theories—all of which are true. Roll the dice.

Thedevelopment ofanabsentand potentially unassailable nomadic

power, coupledwiththerearvision of revolutioninruins,
has nearly muted the contestational voice. Traditionally,
during times of disillusionment, strategies of retreatism
begintodominate. For the cultural producer, numerous
examplesofcynical participation populate the landscape of
resistance. Theexperience of Baudelaire comestomind. In
1848 Parishefoughton the barricades, guided by the notion
that“propertyistheft,” onlytoturntocynical nihilismafter
therevolution’sfailure. (Baudelairewas neverable tocom-
pletely surrender. His use of plagiarism as an inverted
colonial strategy forcefully recalls the notion that property
istheft). AndréBreton’searly surrealist project—synthesiz-
ing the liberation of desire with the liberation of the
worker—unraveled when faced with the rise of fascism.
(Breton’spersonal argumentswith Louis Aragon overthe
function oftheartistasrevolutionaryagentshouldalsobe
noted. Breton never could abandon theideaofpoeticselfas
aprivileged narrative). Breton increasingly embraced mys-
ticism in the 30s, and ended by totally retreating into
transcendentalism. The tendency of the disillusioned cul-
turalworker toretreat toward introspection tosidestep the
Enlightenment question of “What is to be done with the
socialsituationinlight of sadistic power?” isthe representa-
tion of life through denial. Itis notthat interior liberation
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isundesirableand unnecessary, only thatitcannotbecome
singularor privileged. Toturnaway fromthe revolution of
everyday life,and place cultural resistance under theauthor-
ity of the poetic self, hasalways led to cultural production
thatisthe easiest tocommaodifyand bureaucratize.

Fromthe American postmodernviewpoint, the 19th-cen-
tury category of the poetic self (as delineated by the
Decadents, the Symbolists, the Nabis School, etc.) has
cometorepresentcomplicityandacquiescence when pre-
sentedaspure. Theculture ofappropriation haseliminated
thisoptioninand ofitself. (Itstill hassome valueasapoint
of intersection. Forexample, bell hooksusesitwellasan
entrance point to other discourses). Though in need of
revision, Asger Jorn’smodernistmotto “Theavant-garde
never givesup!” still hassome relevance. Revolutionin
ruinsand the labyrinth of appropriation have emptied the
comforting certitude of the dialectic. The Marxistwater-
shed, duringwhich the means of oppression had aclear
identity, and the route of resistance was unilinear, has
disappeared intothevoid of scepticism. However, thisisno
excuse forsurrender. The ostracized surrealist, Georges
Bataille, presents an option still not fully explored: In
everyday life, rather than confronting the aesthetic of
utility, attack fromtherearthrough the nonrational economy
of the perverse and sacrificial. Such astrategy offersthe
possibility forintersectingexteriorand interior disturbance.

Thesignificance of the movementof disillusionmentfrom
Baudelaire to Artaud is that its practitioners imagined
sacrificial economy. However, theirconception of ifwastoo
often limited toanelite theater of tragedy, thusreducing it
to a resource for “artistic” exploitation. To complicate
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mattersfurther, theartistic presentation of the perversewas
alwayssoseriousthatsites of applicationwere often conse-
quently overlooked. Artaud’sstunningrealizationthat the
bodywithout organs had appeared, although he seemed
uncertainastowhatitmightbe, waslimited totragedyand
apocalypse. Signsand traces of the body without organs
appearthroughoutmundaneexperience. Thebodywithout
organsisRonald McDonald, notanesoteric aesthetic; after
all, thereisacritical place forcomedyand humorasameans
of resistance. Perhapsthisisthe Situationist International’s
greatest contribution to the postmodern aesthetic. The
dancing Nietzsche lives.

