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OLOZY T0 TICUNOLORY.  Ten encies of Industriel Soci-ty,

Tre foltowing paves contain ideas developed &t the 8ime of ™
& course given in 19%53-59 at the Reole Pratlique des nites Ttudes.
(Prartieal Sciiwel for High Studles); they make up nart of a boolk,~
-to apvear, devoted to the vtudy of certaln basi. tendsncies of
the most evolved Andustrial society, the United 3tates in partlculer.
These tendenriesxghem)to engender a mode of thought and. behavior
“which represass cr-relects all values, aspiraisna an’ thoughta
which do not conform to the dominant retionality., Conseguently an
entire dimension of human reality is suppressed: the dimension which ‘ww
permits individuaslas and classes to de elop a theury“andﬁawprectiqe 4at
" of going beyond and to envisage the ("determ: tion™yof their 1 !
gociety, 'Radical eriticism, effecti¥y opoosltion {inteITeftusl as, bog
well as political) are henceforth integrated_into shTratusTqio; /-
hugan exlstence sesnb to bacomec_one-dimensional{fv 3u h*aﬁ“iﬁ?ﬁi
-gratlon cannot.be explained only by the emergénée of mess culture,
of the Organization Man, the Hiddsn Persuaders, ete,3 Lregs Y
:notions belong 1o & puBply 1dedl ;ggl‘igtgrpretat;on which neglects @
‘“'the”apalyyis—oﬂetheﬂfuniﬁgﬁﬁiﬁIfﬁgocesaes: the procéases wnlch :
: un&armtné,ggg,ba @ on which radical opposition can be developod. '

RThigj;;zgphy f the base .even of historicel going beyond this;‘P'
‘za.'ﬂ‘dﬁ"af/o : Y :

w; *0Y the negative forces, which appears as the sUprens. . Y.
exent _of industrlal soclety, are .these th'ngs rosted in th‘eﬁb
ey é%ﬁzs“6f‘f§ﬁhnﬁIE§IE§I#%§?fTiaa&éin, or are they only \GiX .gjﬁ.

. thevwork .of " 1ts [reprécelve: institutlons? \gas technique-ism . s0 .~
-+ - profoundly tranafdormsd capitalism(iég gocialism that Merxist nséion
o7 as well as anti-Marxist notions of evelcpment are invalidated 2=
AR < Does the atrophy of the''process of goling heyond g
foretell the po Ability of an ebsorption of the negative forces, - -
‘the mastering of—Imiérent con & gdictiens by the technologienl _
domination of the world, by a"Tgvel of 1ife always higrer and higher, -
by & universal administration of soclety? - Or rather does it aifffounce -
the stage 1n the course of wirleh quantitative change wiil becoume '
" qualitative? .. ‘ : -

Such are the questions which have gulded our anal~sis: 1t has
for 1ts polnt of departure the p.olitical-economic tronsfo mation
of technical society and eXamines, on this basls, the d:fferent
Lgrms“oﬂmphe,atrophy of the process of going bey'nd in normal
behiavior, in language, in tradlitioral culture snd in neo-positiviet
and analytic philosophy. T

- When &he new sclent!fiec method dectroyed the 4233 of & -
niverse organ_ized in r=lation to onhe end, one final atructurs,
lt\almo invelldated a hierarchical soclal s¥stem where the occupa=-

" tion._ g and asrnirations of the individual were predetermined b¥ Tinel
causos. The nev sclenre, in itsfﬁigg;al%tx, mede an abatraction of
an organizatlon of life whick depr ved’ t.'e groeat matority of men of
Treedom. 1In an effort to establish the prysical-mathema* eal
structu e of the universe, it also made an abstra: ¢ion of the .con-
erete individuel, of the "“sentlent body." cuch an abstraction was
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moreover fully validated by 1ts result: & logical system of pro-

‘positions guiding the methodical utilization and transformation

of nature and tending to make of 1t a universo contrclled tr the
power of man. :

structures, "truth"™ had no relation to anythiing unless it could be
measured and-calculated, or 1f it was a proposition einressing thene
corndltlons. fThis reelity is given asccording to iis own laws (even

