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Machine and Structure'

The dist inct ion I am proposing between machine and structure is based
solely on the way we use the words; we may consider that we are merely
dealing with a 'wri t ten device'of the kind one has to invent for deal ing with a
mathematical problem. or with an axiom that ma1'have to be reconsidered at
a part icular stage of development, or again with the kind of machine we shal l
be talking about here.

I want therefore to make i t  clear that I  am putt ing into parentheses the lact
that, in real i tv, a machine is inseparable from its structural art iculat ions and,
conversely, that each contingent slructure is dorninated (and this is what I
want to demonstrate) by a system of machines, or at the very least by one logic
machine. I t  seems to me vital to start by establ ishing the dist inct ion in order
to make i t  easier to identi f ,v the pecul iar posit ions of subjectivi ty in relat ion to
events and to history.2

We may say of structure that i t  posit ions i ts elements by way of a system of
references that rel. tes each one to the others, in such a wav that i t  can i tselfbe
related as an element to other structures.

The agent of act ion, whose definit ion here does not extend beyond this
principle of reciprocal determination, is included in the structure. The
structural process ofde-total ized total izat ion encloses the subject, and wil l

r .  ln i t ia l l y  in tended lo r  the  Freud ian  Schoo l  in  Par is  in  r969,  and pub lshed in  Change,  no .  te
( S e u i l ) ,  r 9 7  r .

r. To adopt the categories suggested by Gilles Deleuze, structure, in the sense in which I am using
it here, would relate to the generality characterized by a posirion oiexchange or substitution of
par t i cu la r i t i cs ,  whereas  the  mach ine  wou ld  re la te  to  the  order  o f repet i t ion 'as  behav iour  and
view poi nt rel a t ive to a si ngul ari ty tha t ca n not be changed or replaccd' '1D 

fJ,ire.nu et ripit it ion, Presses

Universitaires de France, I 969, p. 7). Of Deleuze's three minimum conditions de termining
strucrure in general, I shall retain only the first two:

( r )Theremustbeat leas t twohetc rogeneousser ies ,oneofwh ich isdef inedas thes ign i f ie randrhe

orher as the signi6ed.
(c) Each of these series is made up of terms that exist oni1, through their relationship with one

another.

His third condition, 'tx,o heterogeneous series converging upon a paradoxical element that acts so
as to di{leren tiare them', relates, on thc contrary, exclusively to the order of the machine (Logique du
saro ,  Minu i t ,  t969 ,  p .63) .
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not  le r  so  as  long as  i t  i s  in  a  posr t ion  to  recupera te  i t  w i th in  another  s t ruc tu ra l
determinatior.r.

' fhe  
nrach ine ,  on  the  o lher  hand,  remains  essent ia l l v  remote  { iom the  agent

o{ act ion. 
' fhe 

sLrbject is alrval,s somer,r,here else. 
-fe 

mporai izat ion penetrates
the machine on al l  sides and can be related to i t  onl,v zrfter the lashion of an
evenr ,  The emergcnce o l ' thc  inach ine  nrarks  a  da te ,  a  change,  c l i f le ren t  f rom a
structLlral representatiolr.

' fhe 
history of technologv r.s dated bv the existence ar each srage ol a

i )a r t i cu ia r  t1 'pe  o f 'n iach ine i  the  h is to r \  o f the  sc jences  is  now reach ing  a  po in t ,
in  a l l  i t s  b ranches ,  where  evcrv  sc ien t i6c  theor ) ' can  be  taken as  a  mach ine
rzrthel than a str l icture, r l 'hich relates i t  to the order of ideoiogr' .  Everv
machine is the negation. the destro;-er by ir-rcorporation (almost to the point
o f  excre t ion) ,  o f ' the  rnach ine  i t  rep laces .  And i t  i s  po ten t ia l l , v  in  a  s imi la r
re la t ionsh ip  to  the  mach ine  tha t  w i l l  take  i t s  p lace .

Yesterdav's machine, today's and tomorrow's, are not reiated in their
structur?11 determinations: onlv by a process of historical anal;-srs, by refer-
r:nce tr) a signif l ing chain extr insic to the machine, bv what u,e mrght cal l
historical structur;r l ism, can we gain anv overai l  grasp of the ei} 'ects of
cont inu i tv .  re l ro -ac t ion  and in te l l ink ins  tha t  i t  i s  capab le  o f ' represent ing .

For the rnachrne, the subject of history is elsewhere, in the structure. In
Iz rc t ,  the  sub jec t  o f the  s t ruc tu re .  cons idered in  i t s  re la t ionsh ip  o fa l iena t ion  to
;1 s,vstem trf  cle-total ized total izarion. shouid rather be seen in relat ion ro a

;; 'henorrrcnon of- 'being an ego'- the ego here being in contrast wrth the sub.ject
o i ' the  t rnconsc ious  as  i t  cor responds to  the  pr inc ip le  s ta ted  by  Lacan:  a
s iqn i6er - renresents  i t  lb r  another  s ign i f ie r .  The unconsc ious  sub jec t  as  such
wil l  bc on the same side as the machrne, or better perhaps. alongside the
rnachr r rc .  There  is  no  break  in  the  mach ine  i t se l f :  the  breach is  on  e i thers ide  o f
l t .

The indir. ' idual 's relat ion to the machine has been described bv sociologists
f i>l lowing Friedn-rann as one of lundamental al ienatjon, This is undoubtedl,v
true i i  one considers the individual as a structure for total izat ion of the
irnasirarl ' .  But the dialect ic of the master craftsman and the apprenticeJ rhe
r., ld picrurcs of the cl i l lelent trades f lourishing in di l lerenr parts of the countrv,
ai l  this has become meaningl.ess in the face of modern mechanized industry
t lrat rcqLl ires ics ski l led rvorkers to start l rom scratch again ru' irh evel ' \ 'new
technoltrgical advance . But does not this start ing l iom scratch mark precisely
that essentiai breakthrough that characterizes the unconscious subject?

Init iat ion into a trade and becoming accepted as a ski l led rvorker no longer
takes piace by wav of inst i tut ions, or at least not those envisaged in such
s ta tements  as ' the  sk i . l l  has  precedence over  the  mach ine ' ,  Wi th  indus t r ia l
capital ism. the spasrnodic evolut ion of machirrery keeps cr-rt t ing across the
cx is t inq  h ie rar ,  l r v  o fsk i l l s .
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In this sense, the worker's al ienation to the machine exclude s him lrom any
kind of structural equi l ibr ium, and puts him in a posit ion where he is as close
as possible to a radical svstem of real ignment, rve might sav of castrarion,
where he loses al l  tranquil l i ty, al l  'sel lconfirming'security, al l  thejust i f ica-
r ion ofa'sense ofbelonging' to a ski l led trade. Such prolessional bodies as st i l l
exist,  l ike doctors, pharmacists, or lawyers, are sirnply survivals from the days
of pre-capital ist production relat ions.

This change is ofcourse intolerable; inst irut ional production therefore sets
out to conceal what is happening by sett ing up systems of equivalents, of
imitat ions. Their ideological basis is to be lound not solely in fascist-type,
paternal ist ic slogans about work, the lamily and patr iot ism, but also within
the various versions ofsocial ism (even including the most apparently l iberal
ones, l ike the Cuban), w,i th their oppressive myth of the model worker, and
their exaltat ion of the machine whose cult  has much the same function as that
o l the  hero  in  an t iqu i ty .

As cornpared with the work done by machines, the work of human beings is
nothrng. This working at 'nothing',  in the special sense in w,hich people do i t
todav, r,vhich tends more and more to be merely a response to a machine -

pressing a red or black button to produce an effect programmed somewhere
else - human work, in other words, is only the residue that has not yet been
integrated into the w'ork of the machine.

Operations performed by workers, technicians and scientists wil l  be
absorbed, incorporated into the workings of tomorrow's machine; to do
something over and over no longer offers the security ofr i tual.  I t  is no longer
possible to identi f .  the repeti t ion of human actior.Is ( ' the noble task of the
sower') with the repeti t ion of the natural cycle as the loundation olthe moral
order. Repeti t ion no longer estabi ishes a man as someone who can do that
part icularjob. Human work today is merely a residual sub-whole of the work
of the machine. Tfr is residual human activi ty is no more than a part ial
procedure that accompanies the central procedure produced by the order of
the machine. The machine has now come to the heart ofdesire, and this residual
human work represents no more than the point of the machine's imprint
on the imaginary world of the individual (cf.  Lacan's function of the 'a'3).