Inadditiontoaestheticized retreatism,amoresociological variety

appeals toromantic resisters—aprimitive version of no-
madic disappearance. Thisisthedisillusioned retreatto
fixedareasthateludesurveillance. Typically, theretreat is
to the most culturally negating rural areas, or to
deterritorialized urban neighborhoods. Thebasicprinciple
istoachieve autonomyby hiding fromsocial authority. As
inbandsocietieswhose culture cannot be touched because
itcannotbe found, freedomisenhanced for those partici-
pating in the project. However, unlike band societies,
whichemergedwithinagiventerritory, these transplanted
communitiesarealwayssusceptibletoinfectionsfromspec-
tacle, language, andevennostalgiafor formerenvironments,
rituals,and habits. These communitiesare inherently un-
stable (whichisnot necessarily negative). Whether these
communitiescan be transformed from campgroundsfor the
disillusionedand defeated (asinlate 60s-early 70s America)
toeffective basesfor resistance remainstobe seen. One has
toquestion, however,whetheraneffectivesedentary base of



Nomadic Power and Cultural Resistance

resistance will notbe quickly exposedand undermined, so
thatitwill notlastlong enough to have an effect.

Another 19th-century narrative that persistsbeyond its natural life

is the labor movement—i.e., the belief that the key to
resistance is to have an organized body of workers stop
production. Like revolution, theideaofthe unionhasbeen
shattered, and perhaps neverexistedineveryday life. The
ubiquity of brokenstrikes, give-backs, and lay-offsattests
thatwhatiscalledaunionisnomore thanalabor bureau-
cracy. Thefragmentation oftheworld—intonations, regions,
first and third worlds, etc., as a means of discipline by
nomadic power—hasanachronized national labor move-
ments. Productionsitesare too mobileand management
techniquestoo flexible for labor action to be effective. If
laborinonearearesists corporate demands, analternative
labor pool isquicklyfound. The movement of Dupont'sand
General Motors’ production plants into Mexico, for ex-
ample, demonstratesthisnomadicability. Mexicoaslabor
colonyalsoallowsreduction ofunitcost, by eliminatingfirst
world“wagestandards”andemployeebenefits. Thespeedof
the corporate world is paid for by the intensification of
exploitation; sustained fragmentation of time and of space
makesitpossible. Thesizeanddesperation ofthe thirdworld
labor pool, inconjunctionwith complicit political systems,
provide organized labor no base fromwhichtobargain.

The Situationistsattempted to contend with this problem
by rejecting the value of both laborand capital. All should
quitwork—proles, bureaucrats, serviceworkers, everyone.
Although it is easy to sympathize with the concept, it
presupposesan impractical unity. The notion ofageneral
strikewasmuchtoo limited; itgotbogged down in national

21



22

The Electronic Disturbance

struggles, never moving beyond Paris,andin theenditdid
little damage to the global machine. The hope of amore
elitestrike manifesting itselfin the occupation movement
wasastrategy thatwasalsodead onarrival, formuch the
samereason.

TheSituationistdelightin occupationisinterestingtothe
extentthatitwasan inversion of the aristocratic right to
property, although thisveryfact makesitsuspect fromits
inception, sinceeven modernstrategiesshould not merely
seek toinvertfeudalinstitutions. Therelationship between
occupationand ownership, as presented in conservative
social thought, wasappropriated by revolutionariesinthe
first French revolution. The liberationand occupation of
the Bastille wasssignificant less for the few prisoners re-
leased, than to signal that obtaining property through
occupationisadouble-edged sword. Thisinversionmade
the notion of property intoaconservatively viable justifica-
tionforgenocide. Inthe Irishgenocide of the 1840s, English
landownersrealized that itwould be more profitable touse
theirestates for raising grazinganimalsthan to leave the
tenant farmersthere whotraditionally occupied the land.
When the potato blightstruck, destroying the tenant farm-
ers' cropsand leaving themunable topay rent, an opening
wasperceivedformasseviction. English landlordsrequested
andreceived militaryassistance from London toremovethe
farmersandto ensure they did notreoccupy the land. Of
course the farmersbelieved they had theright tobe on the
land due totheir long-standing occupation of it, regardless
oftheirfailuretopayrent. Unfortunately, the farmerswere
transformed intoapureexcesspopulationsincetheirright
toproperty by occupationwasnotrecognized. Lawswere
passed denying them the right toimmigrate to England,
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leaving thousandstodiewithoutfoodorshelterinthe Irish
winter. Some were able to immigrate to the US, and re-
mainedalive, butonlyasabjectrefugees. Meanwhile, inthe
US itself, the genocide of Native Americans was well
underway, justifiedin partby the beliefthatsince the native
tribesdid notown land, all territorieswere open,and once
occupied (invested with sedentary value), they could be
“defended.” Occupation theory hasheen morebitterthan
heroic.