‘.xi;:\\ Reallty was reduced (or reducible) to physical~ma%bhmqticui
%

if these laws are only "stalisticel"). Man can understand them,
act on them and be concerned by them, utilize them, without there
belng the laws of his own sopial or infivliual existence; they
govern him only to the extent that he hnimself 1s pure physical-
blologicel matter. Men, In all his other aspectn, is eliminated
from nature, or rather, the reality which aees and recognizeés the

.gcientific met®od 1s a reality independent of individuasl or sceisl

~ faciualress,

1

It mey be that one ls Justified in épeaklng‘of the¢ "metaphy-

sical Toundations" of modern ‘sclence.—~Thue recently,{A. Foyre-has

strongly put the accent on thesfntological' aspects and the non- .
ompir: spects of €eTTleo' s’ scignce:’ The Pythagorean, ¥ latonic, )

g Aristotelian tradition remains, at least up o Newton, ik

"poverful. #&w encugh to endow the sclentific method with a "philo-

sophy.'" One can say that the notion even of phkysical Jaws mhich
are univereal and _su-scentible to uniflicatlon, preserves at iis
first appearance the_ ide¢a; elsewhere proscribed, of finality;
this however becomes a finality more and more empty, a finallty
of the order of Ealculabllity aﬁg,predictabiltty pure and simple,
which has nelther telgs 1m I18¢L¥, nor a structure tending toward
a telos. It is this ecalculability,)thls predictability, in relation
to thelr own movements and according to their own terms; relativep
to man to the extent-that he -adeculates and credlets the movement
of the mechanism, which constitutee "order” (though probubly s
stetisticn) order only.) The density and opacity of "objects", of
oblactivlity, seems to be evaporzted. There ls nomsesgxmore kiveme
nature or human rrality as substantlal ) cosmos, In the evolved
mE sclentliflie method, thought is as if 1t were puritlied of the
objects which opucse ¢ they remain only as "convenlent inter-
medlaries", as "models" and "invariables", as "obsolete cultural
postulates.” (V. Quine, From & lo<l al point of yiew, ~ambridge,
1953, p. 44) “Or, to clt€ once sgain an operating, formula: the
metter of physice i1s no more the measure ST "BEjéctive qualities
of the exterior an? mat<ria’ world, they are only results obtained
by the accomplishment of aneh operations™, (¥, nMincler, Mature ,
vol. 168, 1951y, P. 630) | The totality of the oblects of thought
and of prartice is now co ved "projected" as Qrganizatio}f:\
beyond all gense certltude, its truth is 2 matteF of convention,
of eflective ees, of "internal coherence"; and th:@ basic exper-
lence 1s no #%a"esncrete exprrience, ssclal practice in its
unity, but g£dminlstrative practice, organlved by tecinolocy.

omenL et
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Thiz eveolation refl-cts the dransformadlon 39ff the natural
wozld into the technique world. &t‘iﬁ’mome than a word game if
I say:{¥echnelogy has replaced ontelog¥, The new mode of
annulsthe ontologlcal treditio %)
radlit: oﬁ*’Lonos, ﬂeason, ia fhe copmon
deromimator of the suo1ect rd the object, 2s much_as: symthesis 34
T oprosites; thls synthesiy is realized 1n tFé theoreticral and
practi~al struggle; in the transformation of +ha,given“wor1d int
a free and rational world: this 1s the work of/Histur Wit~ this
~mamttc—en%&m_emboﬁe¢mm Bubject and
bject, the opvpositlion of one to the othér; the realit ¥ of reason

ag_the emhiiowﬂ—th&ﬁeﬁsﬁw of being,
Ths the system which was the most resolutely mon Ft-mwetmtsined tha

5a of a substance whlch unfolded itiself in subject and oblect,
~that 1s to say the idea of & dvuble; ‘dUaliat, antagonistic realitd,
£

t 1s true that modern .
arteslan notlon of two L ‘L

EERe

nes the very basis of tals al:sm.