Everv new discovery - in the sphere of scienti f ic research, lor example -

moves across the structural f ieid oftheorv l ike a w,ar machine, upsett ing and
rearranging everything so as to change i t  radical ly. Even the researcher is at
the mercy of this process. His discoveries extend lar beyond himself,  bringing
in their train u,hole new branches ofresearchers, and total ly redesigning the
tree of scienti f ic and technological implications. Even when a discovery is
cal led by i ts author's name, the result,  far lrom 'personalizing' him, tends to

3. See Glossar.v, Ohjel peti l 'a'.
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be to turn his proper name into a cornmon noun! The question is whether this
eflacing of the individual is something that wi l l  spread to other forms of
production as weli .

Though i t  is true that this unconscious subjectivi ty, as a spl i t  which is
overcome in a signifying chain, is being transferred away lrom individuals
and human groups towards the world of machines, i t  st i l l  remains just as
un-representable at the specif ical ly machinic level.  I t  is a signi l ier detached
from the unconscious structural chain that will acI as representallue to represen t
the machine.

The essence of the machine is precisely this lunction ofdetaching a signi6er
as a repr€sentative. as a'di{Ierentiator', as a causal break, di{ferent in kind
lrom the structural ly establ ished order of things. I t  is this operation that
binds the macir ine both to the desir ing subject and to i ts status as the basis of r
the various structurai orders corresponding to it. The machine, as a reperition I
of the part icuiar, is a mode - perhaps indeed the onlv possible mode - of i
univocal repfesentation of the various forms of subjectivi tv in the order of i
general i ty on the individual or the col lect ive plane. i

In trying to see things the other wav round, starting lrom the general, one i
would be deluding oneself with the idea that i t  is possibl" to base oneself on
sonle structural space that existed before the breakthrough by the machine.
This'pure',  'basic'signifving chain, a kind of lost Eden ofdesire, the'good old
days' before mechanization, rnight then be seen as a meta-language, an
absolute relerence point that one could always produce in place ofany chance
event or specif ic indication.

'Ihis 
would lead to wronglv locating the truth of the break, the truth of the

subject, on the level of representation, information, communication, social
codes and ever) 'other lorm ofstructural determination.

T'he voice , as speech machine, is the basis and determinant olthe structural
order oi language, and not the other way round. The individual, in his
bodiliness, accepts the consequences ofthe interaction ofsignifying chains of
all kincis which cut across and tear him apart. Th€ human being is caught
where the machine and the structure meet.

Human groups have no such projection screen available to them. The
rnodes of interpretation and indication open to them are successive and
contradictory, approximative and meraphorical, and are based upon di{Ier-
erit structural orders, for instance on myths or exchanges. Every change
produced by the inrusion of a machine phenomenon will thus be accom.
panied in them with the estabiishment of what one may call a system of
anti-production, the representative mode specific to structure.

I need hardly say that anti-production belongs to the order of the
machine: the keynote here is i ts characterist ic ofbeing a subjective change,
which is the dist inct ive trait  of ever), order of production. What w'e need

l r , r  t r ) A ^ a / J 2 _ '1'aiY J. 'ti ?^tn"t
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therelore is a means of f inding our way r.r, i thout moving as though by magic
from one plane to another. We must, lor instance, relate to the same system of
production both what goes on in the worid of industry, on the shop f loor or in
the manager's ofFce, and what is happening in scientihc research, and indeed
in the world of l i terature and even of dreams,

Anti-production rvi l l  be, among other things, what has been described
under the term 'production relat ions'.  Anti-production wil l  tend to e{Iect a
kind ofre-t i l t ing of the balance ofphantasy, not necessari ly in the direct ion of
inert ia and conservatism, since i t  can also le ad to general izing within a given
social area a new dominant mode of production, accumulation, circulat ion
and distr ibution rela! ions, or ofany other superstructural manifestat ion ofa
nerv t,vpe of economic machine. I ts mode of imaginarv expression is then that
of the transit ional phantasv.

Let us then look at the other end ofthe chain, the level ofdream production.
We may identi fy anti-production with working out the manifest content of a
dream, in contrast to the latent productions l inked with the impulse machine
that consti tute part objects. The objet peti t  'a ' ,  described by Lacan as the root
of desire, the umbil icus of the dream, also breaks into the structural equi l ib-
r ium of the individual l ike some infernal machine. The subject f inds i t  is being
rejected bv itself. In proportion with the change wrought by objet-maehine petit
'a ' in the structural f ield ofrepresentation, successive forms ofotherness take
their places for it, each fashioned to fit a particular stage of the process.
Individual phantasizing corresponds to this mode ofstructural signposting
by means ofa specif ic language l inked with the ever-repeated urgings ofthe
'machinations' of desire.

The existence of this objet-machine petit 'a', irreducible, unable to be
absorbed into the relerences ofthe structure, this 'self for i tself '  that relates to
the elements of the structure only by means of spl i t t ing and metonymy, means
that the representation of oneself by means of the'stenci ls '  of language leads
to a dead end, to a breaking point, and the need for a renewed 'otherness'.  The
object ofdesire de-centres the individual outside himself, on the boundaries of
the other; it represents the impossibility of any complete refuge of the self
inside oneself,  but equally the impossibi l i ty of a radical passage to the other.
Indi ' , ' idual phantasv represents this impossible merging of di{Ierent levels; i t  is
this that makes i t  di f lerent lrom group phantasizing, for a group has no such
'hitching posts'  of desire on i ts surf iace, no such reminders of the order ol
specif ic truths as the body's erogenous zones, and their capacitv lor touching
and being touched by other people.

Group phantasy superimposes the di l lerent levels, changes them round,
substi tutes one for another. I t  can onlv turn round and round upon i tself .  This
circular movement leads i t  to mark out certain areas as dead ends, as banned,
as impassable vacuoles, a whole no-man's land of meaning. Caught up within
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the group, one phantasy ref lects another i ike interchangeable currency, but a
currency rvith no recognizable standard. no ground ofconsistencv whereby i t
can be related. even part ial lv, to anything other than a topology ofthe most
purely general kind. The group-as astructure-phantasizes events by means
of a perpetual and non-responsible coming and going between the general
and the part icular. A leader, a scapegoat, a schism, a threatening phantasy
from another group - anv of these is equated with the group subjectivi ty.
Each e'rent or cr isis can be replaced by another event or cr isis, inaugurating a
further sequence that bears, in turn, the imprint of equivalence and identi ty.
Today's truth can be related to yesterday's, for it is always possible to re-write
history. The experience of psychoanal,vsis, the starting up of the psychoana-
lvt ic machine. makes i t  clear that i t  is impossible lor the desir ing subject to
preservi such a s-vstem of homologt, and re-writ ing: the only function of the
translerence in this case is to reveal the repetition that is taking place, to
operate l ike a machine - that is in a u'av that is the precise opposite of a group
eflect.

The group's inst inctual system, because i t  is unable to be l inked up to the
desiring rnach ine - objets petit 'a' returning to the surface of the phantasy body
- is doomed to mult iply i ts phantasy identi f icat ions. Each of these is
structured in i tself ,  but is st i l l  equivocal in i ts relat ionship to the others, The
fact that they lack the diflerentiating factor Gilles Deleuze talks of dooms
thenr to a perpetuai process of merging into one another. Any change is
precluded, and can be seen only between structural levels. Essentially, no
break is any ionger accepted. That the structures have no specif ic identi fying
rnarks means that the; '  become ' translatable' into one another, thus develop-
ing a kind of indefinite logical continuum that is pecul iarly satisfving to
obsessionals. The identification of the similar and the discovery of diflerence
at group level function according to a second-degree phantasy logic. It is, for
example, the phantasy representation of the otlter group that will act as the
locating machine. In a sense, i t  is an excess of logic that leads i t  to an impasse.

This relat ionship olthe structures sets going a mad machine, madder than
the maddest of lunatics, the tangential representation ofa sado-masochist ic
logic in which everything is equivalent to everything else, in which truth is
always something apart" Pol i t ical responsibi l i ty is king, and the order of the
general is radical ly cut off from the order of the ethical.  The ult imate end of
group phantasy is death - ultimate death, destruction in its own right, the
radical abolition of any real identifving marks, a state of things in which not
merely has the probiem oftruth disappeared forever but has never existed
even as a problem.

This group structure represents the subject for another structure as the
basis of a subjectivi tv that is clogged up, opaque, turned into the ego.
Whereas, for the individual, i t  was the object of unconscious desire that
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functioned as a system of change or machine, in a group i t  is either the
sub-wholes that happen to come into being temporari lv within the group or
another group that wi l l  assume that function. This area olstructural equival-
ence wil l  thus have the lundamental function of concealing or abol ishing the
entry ofany part icular object represented either on the screen ofthe human
subject by unconscious desire, or on the more general screen ofunconscious
signifying chains bv the change eflected by the closed s),srem of machines.
The structural order olthe group, olconsciousness, ofcommunication, is thus
surrounded on al l  sides by rhese systems of machines whjch i t  wi l l  never be
able to control,  either by grasping the objets peti t 'a 'as rhe unconscious desire
machine, or the phenomena of breaking apart related to other types of
machines. The essence of the machine, as a factor lor breaking apart,  as the
a-topical foundation olthat order ofthe general,  is that one cannot ult imately
dist inguish the unconscious subject ofdesire from rhe order ofthe machine
itself .  on one side or other of al l  structural determi*ations. the subiect of
economics, of history and of science all encounter that same objet petit ,a; as the
lour.rdation of desire .