Inthe postmodern period of nomadic power, laborand occupation
movementshave notbeen relegated to the historical scrap
heap, but neither have they continued to exercise the
potency thatthey oncedid. Elite power, havingrid itself of
itsnational and urban bases towander in absence on the
electronicpathways,cannolongerbedisrupted bystrategies
predicated upon the contestation of sedentaryforces. The
architectural monumentsof power are hollowandempty,
and function now only asbunkers for the complicitand
thosewhoacquiesce. Theyaresecureplacesrevealingmere
tracesof power. Aswithallmonumental architecture, they
silenceresistanceand resentmentby thesignsofresolution,
continuity,commodification,and nostalgia. These places
canbeoccupied, buttodosowill notdisrupt the nomadic
flow. Atbestsuchanoccupationisadisturbance thatcanbe
made invisible through mediamanipulation;aparticularly
valued bunker (suchasabureaucracy) can beeasily reoccu-
pied by the postmodern war machine. The electronic
valuablesinside the bunker, of course, cannot be taken by
physical measures.

Theweb connecting the bunkers—the street—is of such
little value to nomadic power that it has been left to the
underclass. (Oneexceptionisthegreatestmonumenttothe
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war machine ever constructed: The Interstate Highway
System. Still valued and well defended, that location shows
almost nosign of disturbance.) Giving the street to the most
alienated of classesensures that only profoundalienation
canoccurthere. Not justthe police, but criminals, addicts,
andeventhehomelessare beingusedasdisruptersofpublic

space. Theunderclass’ actual appearance, in conjunction

with mediaspectacle, hasallowed the forces of order to
construct the hysterical perception that the streets are
unsafe, unwholesome, and useless. The promise of safety
and familiarity lures hordes of the unsuspecting into
privatized public spaces such as malls. The price of this
protectionismisthe relinquishmentofindividual sover-
eignty. Noone but the commodity hasrightsin the mall.
Thestreetsin particularand publicspacesingeneralarein

ruins. Nomadic power speakstoitsfollowersthroughthe
autoexperience ofelectronic media. Thesmallerthe public,
thegreaterthe order.

Theavant-garde never givesup, and yet the limitations of
antiquated modelsand thesites of resistance tend to push
resistance intothe void ofdisillusionment. Itisimportant to
keepthe bunkersundersiege; however, the vocabulary of
resistance mustbe expanded toinclude meansofelectronic
disturbance. Justasauthority located inthestreetwasonce
metby demonstrationsand barricades, the authority that
locates itself in the electronic field must be met with
electronicresistance. Spatial strategies may notbe key in
thisendeavor, buttheyare necessaryforsupport, at leastin
the case of broad spectrumdisturbance. These older strate-
giesof physical challenge are also better developed, while
theelectronicstrategiesare not. Itistimetoturnattention
totheelectronicresistance, both intermsofthe bunkerand



Nomadic Power and Cultural Resistance 25

thenomadicfield. Theelectronicfieldisanareawhere little
isknown; insuchagamble, oneshould be ready toface the
ambiguousand unpredictable hazards of an untried resis-
tance. Preparationsfor the double-edged sword should be
made.

Nomadic power must beresisted in cyberspace ratherthan
inphysical space. The postmoderngamblerisanelectronic
player. Asmall but coordinated group of hackers could
introduce electronic viruses, worms,and bombsinto the
databanks, programs, and networks of authority, possibly
bringing the destructive force ofinertiainto the nomadic
realm. Prolonged inertiaequals the collapse of nomadic
authorityonaglobal level. Suchastrategy doesnotrequire
aunified class action, nor does it require simultaneous
action in numerousgeographicareas. The less nihilistic
couldresurrectthestrategy of occupation by holdingdataas
hostage instead of property. By whatever meanselectronic
authorityisdisturbed, thekey istototallydisruptcommand
and control. Undersuch conditions, all dead capital in the
military/corporate entwinementbecomesan economic
drain—material, equipment, and labor powerallwould be
left withoutameans of deployment. Late capital would
collapse underitsown excessiveweight.