AcIentifi¢ philosophy denarts Trom the

substances: res cogitans and res extensa f%hinking thingg and a- = _

thincz in space oq& aterial things}. — All the time, as matter“tv&w&
is madepbn latter,is nlore and mere made up of mathematicwl ‘

ﬁormulas {whose gpplication, in turn, "remakee™ thig matter), the

ros’ extensa loses its character of substance. It become a mathematl-

cal structurse in itself, -Just as the Ego, res cogitans,’ becomes :

more and more the subject ‘of observation and quantitative calecu- e

lation.[YA new monism appears,. but which Ls this time a monlam o)

without aubstance.luThe tension between subject and oblett, the

dualistic and antagonistic character of reality tendx to dlsapnear

and with them the "two~dimensionality" of human existence, the

cap_acity to envisage another mode of existence .in reality, to

go beyond factuality rpasibilities. \The faculty for

living according to was on2 of thé conatitutive

-charat <ristice of man 1n.pre nological civilization., This

goin_g beyond factualliy tuWerd. a qualltative change from reality

in resality was tprx_gifferent from the religious transceideérice which

w;gggiﬁg?nd even riallty;alse different from sclentiflc @rans

o , wnich went beyond Tefiulmity only toward guantitd

transformation. | In the technological world, the capaciiy 1o

understand ané to % “this higtorical transcendence iz gravely

~etrophied; man.can no lgnger exist in two dimensions; he becomes

a. pne-é;mensianal belngs There 1s no more than a single di meueiqn

“of-rEaiity which is, in the strict sense of the word, reality

withput substance or rather, whose substance is 1in thn form of

techniquﬁT“wbich becomqgwitﬂ content, ite éssence. All sienificance,

every propositlon 1s validated wilth: n the context of the hehawior

of men snd of thinrs--a one-dimenslonal cont:xt of effective oper-

ativns, theoretlcal and pra:tical, :

onemight belleve, at first glance, that the "denaturallizatlion®
of reality i masked by the terrible force with which the technical
world ‘resist the will and thought of the inAividual; that the pure
and simple welght of the matter on which man has 1o act and which
acts on man has never been go overwhslming, BRut this weight 18
of man himself. It i3 by the prartice of man himself that the
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technical vorld 1s congealed in a "gecond nature", “auhlachte
Unmittesloarkelt (bad imnediacy}, more hostile perhabs and more
destructlve tuan the firsit nalure, pretecinical nalure. Technical..
reallty has no other Bubstance than the subiect. But the sublect
which makes the technical reallty of the world in 1ts freedom

and its r[::n axists only in/ nbder,r"m it3elfY but n_ot "for

itself." jconasauently, technlcal reality i doyrived ‘of 1ts logos,
“Bp-rather 8 1osos,appears as ompty of reality, as'a loglcal Torm
without substance.hﬁvontemporary positivlamL,aemantics, symbollc
logic, 1linguistic anaiyzia, 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 O 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, stitri-

e T o

o At et ot e

bute to them. |This neutrslity however is'uy“ tive: reality 1s value,
evaluasted precisely as 1t is 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 icati ns.

Are these notions inherent to scienca itzelf? Do not Lhe;
correspond too easily to the condltiong of exparience of gecclety S
in which the sclentiflic method has been developed? To ‘demonstrate o
the tie which exigts betyeen mathematirel sclence and operaticnal ’ﬂ: =
seierxd on.the.one. hand and rrs? ﬁg'“apitsllsm on tfre "othar, hapr. tf
éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂihe question. It deserves 1o ber exaﬂineﬂ again,

The existing jt ie betwebn sclience and socie ¥ is well known(,. éék
When science was lthersted Benseds, 1t 1lber.%§d ﬁ&tﬁ;e from all \

“"external" forees and gonati ggmg“bblgctivit in iteelf, \\f

means pure end unlversd an analogowz Tibération“we’ procduced in /

soclal rolations: men found himaelf freed from all indlxk,ual and /0
- "external" dependence; MEWERERERGIHRMMIRANITIROERIRRIL) 21 abstrao+/z&%
v and universsl elementx¥%nterad the soc'al procass, measurable, fro
:Qdﬂﬂ-Q§“¢\the—ﬂe«a§uew—%epk. In"the course of this process, the concrete

aspect of faculties and indlividual needs (seconﬂagy qualitleal

are reduced to a common denominator, measurabls fobjective bsdls

of exchanre, moncy, E2eeX unlverss]l means #nd mnd;um.