An example ofa structure functioning as subject lor another structure is the
lact that the black community in the United Srates represents an identi f ica-
t ion imposed by rhe white order. To rhe modernist consciousness this is a
confused, absurd, meaningless state of things. Art unconscious problematic
chal lenges the reject ion of a more radical 'otherness' that would be combined
with. say, a reject ion of economic 'otherness'.  The assassination of Kennedy
was an event that ' represented' the impossibi l i ty of registering the economic
and social otherness of the Third World, as wirnessed by the fai lure of the
All iance for Progress, the endeavour to destroy Vietnam and so on. One can
only note here the points of intersection and continuity betrveen the economy
ofdesire and that ofpol i t ics.

At a part icular poinr in histor,v desire becomes focal ized in the total i ty of
structures; I  suggest that for this u'e usc the general term ,machine':  i t  could
be a new weapon, a new production technique, a ne1! 'set ofrel igious dogmas,
or such major new discoveries as the Indies, relat ivi ty, or the moon. To cope
with this, a structural anri-production develops unti l  i t  reaches i ts own
saturation point, whi le the revolut ionary breakthrough also develops, in
counterpoint to this, another discontirruous area of anti-production that
tends to re-absorb the inrolerable subjective breach, al l  ofwhich means that ir
persists in eludir.rg the antecedent order. We may say of revolut ion, of the
revolut ionary period, that this is rvhen the machine represenrs social subjec-
tivity lor the s!ructure - as opposed to the phase ofoppression and stagnarion,
when the superstructures are imposed as impossible representations of
machine efrects. The common denominator of w,r i t ings of this kind in history
would be the opening up ola pure signifving space where the machine would
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l 'epresent the subject lor another machine. But one can no longer then
continue to say ofhistory, as the site ofthe unconscious, that i t  is 'structured
l ike a ianguage'except in that there is no possible writ ten lorm ofsuch a
language.

It  is, in fact, impossible tc systematize the real discourse of history, the
circurnstance that causes a particular phase or a particular signifier to be
represented by a part icular event or social group, by the emergence ofan
individual or a discovery, or whatever. in this sense' we must consider, d
priori, that the primitive stages olhistory are u'here trurh is primarily to be
sought; historv does not advance in a continuous movement: i ts structural
phenomena develop according to their own pecul iar sequences, expressing
and indicating signifying rensions rhar remain unconscious up to the point
where they break through. That point marks a recognizable break in rhe rhree
dimensions of exclusion, perseverance and threat. Historical archaisn-rs
express a reinlorcing rather than a weakening ofthe structural eflect.

That And16 Malraux could say that the twenrieth century is the century of
national ism, in contrast to the nineteenth, which was that of international-
ism, was because international ism. lacking a structural expression that
matched the economic and social machineries at work within i t ,  withdrew
into national ism, and then further, into regional ism and the various sorts of
part icularism that are developing roday, even within the supposedly inter-
national communist movement.

The problem olrevolut ionary organization is the problem ofsett ing up an
insti tut ional machine whose dist inct ive leatures would be a theory and
practice that ensured its not having to depend on the various social structures
- above all the State strucrure, which appears to be the keystone of the
dominant production relations, even though it no longer corresponds to the
means olproduction. What entraps and deceives us is thar i t  looks today as
though nothing can be articulated outside rhat structure. The revolutionary
socialist intention to seize control of political power in the State, which it sees
as the instrumental basis of class domination, and the institutional guarantee
cf pri..rate ownership of the means of production, has been caught injust that
trap. It has itself become a trap in its turn, for that intention, though meaning
so much in terms ofsocial consciousness, no longer corresponds to the reality
of economic or social forces. The institutionalization of 'world markets' and
the prospect ofcreating super-States increases the allure ofthe rap; so does
the modern reformist programme of achieving an ever-greater 'popular'

control ofthe economic and social sub-wholes. The subjective consistency of
society, as it operates at every level ofthe economy, society, culture and so on,
is invisible today, and the institutions that express it are equivocal in the
extreme . This was evide nt during the revolution of lvlay I 968 in France, when
the nearest approximation to a proper organization of the struggle rvas the
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hesitant, late and violently opposed experiment of lorming actior) com-
mlttees.

The revolut ionarv programme, as the machine for inst i tut ional subver-
sion, should demonstrate proper subjective potential and, at every stage of
the struggle, should make sure that i t  is lort i f ied against any attempt to
'structural ize' that potential.

But no such permanent grasp ofmachine effects upon the structures could
real ly '  be achieved on the basis ofonly one i theoretical practice'.  I t  presup-
poses the development of a specif ic analyt ical praxis at every level of
organization of the sruggle.

Such a prospect would in turn make i t  possible to locate the responsibi l i ty
of those who are in any waf in a posit ion genuinely to utter theoretical
discourse at the point at which i t  imprints the class struggle at the very centre
ofunconscious desire.



The Plane of Consistencyr

The term is an approximation. As will become clear from what I am going to

say. f i rst,  i t  canrrot be just a single plane, and second, we have to make a

dist inct ion between mathematical consistency and the machinic consistency
\{e are concerned rvith here. For the moment, let us note that:

- Mathematical consistency implies a set of axioms that are non-

contradictorv.2
* Machinic consistency avoids such an implication in that i t  does not

resort tc a dualist system of appulng multiplicities to a semiotic whole so much

as embracing the total i ty" I t  does not therefore have anything to' fear'  l rom
purely logical conradict ions.

- Moreover, the basis of axiomatic consistency is the lact that ultimately
there is a consistency in machinic propositions.

* The plane of consistencv indicates that the machinic phylum is a

canlinuun. The unity ofany process, the unity ofhistory, resides not in the fact
of a shared t ime encompassing and traversing everything, but in the fact of

that colt inuum of the machinic phylum, which i tself  results from the
conj unction of the totality of de-territorialization processes.

Whenever a muit ipl ici ty unfolds, the plane of consistency is brought into
operation. The machinic phylum is in t ime and space. Plane, here, has the
sense of the phylum, the continuous. Nothing is small  enough to escape the
net of machinic propositions and intensities. The strata of slbjectiaity are set

against the piane ofthe agency ofcol lect ive utterance, the subject against the
agent. The plane of machinic consistency provides the answer to Russell 's
paradox. There real ly is a total i ty of al l  the total i t ies. But i t  is not a logical

total i tv; i t  is a machinic one. The problem of the continuous is resolved at

the level of the machinic phylum befiore being stated in mathematical

terms.

r . lrtrotes madc in April r 97:,
a, Robert Blanchd shows that a closer analysis distinguishes betwcen contradiction and con-

sistency, bctween dil lerent notions ofconsistency, and so on (L'Axiomatique, Presses Universitaires

de France, l 955, p. 48). This is something that needs exploring.
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Matlrematics and Physics, Technological Innovation
and the Military Machine

- At f i rst these appear to be quite disparate f ields which wil l  only coincide
1n present-day development of the economic and national mil i tary complex.

- But in fact, ,.r'e have to start lrom the premise that, from the veryfrst, they
merge into one another, and that what makes the web of history - that is of
historv up unti l  the scienti f ic revolut ions - is the machinic phylum.

The machinic phylum takes o{f with the mil i tary machine, then with the
technological inno'" 'at ions l inked with the concentrat ion of the means of
production in primit ive state machines (cit ies, empires, etc.),  and f inal ly with
the scienti f ic revolut ions. But the machinic power of desire was, always and
everl,where, already there. To take an example, the invention of bronze in
southern Siberia led to the terr i tor ial izat ion oftr ibes whose f icrm ofproduc-
t ion was sett led and agrarian. The col lect ive desire energy rapidly changed i ts
object and turned those societ ies into a mil i tary proto-machine. Nomadism
introduced lurther benefi ts, both in material terms and in terms ofdesire. (In
some cases, the extensive stock-breeding of the nomad machine caused
sett led agriculture to disappear altogether.)3 In'a few decades',  there had
come into being an encoded surplus-value which led to the abandonment of
sett led homesteads. Wealth 'suddenly stopped being the desire to own a piece
ofsround'. People had acquired 'a new conception oforvnership, with land as
something merely to be used. based on mouable goods, f locks, horses, chariots,
personal ei lects, bows and arrows, rvhat was gained by pi l lage' and 'an

expanded,,vealth' .
In al l  this, machinic power was making and unmaking primit ive terr i to-

r ial i tv and nomadism, the primit ive state and i ts divisions. We therefore f ind
the plane ofconsistency both as the impossible goal ofthe history ofscience
and t ire prel iminar,v to the 'start '  of histor.v.