Even though this suggestion is but a science-fiction
scenario, this narrative does reveal problems which must
be addressed. Most obvious is that those who have
engaged cyberreality are generally a depoliticized group.
Most infiltration into cyberspace has either been playful
vandalism (as with Robert Morris’ rogue program, or the
string of PC viruses like Michaelangelo), politically
misguided espionage (Markus Hess’ hacking of military
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computers, which was possibly done for the benefit of
the KGB), or personal revenge against a particular source
ofauthority. The hacker *code of ethicsdiscouragesany
actofdisturbance incyberspace. Eventhe Legion of Doom
(agroup of young hackers that put the fear into the Secret
Service) claims to have never damaged a system. Their
activitieswere motivated by curiosity aboutcomputer sys-
tems, and beliefinfreeaccesstoinformation. Beyondthese
veryfocused concernswithdecentralized information, po-
litical thoughtoractionhasnever reallyentered the group’s
consciousness. Anytroublethat they have hadwith the law
(and only afewmembersbreak the law) stemmed either
from credit fraud or electronic trespass. The problemis
muchthesameaspoliticizingscientistswhose research leads
toweaponsdevelopment. It mustbe asked, How can this
class be asked to destabilize or crash its own world? To
complicate matters further, only a few understand the
specialized knowledge necessary forsuch action. Deep
cyberreality is the least democratized of all frontiers. As
mentioned above, cyberworkersasaprofessional classdo
nothave tobefully unified, buthowcanenough members
ofthisclassbeenlisted tostageadisruption, especiallywhen
cyberrealityisunder state-of-the-artself-surveillance?

These problems have drawn many “artists” to electronic
media, and thishasmadesome contemporaryelectronicart
sopolitically charged. Sinceitisunlikely thatscientific or
techno-workerswill generate atheory of electronicdistur-

" “Hacker” refers here to a generic class of computer sophisticates who
often, but notalways, operate counter to the needs of the military/corporate
structure. As used here the term includes crackers, phreakers, hackers
proper, and cypherpunks.
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bance, artists-activists (aswell asother concerned groups)
have been left with the responsibility to help provide a
critical discourse on justwhatisat stake in the development
ofthisnewfrontier. By appropriating the legitimized au-
thority of “artistic creation,” and using it as a means to
establish a public forum for speculation on a model of
resistance within emerging techno-culture, the cultural
producer can contribute to the perpetual fight against
authoritarianism. Further, concretestrategiesofimage/text
communication, developed throughthe use of technology
that hasfallenthrough the cracks in the war machine, will
better enable those concernedto invent explosive material
totossintothe political-economicbunkers. Postering, pam-
phleteering, streettheater, publicart—allwere useful inthe
past. Butasmentionedabove, whereisthe “public”; whois
onthestreet?Judging from the number of hours that the
average personwatchestelevision, itseemsthat the public
iselectronicallyengaged. Theelectronicworld, however, is
by nomeansfully established, and itistime to take advan-
tage of thisfluidity through invention, before we are left
withonlycritiqueasaweapon.

Bunkers have already been described as privatized public spaces
whichservevariousparticularized functions,suchaspoliti-
cal continuity (governmentofficesor national monuments),
orareasfor consumption frenzy (malls). Inlinewith the
feudal tradition of the fortressmentality, the bunkerguaran-
teessafetyandfamiliarityinexchangefortherelinquishment
ofindividual sovereignty. It can actasaseductive agent
offering the credibleillusion of consumptive choice and
ideological peace for the complicit, or it can act as an
aggressive force demandingacquiescencefortheresistant.
Thebunkerbrings nearly all toits interior with the excep-
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tion of those left to guard the streets. After all, nomadic
power does not offer the choice not to work or not to
consume. The bunkerissuchanall-embracing feature of
everyday life that even the most resistant cannot always
approachitcritically. Alienation, in part, stemsfrom this
uncontrollableentrapmentinthe bunker.

Bunkers vary in appearance as much as they do in
function. The nomadic bunker—the product of “the
global village”—has both an electronic and an architec-
turalform. Theelectronicformiswitnessed as media; as
suchitattemptstocolonize the private residence. Informa-

tive distraction flows in an unceasing stream of fictions
produced by Hollywood, Madison Avenue,and CNN. The
economyof desire canbesafely viewed through thefamiliar
window of screenal space. Secure inthe electronicbunker,

alife of alienated autoexperience (alossof the social) can
continueinquietacquiescence and deep privation. The
viewer isbroughtto theworld, the world to the viewer, all
mediated throughthe ideology ofthescreen. Thisisvirtual
lifeinavirtualworld.