The parallel between soclel dewelopnent end sqggz‘ ile devel-
opment reveals thelr conmon princin H ef*icfﬁhcy 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 protw on
of goods [or consumnilon, aiming at s=ilafacilon, ond exchange
vaelue is the unlversally mossurable 1eans interrzting in this process.
subjects snd oblects. It seemg_howsver that sclance must owe nothing

. to tuese poals; [¥hat is ! reat "1ITusion: by this very concept
' E;modern aclence .tends owafﬁfﬁh??ﬁﬂf?‘fﬂfﬁ?ﬂf Pirst of all made atstract
” the ends whicl: epreer 1o be incem zilble, not with "rrality", but:
with the ascendent industrlal r ality, and It in t'.at has come to
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mean§ themselves: to techmology. It has colstruéted a universe.
of intellectual end physleal Inztrumentalities, a syatem traly:
"hypothetical." But & syrtem of ‘instrugm_entdllities depends, as
such, on another system : on & universe o end That which ap~¢ars
as exterior, as alien to tne términology of enoe, establlshed
1tself to make part of its cwn gtrpcture, jts met od and Lts
concﬁbts° of its objectivity.

It is necessany ©hen to relect the notilon of the neutrallity
of technique, according to which technigue (13 outslde good and evil,
1s objectiviiy aven, suscnptlble 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 Y
ment {isvVer eyiatt outs‘i.da the who! the tec‘u;glog.i.u.al_-tva%ar 4’( '[ y
‘they eirﬂt G ~anLy &8 &n slement of a 'techni 1ty" and technitity | 15 “:!

a "state .of the world "o whode of exte tenpe of man and of naturs.
. epRar emphasized trat the ﬁ%ﬂ&kﬂﬁ%” of{ the world gg instru-
CN\C-.men ¥ precedes {and must precede) technhique as much as the
e toﬁality ofinstruments. \ Man_must-soncelvel of rrallity es technlclty
e:mr_-r able to act on it as a technipian. Wowever, this
transcendental“ understanding has a mater al base, 1t is found in
3ﬁl'needs and 1n the inabllity of soclety Lo snatisfy them and to~
; develop them. T want 0 insist that the abolitlon of angulsh, the
- R.gelification of life and joy are part, espentially, of wvital needs
t%ggge%vgs. From its origin, the Ee c L??aﬂgﬁé‘cont@_;ms the ‘
of these needs: these are in the notion of the.
harmony of worlds, pliyslcal laws, god 2s aimathematiclan (&n'extrems
1dea of universal sgquallty tnrougﬁ <omnlet4 inequaLLtyi}; they are
in the notion even of modern science, which demands the free nlay of
intellectual feculties facing renrecsive pbwers. { IT one tekes .~
account of the exi gtential c-aracter of teehnlcel¥y; one can sveak
of a final technoloricel cause &nd of Lhe.renroaeing of t=is final
cause by the social development of uechniﬁue.

. : . )
The quection is then rosed whether peutrallty be’re]ation to
all values la truly a scleantlifie notion, ‘twaﬁ la %2 say an inherant

sclener . My oplnion

requirement of the very struciture of moucrn
is thet the uneutralliy of VYechnliqug x.a,maniiestati:n
Q* of the n_emtrad ity ol Ssfence) 1b la nolit sal co E, and tret x
indusirial soclety has ciearly developed technigus 18 a seuse contrary
to that w?*ch is r”&“l\ its own., Mechnicity, in effect, as a
, hag an internal Qﬂndei_tfe~s nese which
T 'ojectf lnstruﬂcnua1Lty\ggéxhzgﬂmggns to relisve
man of labor and an"u »sh, to molke peareful the strug-le for exlstience.
There is the final caMse of tihe meth:dlicol trunsfcrmet;on of tha
worid lug_iled in leciniciity. For, bechulguiss, in i
actuelly Te "pure" Instruzentelity has made abstrast thils final
caiica: 1t has ceared to be the end of terinole:leal dsvelonment,
n consequence, pure instrumentslity, L¢th3ut *inuLiuJ, qas ‘becone
e universal wans of dominabtlion. UEPREEE e