I t  is important to consider the posit ion of the plane ol consistency in
relat ion to the semiotic machine, to the independence acquired by the voice as
the instrument lor opening up the f ield of the spoken word. Why should the
batt le-cry, the mating cal l ,  leave the sphere of the functional, of caste
behaviour, to become open to a transvaluation of encoding? Words have a
di{Ierent use: they carrv lurther - or perhaps they go nowhere. Thev produce
new connections. After al l ,  i t  is surely in this f igurative shif t  of the oral
semiotic machines that the essence of the phenomenon of rel igion l ies?

In any case, i t  is in the framework of the city machines, with the primit ive
state as anti-production of the mil i tary proto-machine, that we can identi fy
one of the two basic strata of the terr i tor ial izat ion of the plane of machinic
consistencl '-  the other one in fact being brought into action bv the mil i tary

3. 
'Prdsence des Scvthes', Cril ique, December t97 t.
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prc)to-m?1chine. The question of whether the mil i tar l '  proto-machine comes
belore or after the primit ive state is secondary. There is, in ef lect, a l ink, an
encoded surplus-r,alue between fhe two. Either the primit i 'e state f inds i tself
having to fal l  back on the mil i tary proto-machine in the name of anti-
production, or, conversely, i t  has i tselfachieved a technological take-ol l ,  a
system of innovation ( in the sphere of writ ten language, the use of metals,
ditTerentiat ing the kind of work to be done bv people lrom that done bv
anirnals etc.),  and is in turn enriching the mil i tary machine and moving i t  a
notch higher in rhe process ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion.

The f iuxes are t idied away, control led and over-encoded bv means olthe
writ ing rnachine. In this case, despotism is svnonymous n,i th forcine e'ery-
thing into a bi-univocal mould, f i t t ing the whole of the gcods on the sherves
into a new whole of graphic symbols,

The mil i tary proto-machine consumed its goods - lor instance, when a
pharaoh died, his concubines, his servants and even his slaves rvere ki l led. In
the feudal system, on the orher hand, which set out to preserve the labour
force of i ts serls and the f ighting force of irs vassals, the primit ive state
restr icted and dela,ved such consumption. The sign was retained. Semiotic
Cedipai ism, for the writ ing machine, consists in an exrernal taking hold
of objects and subjects in their completeness. writing and reckoning are not
the same as consuming, though to name a thing may be a way of eating
i t .

' fhe 
posit ion of writ ing is thus one of anti-production. A writ ten text, i tself

impotent, is ne'ertheless a sign olpower. This is the source of the dichotomy
between mathematics anci phvsics. Pythagoras was concerned with the'essential '  numbers that lay beyond ,real,  powers. In an art icle in the
Enclclopaedia Uniuersalis, 'Phvsique 

et marhimatiques,, Jean N{arc Levy-
tr eblond presents a cri t ique of the two forms in which people have sought io
make mathematics'the language'of physics. Mathematics is viewed either as
the language of nature, rvhich man must learn (the att irude of Galireo and
Einstein), or as the language of man in which natural phenomena have to be
expressed (the att i tude ofHeisenberg). But there are also al l  the possible
posit ions between these two, al l  of which, in one way or another, tend to
consolidate the dualism between empir icism and formalism - opposing
nature tc) man, experience to theorizing, concrete to abstact, scienti f ic
phenomena to scienti f ic laws and so on.

Ler^,r-Leb.lond maintains that there are two possible uses for mathematics
in tl're sciences. It may have a relationship of apptication - as with chem-
istrv, biology, the sciences of the Earth and al l  other spheres in which
ihcre is numerical calculat ion and a manipulat ion of quanti t ies. or i t  mav
have a relat ionship of conrrf tut ionor producrian, 'Thus mathematics is interior-
izec by physics',  and their conceprs are indissolublv interl inked (derived
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speed and the electro-magnetic field, for instance). This sort of relationship is

peculiar to physics (which Bachelard failed to realize when he spoke of a
'progressive mathematicization'of al l  the sciences). Nevertheless, the sep-

aration between mathematics and physics remains. They are different in

kind.
Unlike mathematics, physics is dif f icult  to express in axioms. One can give

several coherent mathematical expressions of the same law or concept in

physics (mathematical polymorphism). In physics the principles and lau's

are more mobile, more transcursive, less hierarchized. Conversely, a single

mathematical structure can govern a number of diilerent domains without

there being any 'underlying unity'-  what Poincar6 cal led 'a hidden harmony

in things' (mathematical plurivalence). I t  is the identi t ,v- of the object of

physics that can only be known approximately, that eludes absolute defi-
nition. Thus there is a contradictory two-way movement going on: math-

ematics is tending to ever greater autonom,v, but also tending to greater inter-

dependence with mathematical physics.
1n lgl,y-Leblond's view one must abandon the idea of any hierarchy

among the sciences in lavour of mathematicizing them: 'it is by the nature of

i ts relat ionship to mathematics, and by the consti tut ive role mathematics
piays, that any branch of the natural sciences - major or minor - can be seen
as belonging to the sphere ofphysics'.  In other words, physics is consti tuted

by two processes of de-territorialization (a semiotic process and a material

process). An object in physics becomes consistent only in so far as it can

authentical l l '  be treated mathematical ly. I t  no longer has a relat ionship of

application with the sign, but one of production. The way the particle

corresponds with the sign no longer refers to the disjunctive syntheses ofa

system of representation, but to an experimental connective system and a

theoretical conjunctive system, in which the surplus-values of encoding or of

sets of axioms are formed
lVe thus end up with a physics-mathematics complex that links the

de-terr i tor ial izat ion of a system of signs with the de-terr i tor ial izat ion of a

cluster of phenomenain physics. Levy-Leblond would seem, at this second,
'material' level, to be niaintaining the primacy of the existence of the real. The

tradit ional spl i t  benveen mathematics and the natural sciences ( including

physics) sanctioned by experimentationa would appear to be, for him,

insuperable.
We may note the twolold connection between the de-territorialized phe-

4. The wav in which he rgjects any subjection of physia to mathematia - that is, to the most

de.rerritorialized srratum - by quoting the example ofastro-physics, which became established on

the previcusi.v mathematicized ground ofastronomy, is unconvincing N'lathematical astronomy

wil never a'non-experimental'sciene: it was physics already on the way to being turned into

mathematics,
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nornenorl of the ph'sicist and the mathematics sign machine.5 Rather t6an

tutf i"g about an ollject, Iet us sa)r we ar e dealing with a nnmtnl oJ inertia on the

part oi the machinism at a given point in the contingen! Process of de-terr i-

to. iai irut ior"t.  In the last resort,  mathematics is also an experimental science'

I  t  experirne nts with se r l iot ic phe nomena rvhich were in the past st i l l  at re st as

grup'hi.  symbols irre sri l l  ar rest, but might perhaps be so in the future more

ot..  tn. iashion ofrhe f igures ofspeech and syntactical rules ol information-

theorymach ines . . f l reob jec to |ph ,vs ics ispar t i c les ( therearesomehypothe .
t ical ones, known as tachyons, that are supposed to travel faster than l ight,

going back in t ime, ar- icl  not being subject to the usual l imitat ions of causal i tv

and i .- , i lbrmatio'r).6 E'er1. such moment of inert ia is connected rvith a part ictt-

la r  s i tua t ion  o i the  rnach in ism.JL is r  as  the  mach in is r l . )  o f  exper imenta t ion  o f

theoretical physics has produced the condit ions lor t l re expansion ofmathe-

mat i0a lphys ics ,so t l re in f i c rmat ion- theorymach in ismwi l lp robab lvcometo
huve ,-,- to.. 'ar-rd more ef lect on the development of 'pure' mathematics' We

may therefore come to think in terms of both mathematics and phvsics being

in sonte sense al()ngside the theoretic-experimental machine. Far lrom think-

ins that \4'e can radical ly axiomatize physics, we shal l  f ind ourselves on the

.oirr.u.y having ro r.elat ivize the axior 'at izat ion of mathematics.