Like the electronic bunker, the architectural bunker is
anothersitewhere hyperspeedand hyperinertiaintersect.

Such bunkersare notrestricted to national boundaries; in

fact, they span the globe. Although they cannotactually
movethrough physical space, theysimulate theappearance
ofbeingeverywhereatonce. Thearchitecture itself may

vary considerably, evenintermsof particular types; how-

ever, thelogoortotemofaparticulartypeisuniversal,asare

its consumables. In a general sense, it is its redundant
participation in these characteristics that make it so seduc-
tive.
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Thistype of bunkerwas typical of capitalist power’s first
attempttogo nomadic. During the Counterreformation,
whenthe Catholic Churchrealized during the Council of
Trent(1545-63) thatuniversal presence wasakey to power
inthe age of colonization, thistype of bunker came of age.
(Ittook the full development of the capitalist system to
producethetechnology necessarytoreturntopowerthrough
absence). The appearance of the churchinfrontier areas
both East and West, the universalization of ritual, the
maintenanceofrelativegrandeur initsarchitecture,andthe
ideological marker of the crucifix, all conspired topresenta
reliable place of familiarityandsecurity. Whereveraperson
was, the homeland of the churchwaswaiting.

Inmore contemporary times, the gothicarches have trans-
formedthemselvesintogoldenarches. McDonalds'isglobal.
Wherever an economic frontier is opening, so is a
McDonalds'. Travelwhereyoumight, thatsame hamburger
andcokearewaiting. Like Bernini'spiazzaat St. Peters, the
goldenarchesreachouttoembracetheirclients—solongas
they consume, and leave when theyarefinished. Whilein

the bunker, national boundaries are a thing of the past,
in fact you are at home. Why travel at all? After all,
wherever you go, you are already there.

Therearealsosedentary bunkers. Thistypeisclearly na-
tionalized,andhenceisthebunker of choiceforgovernments.
Itis the oldest type, appearing at the dawn of complex
society,and reachingapeakin modernsociety with con-
glomeratesofbunkersspread throughoutthe urbansprawl.
Thesebunkersareinsome casesthe lasttrace of centralized
national power (the White House), or in others, theyare
locations to manufacture a complicit cultural elite (the



30

The Electronic Disturbance

university), orsitesof manufactured continuity (historical
monuments). Thesearesitesmostvulnerable toelectronic
disturbance, astheirimagesand mythologiesaretheeasiest
toappropriate.

Inanybunker (alongwith itsassociated geography, terri-
tory,andecology) theresistant cultural producer can best
achievedisturbance. Thereisenoughconsumertechnology
availabletoat least temporarily reinscribe the bunkerwith
imageand language that reveal itssacrificial intent, aswell
asthe obscenity of itsbourgeois utilitarian aesthetic. No-
madic power has created panic in the streets, with its
mythologies of political subversion, economic deteriora-
tion, and biological infection, which in turn produce a
fortressideology,and henceademandforbunkers. Itisnow
necessarytobringpanicintothebunker, thusdisturbing the
illusion of security and leaving no place to hide. The
incitementof panicinallsitesisthe postmoderngamble.
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Vi
1500

Of dreaming. It shall seem to men that they
see destructions in the sky, and flames
descending therefrom shall seem to fly away
in terror; they shall hear creatures of every
kind speaking human language; they shall run
in a moment to diverse parts of the world
without movement; they shall see the most
radiant splendors amidst darkness.

Of dreaming. It shall seem to men that they
experience destructions in the sky and flames
descending therefrom shall seem to fly away in
terror; they shall hear creatures of every kind
speaking human language; they shall travel in a
moment to diverse parts of the world without
movement; they shall see the most radiant
splendors amidst darkness.



The Virtual Condition

Vil
1641

Nothing conduces more to the obtaining of a
secure knowledge of reality than a previous
accustoming of ourselves to entertain doubts
especially about corporeal things.

Nothing conduces more to the obtaining of an
uncensored knowledge of reality than a previous
accustoming of ourselves to entertain doubts
especially about corporeal things.

Hence, at least through the instrumentality of
the Divine power, mind can exist apart from
body, and body apart from mind.

Hence, at least through the instrumentality of the
Virtual power, mind can exist apart from body,
and body apart from mind.
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