Certz.nly, technicliiy requires domination: meslery over nociure
as a hostile, violeni, desirurtive Torce; maziary ovor man In as
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much as he 1s pert of thls nygture; explditation of nataral regources
for the salislavti n of | ‘ In iustrial gocloy r*iaﬂa, Al
Wwilth good cause, this technglozical ominationg

soclety has madecabsifrdost the final cause technolory, the
technique it elf has perpefuated uisery, violence and Testrucllon,

The interdependsnce of productive and Jdestructive Torces, which
charecterlzes technicity s well as domination, tends to cuppresa
every differsnce hetween/a "normal" and an “abnormal" uss of tech-
noiogy. fThe difference pefween the "techniral® and "scle-t’ fie"
experiments of the Razisfand Lne aa*ensive and Ge"ocrptic ugo of
these experiments lz tenpsus, ssilie is & m*asile, tiether 1t
destroys London or Hoscdw qnd on gvaun is von ®reun uhether he
works for the Brown Fouge or the Whito ! Touse, / The absence of
finality in technique 14 menifestod also im politics where it 19

. Also suspect and also dgbatatle. :
\\\

If the tranoformauian cf reglity 1n a téchnician'world has

noi lfsned the dominatiofi of man by man, 1% iz because techniclty,}

eloping #eedd an ias done, hnas ccntinued to make . of life -
mﬂan to live: and that i much nore profound and much older than f
s itseu‘ L§-Up AN gl mﬂ‘mca Propmosm—rentined

; ‘ ﬂjzﬁuhL : ed-ITEOP of reproggive productivity. Technicity!"
-A\‘ hss become t e most effl -]Euﬂ_ﬂmjmg ._the most frditful ‘method for ,f'

ng fFERy) %0 _hils instrument of laoor o

s — -

R

Tﬂbugh técanicity, it is apain the nrimitive repregsion of

- man by-man which rgcurns sotiety: hanpines= is sacr ifieed to the
"reslity princips Thie represslion gust he exercisgg A7l an even
mnore, effirtent and more inteansive vay neve ﬁorp menased

by technipsl progress itself., It semsdwes o- ems, in fact that the
ecrlevenments of industrial clvilizetion make reprégsion 1033 and 1935
necessary, &nd, confronted with the real poasjoihltj of the abolition .
of 1abor, reprssslon seems more and mowre irrational. I wish to -
Ingist here on the imremse polllicel importance of ithe worl: of EEEE§>)
eg an analvsis of the f%&yl dlaleotlc of UTO“TESS.

“he subjagatian 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 tnstrug £nt of work 2nd of

enurrclationZsatisfactin 1s put off, hap-iness is az:plficed.
C%EE*?FIEEF?’{:stincts of man tend only to immediate satiation aun

to reat, vo tra:cquillity in this satiztlon; they oppose themselves
thus to the necesaity of work, of toi 1l, which are indisrensable

e nditions of saticfsrtlon iw a vorld wbere scaﬂcltv of

Soclety must then turn onEleXEEm 4 ;

1mmed1ate ends and cubmit them to the

TEry sane pr*ﬁﬁﬁal_ ok
e i

Man then beeomcs nan instrument of labor, be la produ-tive, mut
tiis productirity ls accomsanied elur: s by suffering and destruction
wilch are the marks of y_jolence done to man in kis blolozical
constitution. The progress of eclvilizatlon rests on this easentlal
modification of trhe '"nature" of man. Iencelorth individusls make