The computer.wi l l  produce as manv jossible a*iomatizations as you l ike for

e'er '  th;ry - o poi i t i r .  { lood of axiomatics.T Mathematics is not concerned

rvit i r 'pure universal semict ic harmony. I t  is as much a machine as physics is,

excepr that, front the poi i l t  of view of technical machinisni,  i t  is somewhat

l irrrher behind. Godel 's theorem narked the condemtration of any claim that

axiomatics is omnipotent.B UndoubtedlV, therelore, there can be less and less

possibi l i ty of concluding the various attemPts at mathematic axiomatization

with any super-axiomatics. on the contrary, what I  want to shorv is that al l

5.  I  a lse 'have rcserva t io t rs  about  rhe  sp l i t  l l e t leen  phys ics  and the  o lhcr  sc iences  lha t  use

nun,er ica l  o rder .  I r  i s  poss ib le  tha t  there  are  o ther  mathemat ics ,  o ther  exper imenta t ions '  o ther

mach in isms.

6. Here we conle to a l irt le probiem in scierce-fiction: what would a compuler working rvith

rac l r r  ons  oc  l i k r l  C f .  I? rchc , .h t : .  no  7 .  Deccmber  r  97o.  p  6 ;5 '

7 .  In  my v ie rv  thcre  is  no jus t i f i ca r ion  fo r  Ruyer 's  pos i t ion  in  condemning a  pr io r i  the  poss ib i l i t v

tha t  c i 'berne t ics  may expand in f in i te ly .

B .  . .  .  .  Gode l ' s  rheorem n : rkes  c lear  tha t  whatever  theorv  there  may be  based on  a  f in i te  number

of axion)s r,; make it possible to construct arithmetic, one can alr*ays discover some unprovable

proposirion in it . . . '(\Varusfel, Dicttonntire dts '\ ' lathimatiques' P 2!t7] If one appends that

paradoxical proposirion as a supplementary axiom, then rve have a different theory' but otre in

wh ich  rhere  is  a  {u r rher  unprovab le  p ropos i t ion .  I t  i s  imposs ib le ' tha t  a  f in i te  number  o1-ax ioms

shou id  be  enough to  es tab l i sh  any  un iversa l  mathemat ics  in  wh ich  no t  mere l l 'wou ld  the  pr inc ip le  o f

the excluded third (P cannot at rhe same time be true and false) bc true' but in which any

proposirion might be eil lur rse or faise. Some theorems wil l a)wa.vs re main non'de monstrable

becausc  rhere  is  n . r  answer  to  Ihcm'  ( ib id .1 .
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the partial machinisms harmonize on a single plane of consistency - not
susceptible to being total ized into one axiomatic, not susceptible to repre-
sentation, bu.t inf ini tely de-total ized, de-terr i tor ial ized, de-axiomatized. And

::,L:j:."" 
this plane of consistency that mathematics links up *,ith the other

Machinic consistencv evades the alternative of mathematical consistency
defined by Gridel's theorem. First of all, to it a machinic connecrion may be
actual and non-actual: machinic time encodes contradiction, the observer of
the contradiction has his own machinic time, the connecrion is governed by
the general relativity of conjunctions. Secondly, nothing escapes it. Machines
cannot stand emptiness, lack, negation, an exclusively referential stratum.
With machines the question is one of connection or non-connection, without
condit ions, without any need to render an account to any third party. I t  is
from that that the surplus-value ofencoding originates. The situation is l ike
that of the bumble-bee which, by being there, became part of the genetic
chain of the orchid. The specific event passes directly into the chain of
encoding until another machinic event links up with a different temporaliza-
tion, a dillerent conjunction.

It is the principle of the excludea ,flira term rhat is itself excluded here.
Ultimately, the only reference is the plane of consistency, but no limit or lack
must be writ ten into i t .  The plane of consistency is the organless body of al l
axiomatic svstems; i t  is not the total being of the machinism, but the
impossibi l i ty of concluding or total izing machinic expansion.

Behind the opposit ion between what is as yer hardly axiomatized at al i
( that is, physics) and what is very much so (that is, mathematics) one can see
the outl ine of the order of what is 'radical ly non-axiomatizable'- machinic
multiplicity. Axiomatics was related to the structure of representation,
whereas the flux ofaxiomatization relares to machinic production. This being
so, can one maintain that physics has a special relationship with the order of
existing realit)'?

The object of the mathematics/physics complexus is not physical; it relates
neither to the nature of the physical nor to the physical as nature. Machinism
links together physics and mathematics, working equally well with symbols
and part icles. The part icle is defined by a chain ofsymbols; physicisrs' invent,
particles that have not existed in 'nature'. Nature as existing prior to the
machine no longer exists. The machine produces a di{Ierent nature, and in
order to do so it defines and manipulates it r.r,ith symbols (the diagrammatic
process).

Epistemological primacy therefore lies neither with mathematics nor with
physics. I t  may perhaps l ie with art.  I t  is arguable that the most de-terr irorial-
ized level relates to the sign. It is true that the mathematical sign has
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some t imes let i ts hand be lorced bv the de-terr i tor ial izat ion of experimental
pirvsics. but, equallv. i t  is the de-teri torial izat ion of the sign that governs the
entire process, general izing i ts ef lects, and project ing the surplus value of
encoding onto the total i tv of encoded areas. Even in cases where phvsics
appears to be control l ing !he movement, the machinic points remain on the
side of the mathematics machine. And this wil i  be even more the case as
physics becornes more involved in information-theorv technologv and aban-
dons anv claim to signi i i  anvthing at al l  apart f i 'om irs own machinic
connect rons .

Yet those part icles real lv do exist - somewhere else, in other galaxies for
example. Thev are not invented or arranged by mathematics and physics as
though created bi 'an art ist.  Hou'ever, the galaxies are also col lect ive produc-
t ion agents, 'sett ing up' part icles, arrangements of matter, of l i fe and so on. I t
is not a question here ofcontrasting nature rvith creation, but of l ikening i t  to
creati \ /e machines. The galaxies are also col lect ive agents i lnor ofutterance,
at least ofproduction.

lVhat is perhaps pecul iar to what happens on or:r pianet is that production
is airvavs accompanied by a transcript ion: the col lect ive transductive agency
of 'nature is paral leled and surpassecl by' a col lect ive agency o1'utterance,
r,vi thin u hich the de-terr i tor ial izat ion olthe sign plays a major part.  The sign
paral leis the part icle. I t  goes further than i t  in i ts capacit ies of de-
terr i tor ial izat ion, and provides i t  with an added capacity lor mult ipl ici tv.

' Ihe 
de-te rr i tor ial izat ion that runs throueh the whole marhematics/physics

compiexus iur. 'olves scientists, but also a lot else besides: al l  of pol i t ical
society, the f lux of investments. armies arrd so on. De-terr i tor ial izat ion is
produced as much by the sign as by nature. However, the most important
instrument. the machinic spearhe ad, now sides with the sign. The sign-point
of this complexus can be considered lrom two angles: as asigntt is an agent of
de-terr i tor ial izat ion; as a phvsical point, i t  is the point of recurrence of the
lesidual ph],sicai { lux in the role of anti-production.

We are now concerned not with the representative function of the sign, or of
i ts appl icat ion, but w,i th the productive and anti-productive aspects of the
sign-point. 

' fhe 
dist inct ion benveen mathematical representation and the

ploduction of physics relates to rvhat we may cal l  a scienti f ic Oedipus
situation. lVit lr  the advent of rvr i t ing, the sound machine has become
seconclarv. With the coming of information machinisms, and their audio-
visual developments, the tradit ional writ ing machine ma)'now also be on the
u'ay to becoming secondary.

To return to individuated utterance: i t  is something thar cannot be
detached from its circumstances of t ime and place, of sex, of class, etc.
Florvever, the moment of ine rt ia i , ,hen the spl i t t ing-off into subjectivi ty '  occurs
cannot ire arssigned purel.v and simplv to t l"re order of representation. Just
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what is i t  that enables a sign machine to'grasp'and control a f lux of part icles?
It is man's specific capacity for de-territorialization that enables him to
produce signs for no purpose: not negative signs, not nothing signs, but signs
to play about with for fun, for art. Human intervention so transforms things
that an oral semiotic machine produces numen for no reason, and a writing
machine in the hands of mischievous scribes runs to no purpose (for example,
the poetry ofancient Egypt).

Art and religion are arrangements for producing signs which will eventual-
ly produce power signs, sign-points capable ofplaying the parr ofparticles in
the arena of de-territorialization. The Shamanic invocation, the sign-writing
of the geomancer, are in themselves direct symbols of power. They mark the
importation into nature of signs of power, of a schiz that, via successive
surplus values of encoding, w'ill eventually bring rue the wildest dreams: first
the dream of the alchemist; nrst desire, before de-territorializing mathemat-
ical signs and the part icles ofphysics. I t  is the dualist reduction ofcapital ist
Oedipalist science that tends to sterilize science even as it is expanding
(splitting up into separate compartments research, production, technology,
teaching, art,  economics, etc.).  I t  is the conjunction of the mil i tary machine
and the State with science that determines the importance to be attributed to
science and defines the scope ofits activity.

We must therelore distinguish between the individuated Oedipalist utter-
ance, directed towards bi-univocity, the complete object, representative
application, and the quite diflerent individuated schizo utterance whose
force, whose de-territorializing charges, go out to the furthest corners ofthe
universe. The phenomenon of physics does not need to be 'mental ized',  but
encoded, made machinic. To read, to understand, to interpret - this is to
render powerless. The sign must abandon its yearning for oral semiotics and
be transformed into a machinic sign-point so as to throw itself unreservedly
into the machinic phylum.

The schizo posit ion, which art iculates the de-terr i tor ial ized chains of
collective agencies of utterance that constitute the present-day scientific
machine, cannot be reduced to the sum ofthe interventions by individuals. I t
is something trans-individual. The schizo scientist individual ly produces
de-territorialized signs alongside a coliective machine . The cutting edge, so to
say, ofthe machinc is here the desire, or perhaps the madness, ofthe scientist.
His desire has become a sign of power by coming into contact with the
machinism. The collective agency of utterance that connects things with
people does not crush 'human values'. What gives the scientific machine its
super-power is the super-humanness that carries desire to the heart ofbeing.
Far more powerful than any physicist's cyclotron is the desire that produces
de-terr i tor ial ized signs - super-part icles capable ofexploding 'natural '  part i-
cles into a multiplicity, and so in a sense forcing them to be on the defensive.
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The de-material izat ion of nature, i ts transmutations, i ts new productions,

al l  depend on the de-terr i tor ial izing power ofdesire. The intensity ofdesire is

stronger than the de-terr i tor ial izing intensit ies anywhere else in nature, Not
dcq i re  in  i t se l I  the  des i re  n f  d reams hr r t  the  des i re  inscr ibed in  mach in ic

complexes.
The question then is whether awareness ofself ,  of individuated utterance,

is a function of anti-production. To this there are two ans\4'ers. I f  what is

meant is the Oedipal ist cogito, rhe reduction to the level of the individual, the

ego, the lamilv, then the answer is Yes. But i f  the consciousness machine is

secn as something that empties out the sign, the space in one's heart,  to charge

it with i ' r  rvhol ly new power so that i t  can become attached to * 'hatever i t

wants at once. laster than l ight, then the ans\{ 'er is No. The tachvon could be

an elementarl ,  part icie of de-terr i tor ial izat ion belonging at once to physics

ar-rd to the arrangements olsemiotics. Indeed, perhaps the very thought ol

de-terr i tor ial izat ion consti tutes a kind of anti-matter!
The annihi lat ion ol intentional i ty b.v the phenomenologists does not make

use olsome substance supposed to be a vast Nothing, but the omnipotence of

a complex of de-terr i tor ial izat ion is potential ly capable of creating a mult i-

pl ici t-v out of whatever i t  touches. Consciousness and awareness of oneself,
and of the nearness of a col lect ive utterance machine, produces the most

enormous machinic 'charge' of de-terr i tor ial izat ion - a kind of anti-energl ' ,  ol

semiotic anti-rnatter.
The piane of consistency is thus rvhat enables al l  the various strata of

socius, ol technology and so on to be cut across, invested, disinvested and
transferred. Does this bring us back to the idea that there is an absolute

knowledge, a superior rat ional i ty, that is the goal of history? No, lor there is

no question of i ts being a super-system ofreference. The thesis ofthe plane of

consistency as the unattainable goal ofhistorv amounts to a reject ion ol 'any
attempt at total izat ion, any reduction to a single representative order, or code

or set of axioms. I t  is a posit ive afhrmation that i t  is possible to escape lrom

hierarchies of reference, and an undermining ol representative consis ten cl .

Consistency denies that there is one being that would encode the essence of
history for its ou'n sake. It affirms the coherence, the consistency of aprocess

not expressible in hard and last proposit ions or rat ional theologies. Intensive
mult ipl ici t ies do not refer either to reason or chaos, or to eschatological
signif icat ions. The machinic phvlum runs through al l  being that is held in the

time/space strata of individuated utterance . Being in i tself ,  being as unity,

being as the essence ofthe same, results lrom the contingency ofan utterance

made impotent.
Diagrammatic conjunctions are the motive force for de-terr i tor ial izat ion.

They are the source of the machinic phylum, Only because representation
has been f lattened out into exclusive dysjunctive syntheses do we f ind modes
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of subjectivation isolated from any production. Time and consciousness are

not bound up with an individuated cogito. The l inks in the process of

de-territorialization are the events, the meaning, the emergence of machinic

mutations. There are as many diflerent times coexisting as there are machines

in action. The conscious human being is simply the manifestation of the

greatest intensity in the conjunction ofthe processes ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion,

the high point ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion, the point at which the sign scours i tself

out, loids in upon i tself  to open out into a script that is level with real i ty.

The f inal i ty olhistory is not to be lound in a bl ind machinism, but in the

frnality of desire, in fact of the most self-aware desire of all, that of the

superman rvho has won mastery of beingin-itself by sacrificing mastery of his

individual consciousness. Sol i tude, meditat ion, lett ing the contemplation of

desire have lree rein, the loss of individuation in lavour of cosmic engagement
- ail this leads to a paradoxical combination of e{Iects: an individual

hyper-subjectivation of desire (as in Samuel Beckett, for example) and a

radical abandonment of the individual subject to col lect ivi t ies, that l ink man

with the machinic phylum.
Capital ism tr ies to interiorize the unbounded boundaries ofthe plane of

consistency. It arranges ofgans, self-contained objects, relationships, indi-

vidual subjectivity. What prevented the organless body of the primitive State

lrom abolishing the plane of consistency into infinite lragments was the

setting in motion of the machinic phylum. Whereas the military proto-

machine destroyed whole towns, destroying even its own soldiers, the

machinic phylum survives.



trntensive Redundancies and Expressive
R.edundancies'

\ \ , 'e must dist ingLi ish betlveen ir-rtensir, 'e and expressive redundancies. Inten-

si i . 'e redundancies advance bv wav of intr insic encoding, u' i thout involving

specif ic strata of expression; thus they themselves remain the prisoners of
encoding strat i f icat ion. They include, for example, the intr insic strat i f icat ion
of the 6eld of nuclear part icles, or that of atomic, molecular, chemical or
biological organization. None of these lorms of encoding, reproduction,
maintenance and interaction can be detached from its individual stratum,
There is nn relat ionship of expression, concordance, interpretat ion, refer-

ence) etc.,  among the dif ferent strata; they remain unaffected by one another.

One can onlv pass lrom an energy stratum to, say) a material or biological
stratum) by means of a surplus-value of encoding, a kind of prol i ferat ion and
irrterlacing of codes. but one w,i th respect lor the autonomv and integri ty of
the various strata. The heaped-up strata lorm a kind of humus, or what one
might cal l  a system of soups. Behind l i fe there is a biological soup, beyond the
biological soup a phirsico-chemical soup and so on. We thus have a semiotic
machine which is encoded .r l i thout changing levels. Abstract machines
remain the prisoners oltheir strat i f icat ions.

Only when specif ic, autonomized semiotic machines are brought into plav
can there be a direct passage lrom one stratum to another. There wil l  then be
not a surplus-r 'alue olencoding, but a trans-encoding. The semiotic machine
sets o1' l-a procedure ofabsolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion that is capable ofcrossing
al l  the strat i f icat ions. Such a semiotic machine embarks on i ts autonomiza-
t ion with the biological reproduction machine. In fact, this latter is the f irst
speciai izat ion of a reading machine that crushes the intensit ies, squeezing
them as one squeezes thejuice out offruit .  The machine ofgenetic expression
implies the detachment of one strand of encoding to act as a reproduction
rnould. Thus there is establ ished a s,vstem of twolold art iculat ion: a de-
terr i tor ial ized strand ofencoding, in other words a strand as lar as possible
detached from the second and third dimensions,z a l ine that is attached to the

r  .  Notes  made in  Apr i l  r  97 .1 .
: .  