12813




AR S A L A I L L R R TR

-

represgion their @ and tielr own business { surer-sago, feoTinss

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

are -baoksa¥Mee the blological and menkl bape which underlies and

upholds pollitical and soclal repression; and In the measure that

the soclal reorganlzotlion of the Instincts i1e-~ressss sponteq_sﬁtV,
“.erobicism, 1t makes the instincts of degtructin and d-ath nore

noverful., Tranaformed, in iurn, inio agressiveness mor'e or less

controlled and useful, these instinets bacome an lnherent force

to tho progress of chalizati mhys, the nrocgss.of eiiilizatlon. -

is & Q%Blﬁ_dla lectical process  WI'TeR intovvenes as much 1n the

realm of poliil al—ecormmy as -#n the blologlinal end mentel r=alms,,

onie suatain‘ng and fortifying the ovher. ALl prosress, all lncrease

in productivity is accompanied by progrsesslive repression” and nro-

ductive destruction. Twe sccial division of labor anigenders this

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

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

new form of servitude, and earch production Involves an qgually

effective rest“¢cti>n.lﬂ$hus, this dialectic becqneﬁgéﬁlo in

an evolved industrial civilization. To the extent LHES et -

manters nature and inereases the material ag ¢ intellectual resoursces ..

which men can use, the doublg repressicn becdomes less necessary - 7

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

exists between needs apd satisfactlon. 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
T j,ﬁﬁﬁfeﬁsrowth of thes LN 1z1tyovhich has becone the *
. motive Torce of society.

. It remainc tG me, {inally, to sugsest some conclisions. whose
apeculative charecter I do not hide.

I have admitted that the repressive tendencles, in an evolved
induqurja¢ society, result from the development of technd$s ag
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: retiomal exnloltation of produciive labor,

Accord 'ng to lts lmner locic, the technologlcal scheme must
achleve ltself In dolng avz with itself: The necessity for = "
domination murt diszppeer, {The “letory over scerc*ty of goods and
over misery must permit "th itinn of labor", putting produciion
a~t the service of consumpiion 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
dominatlion and destructlon wilch are mate the condltions of
progr- 85, I have underlined that the soclal organization of
instinets playe a Tundamentel role in 1hls process: thatyman

A u:obx
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perpetuates 15 hla cwn domination. ccial epresgioq/"ﬁsts on
8 "wiologleal" repression. . Conseguently, all libesation ‘presupposaes
a revolut‘on, un overturn|ng ¢t the o-der of lnstincts and nesds:.
inciple™ or'realing Thls totel tranafer of values will
the HEInNg 01 nature as well as of man.

Man an’ Uature remain giveys the two terms of a dialectlcal
relation, fachors of & dlalectic totality. 8oclel organizatlon
infiuences nature a8 vell as man. There 1s nc lilberztiom, no
peaceful human oxistence possible vithout liberation and pseification

nature. Tyere is o mastery of man walch is repressive and a
/zﬂ}mastvry of man which'ie liberative.j ™he i1s a mastery of nature
which I8 a delifrance of naturs ite ovn misery,
which supvresses violence and natural destruction., gvilization hss
“achieved such a mastery of ture In lts gardens, its varks and its
~."protected reservs{ione"; oufside of these iimited portions of the.
earth, ¥ 1i hae trented nature &s it his treated man: ae an 1nstru-.
-ment of “represaive producidvity— is conguering aé&essicn possesses
+-the’ Q{yarayter of (& _rapa_of nature.ts(ailbert Simonden, Of the mode: -
of existence of tachnical objects; Paris, Aubler Editlons, 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~ 0
" peresees the essential relation which exists betweer tho destruction
of man end the desfructlion of nature. YMan ieg master and’ slave,rauo-
Jeet and object of.dom;gigion. sl a@iﬁgﬂa iciaﬂ q%_ﬁhe
i nac ) gZainst nature: =
“the machine 1s only & meaﬁET’fﬁé end Is th? conquest of nature, the
domestication of natural forces.to means of & First.eng vement- Lo
he-machiie-is & slave who serves to meke.other slaves,’ similar:
inspiration caen be encountered with a request of Treedonm- for man.
“put 1t is difficult to be liberated by transferring siavery to"
other belngs, men, animals, or qﬁgchnnes, to rule over a people
of machines would enslave the whBle world, it ig again to rule,
and all rule suppoees the acceptance of schemes of slavery," (Ibad )