' l ' he  
re la t j ve  pos i t ions  o{ ' rhe  t imc d imens ion  miqh t  perhaps  makc  i t  poss ib le  to  p inpo in t  the

d i f l c ren t :e  be twecn genet ic  codes  and l ingu is t i c  codes ;  the  t ime when re la t ionsh ips  o f  b i -

un ivoca l i za t jon  conre  in to  be ing  is  nar ro rver  and s t r i c te r  in  the  gcnet ic  mach ine .  whercas  the  fo rms

or  unr lc r l v i  ng  s  t ruc tu res  in  language in  t rod  uce  a  cer ta i  n  iag  be tween the  organ iza t ion  o f  u  t  t c rances

and tha t  o fcodcs .
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intensit ies and diagrammatizes them. Only the lact that such a l ine can be
discerned makes it possible to read and transcribe a complex process
diachronically. The process ofreproduction, in crystallography for exampie,
does not have recourse to this al ignment system of the code. A three-
dimensional crystal,  or a solut ion in the process of becoming crystal l ized, only
'de-codes' the organization of another crysral lrom outside; it can only model
or adapt i tself  to i t ,  Unl ike the RNA and DNA chains, a crystal remains too
terr i tor ial ized to be able to reach the level of the abstract machines that
govern the process ofphvsico-chemical de-terr i tor ial izat ion. But the genetic
chain is just as much the prisoner of the organism stratum.

The same is the case , though to a lesser extent, with the de-
terr i tor ial izat ion ofuttering forces - in primit ive societ ies for instance. They
make a start on sett ing trans-coding systems into operation, but such
trans-coding is st i l l  only relat ive and poly-centred. This poly-cenrredness is
the expression ofa kind ofreject ion olrhe'gangrene'ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion, a
rejection that can be indicated by the way a machinic system is organized into
castes. (For example, tradit ional societ ies wil i  try to restr ict the expansion of
metallurgy perhaps, or ofwriting, by allowing them only to be used for certain
specif ic purposes.) Only at the end ofthe process ofdegeneration ofsignifying
semiologies, with the emergence of a machinic utterance complex, wi l l  the
l ines of diagrammatization and socio-material col lect ive agencies start to
operate which wil l  produce the sign machines that can real ly control the
strat i f icat ions. The de-terr i tor ial izat ion of signs - in mathematicai physics,
information-theory, etc. - gives the sign a kind of super-l inear qual i ty; so
much so that one can no longer speak strictly in terms of a sign at all any more.
We have left the sphere of a pre-signifying poly-vocal expression involving
movements, words, dancing; we have even left that of semiologies over-
encoded by the signifier, and the post-signifying sphere of the axiomatized
letters and signs of science and art; we are now dealing with a direct
expression of abstract machinisms. The dillerence between sign and particle
is blurred; diagrammatization denies the primacy ofmaterial fluxes, while on
the other hand the real intensities speak for themselves, borrowing the
method of machines including only a minimum of semiological inert ia.
Theories, theorists and economic/experimental complexes form a network of
non-signifying expressive substances which can demonstrate their de-
territorializations in space and time, without the mediation ofany representa-
t lon.

At this level one can no longer speak ofseparate scientific areas such as the
area of astro-physics or the area of micro-physics. We are faced with a single
universe ofabstract machines, working both on the galactic and on the atomic
scale. (Cf. the theories about the first second ofthe expansion ofthe universe.)
Thus it is the very idea of scale that succumbs to the principle of relativity,
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and i l '  there are extra-rerrestr ial u,orlds similar to the human, i t  is as
reasonable to expect to f ind them in the world of micro-physics as in other
galaxies. Not that this makes i t  any easier to make contact with theml

The existence of semiotic machines, therefore, corresponds to an inter-
mediate phase in the de-terr i tor ial izat ion process. 'Before' the sign (this side
of i t)  the abstract machines remain the prisoners of strat i f icat ion. 'After '  the
sign (rvith a-signif f  ing machinic complexes) we leave the senriot ic register to
pass to the direct inscript ion of the abstract machines on the plane of
consistency. 'Before' the sigri  there is a redundanc,v of pure strat i f ie d informa-
t ion . 'A f te r ' tL re  s ign ,  there  is  a  de-s t ra t i f red  in fo rmat ion ,  a  de-s t ra t i f y ing
diagran'rmarization - in other words a princ. iple of transformation that
repeats the relat ive de-terr i tor ial izat ions, and opens up the intensive strat i-
f icat ions on the basis of the de-terr i tor ial izing power of the sign machines.
Be trveen the t\4'o ale the semiologies of signif icat ive redundanc,v, in other
r,vords al l  the systems that work to render impotent the intensive processes of
de-terr i tr .rr ial izat ion. The strat i f i  ed encodings - physico-chemical, biological,
ecological,  etc. - having col iapsed one after another, de-terr i tor ial izat ion has
Iost some of i ts weight, The strata are no longer hermetical ly separated: f luxes
o{ ir l tensive de-terr i tor ial izal ion pass lrom one to another. Systems oldouble
art iculat ion of form-content redundancies represent an attempt at total
shutt ing-off But their oniy result is a relat ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion, a st lat i-
frcation of lorm that wi l l  end by missing i ts main aim, u.hich rvas to keep a
tight rein on the potential creativi ty of non-signifying machines (mii irary and
technological machines, machines of writ ing, of monetarv signs, scienti f ic
signs ancl so on). After the barriers of 'natural 'de-terr i tor iai izat ion, the next
things to go wil l  be those of 'art i f ic ial 'semiological de-terr i tor ial izat ion. This
rvi l l  mean the fai lure of al l  attempts to give things a representarive nature,
based on the u'ol ids, and worlds beyond the worlds, olthe mind as so many
fort i f i  cat ions against the accelerat ing process of de-terr i  tor ial izat ion.

inlbrmation theory has tr ied to save the bacon of the semiologies of
signilication by defining significative redundancies as being in inverse pro-
port ion to the quanti ty of information - but this is no more than a rearguard
semiological skirmish. In fact, the transler of information belongs to a
diagrammatic process that has no direct relat ion with the signif icat ive
redundancies of human 'understanding'.  'Before' the signif ier, redundancy
irnd inlormation came together in a process of intr insic diagrammatization.
'After '  i t ,  diagrammatization starts offa process of unl imited trans-encoding.
Between the two, however, signif-ving semiological stratification still has a
vital part to plav: for in lact the residues of a signifying process accumulate in
thc same u'ays as those of an,v other strata of encoding. Lines of interpret-
at ion, r,vi th their hierarchy of contents and l ines of signif icance, with their
careful lv monitored expansion, become a kind of raw material for the
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settrng-up of non-signifying sign machines. The by-products of the signif ier,
f igures of expression, pre-diagrammatic agencies, are essential elernents ol
the engineering of accelerators of part icle-signs whose de-terr i tor ial izing
power rvi l l  be capable ofbreaking down the strata ofencoding.

The organization olthe l iving world f irst set up this sort of accelerator. At a
certain ievel,  mult i-cel lular organisms are st i l l  colonies or col lect ions of
uni-cel lular organisms, l iv ing part ly by a system ofintra-encoding, and part ly
by trans-encoding. But trans-encoding, though l imited by having ro maintain
those intr insic encodings, is open to various cosmic intensive strat i f icat ions,
which i t  expresses and rearranges. In this sense, i t  may be said to represent
the start ing-up ol a primit ive a-signifying semiotic machine. But we shal l
obviouslv have to make a radical dist inct ion betw'een this biological machine
and the a-signi l .ving machines of col lect ive agencies of utterance. Indeed i t  is
hard to say whe the r or not this is alre adv in lact a sign machine. The signifying
sign and the a-signi l ,ving sign depend on the operation of two other extremely
specif ic types of machine: f i rst.  on this sort of accelerator of de-
terr i tor ial izat ion that carr ies i t  to the absolute in order to nul l i fy i t ,  and then
on the 'semiotic processing lactories' that convert that absolute de-
terr i tor ial izat ion into quantum form. I t  would be r idiculous to suggest that
the same system ol signs is at rvork at once in the physico-chemical, the
biological,  the human and the machinic 6elds. Only non-signi{,ving parricles,
moving arvay from abstract machines, would be capable ofsuch an exploit .
The condit ions in which they are produced remain exrremely specif ic,
depe nding on the achievement of machinic agencies with nothing universal
about them. The signs of semiology and of almost al l  semiotics consti tute
strata l ike any others. Just as there are strata of elementary part icles, of
physical,  chemical and biological elements, and so on, so there are semiotic
s t ra ta .  and s t ra ta  o f  a -s ign i fv ing  mach in isms tha t ,  in  uu . ' r : ing  degrees ,  b r ing
into plav quanta of absolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion. Consequently, then,
though srgns remain local ized upon part icular strata, abstract machines are,
on the contrarv, implicated in al l  strata.

De-terr i tor ial izat ion is either categorized ( in 'nature' or in the binary
semiotic machines into which i t  is forced by the signifying-consciousness
svsrem) or se t l ree by the non-signif ,ving machines of the col lect ive agencies of
utterance. Depending on movement from one stratum to another, abstract
machines wil l  receive a greater or lesser degree of actual izat ion and force.
This degree of liberation corresponds to the degree of intensity ol the
de-territorialization.' lt is as though there were, at the 'beginning', a siow,

3. Two tlpes of intensities must be distinguished, dif lerential intensities as between different

s t ra ta ,  anc i  the  abso lu te  in tens i ty  o f the  comple te  o rgan less  body .  Abso lu te  in tens i ty  d isp lays  a t  once

ali the force oi de-territorialization as such, and all i ts powerlessness to break away from the

semiological de-territorialization ofthe signifying-consciousness system.
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hierarchizecl de-terr i tor ial izat ion in the intr insic encodings, and rhen an
accelerated de-terr i tor ial izat ion by a kind ofup and down process. At each
peak of de-terr i tor ial izat ion there is the emergence of an abstract machine
lol lowed by a f iesh strat i f icat io' .  lv i th the movement from one stratum to the
next, the coeff icient ofaccelerat ion ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion simply increases.
The abstract machines speed up the process of intensive de-terr i tor ial izat ion
unti l  the strata burst apart,  thus crossing a threshold, a kind ol,rval l  ol
absolute de-terr i tor ial izalton'.  I f the de-terr i tor ial izat ion rebounds lrom that
threshold' we are st i l l  in the vu'orld of semiological impotentization (rhe
signif i  ine-consciors'ess svstem); i f  i t  gets across i t ,  we mo\.e into the w,orid of
a-srgni lying part icle-signs (agencies of col lect ive urterance).

Subjectless Actionr

One can always replace any pronoun with ' i t ' ,2 which covers al l  pronominal-
in' ,  be i t  personal, demonstrat ive, possessive, interrogative or indefinite,
whether i t  refers to verbs or adjectives. ' I t ' represents the potential arr icula-
t ion of those l inked elements of expression whose contents are the least
formalized, and therefore the most susceptible of being rearranged to produce
the maximum ofoccurrences. ' I t '  does not represent a subject; i t  diagramma-
tizes an agency. I t  does not over-encode utterances, or transcend them as do
the various modali t ies ofthe subject ofthe utterance; i t  prevents their lal l ing
under the tvrannv of semiological constel lat ions ' ,vhose onl1, function is to
evoke the presence of a transcendent uttering process; i t  is the a-signifying
semiological matrix of utterances - the subj ect par excelLence of the utterances -
in so lar as these succeed in lreeing the mse lves from the swav olthe dominant
personal and sexual signif icat ions and entering into conjunction with
machinic agencies of utterance.

One can alwa;,s understand an I-ego underlying any pronominal function.
A supposed utterer external to the language used is then taken to be making
its imprint on the discourse, and that imprint is what is cal led the subject of
the utterance. A f lux ofpure subjectivi ty transcends the statements made and
processes them according to the dominant economic and social norms. This
operation begins rvith a spi i t  in the ' i t ' ,  the pretended discovery that , i t '

contains a hidden cogito, a thinking I-ego. The elements of expression are
taken over by an uttering subject. An emptv redundancy, a second-degree
redundancy appears alongside al l  the redundancies of expression. The
phonic expression no longer evokes a gestural,  postural,  r i tual,  sexual, etc.
expression. I t  has f irst to rurn back upon i tself ,  cut i tselfofr lrom the col lect ive
desir ing production, and become arranged on separate, hierarchized semi-
ological strata. The spl i t t ing of the I-ego is the point of origin of sysrems of
reciprocal articulation - double articulation - between redundancies of
content and redundancies of signifying expression. The material and semiotic

r .  G iven a t  the  r974 NI i lan  Conference,  ,Psychana lyse  
c t  S imio t ique, ,  ro , / rg .

z The French is r/, which means both he and it, The nearest approximation to this in English
seems to me to be ' it ' ,  but readers wil l f ind this section clearer if thev bear in mind rhat , ir '  can be
used to mean he, or it ro a subject, or the indefinite ' i t 'of ' ir is raining', ' i t  is tue'. lrrarcLator)
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f luxcs zrre made to f i t  a mental world consti tuted by being f i l led with mental

representations that have been rendered powerless. Intensit ies fade awav into

echoes; machinic connections come apart;  utterances no longer refer to

anvthins but themselves and the lormalization of the dominant discourse .
' fhe 

sign can no longer be l inked direct ly rvi th rr 'hat i t  refe rs !o, but must hale

recourse to the mediat ion of the signifving machine. The sign r i  i l l  alw'ays have

to reler to the semiologies of the pou'er machines, with their parl icular

svnlagmatic and paradigmatic coordinates. i f  i t  is to produce any e{Iect at al l

upon real i t1,.  To consti tute the semiology'of the dominant order, the function

ol ' indi i ' idr iat ing subjectivation detaches and art iculates tu'o semiotic levels,

ihe spoken tord and the writ ten word. \ \hi le the polyrrocal i t ,v- ol the
'primit ive' language is f lattened out by the despotic formalism of a rvri t ing

machine (a por.r 'er machine inseparable from the terr i tor ial f ixat ion of the

nomadic mil i tary machine), 'pr imit ive' writ ing machines as a whole lal l

under the control of a single off icial writ ing machine: the signifying machine

ofdouble art iculat ion. The letter castrates the voice bv dividing speech up

into phonemes, and rhe voice muti lates the diagrarnmatic potential ol an

arche-u,r i t ing by rearranging words according to meaning. The desir ing
intensit ies ale thus governed by a world ofmental representations organized
arourrd a i lct ive subject - a sr,rb. iect whose power is derived from rendering

them powerless.
\Vith this semioioey, there is no longer an1' direct trans-encoding between

one semioi ic and another, nor therefore any surplus-value olencoding. The
so-cal lecl semiologies of analogy, for example, become dependent upon the

signifying semiologies of double art iculat ion. Similarl ,v with al l  the pre-

signif l , ing semiotics of perception - aesthetic, loving. economic and so on.
The re is no l imit to the porver to r,vhich the signifying semiologies lay claim; i t
cove rs :r l l  modes olencoding, even the a-se miotic ( 'natural ')  and a-signifying
(machinic and art i f ic ial);  the spl i t t ing of utterance comes more and more to
infect and or.er-encode al l  semiotic elements. The totai i ty ofexpression is thus
emptied bv a pure ref lexiveness that creates a kind of irnaginary Other World

out of s,vstems of formalizing now powerless contents directed both to
'natural '  material f luxes and art i f ic ial machinic f fuxes. The establ ishment of

signi lving sribject ivat ion results in the' i t 'ofa personological tr iangulat ion,

i tself the result ofrepeated re-enactments ofthat f i rst spl i t t ing ofthe I-ego.

The toois brought into operation by the arrangements ol individuated

subjectiv:rt ion wil l  become boomerangs. At one level, that of the individual
and the persorl ,  thev succeeded in nul l i fying desire in i ts relat ionship with

material f luxes, ovith intensive de-terr i tor ial izat ions. But they cannot prevent

the molecular, sub-human, semiotic escape of a-signi{,1' ing f igures of expres-

sion from start ing up a new desir ing machine at a quite di i lerent ler"ei,  and

with a quite dif ierent power. The sudden, absolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion that
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broke desire up into subject and object has fai led, despite i ts absoluteness, to
abolish i tsel l in the paroxysm ofjov ofa machinic consciousness that has truly
broken al l  terr i tor ial moorings. (We do, however, 6nd such consciousness
without t ies in certain extreme effects ofschizophrenia, drugs, trances, etc.)
Thenceforth these terr i tor ial remnan!s reorganize themselves into a-
signiff ing particles; they rvill provide the raw material for a-signifying
semiotic machines beyond the reach of the impotentizing attacks of the
reflexive consciousness. In one sense, the Cartesians were r ight: the rogl lo does
mark a radical escape lrom the system of coordinates of t ime, space and
substance governing representation. But the cogi lo is st i l l  a f ict ion, for al l  that,
a machine-f ict ion. The process ofmaking conscious carr ies desire to such a
pitch ofexcess, of irrecoverable f inal de-terr i tor ial izat ion, ofdetachment lrom
all  reference-points, that i t  no longer has any'thing to hang on to, and has to
inrprovise whatever expedients i t  can to avoid being destroyed in i ts own
nothingness. I t  is not even a question ofa binary opposit ion between being
and nothingness, of al l  or nothing; consciousness is at once both al l  and
nothing. The force ofdesire, at this blazing point ofnothingness, wears i tself
out upon i tself- a kind ofblack hole ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion.

F rom then on there are two possibi l i t ies: that of asceticism, of castrat ion, or
that of a ne\{' economy of de-territorialization with super-povrerful sign-
machines capable of coming into direct contact with non-semiotic encodings.
Such sign-machines in some \4ay take hold ol the absolute de-terr i-
torial izat ion ofthe representational consciousness and set i t  to w,ork lor art i-
f icial machinic forces - forces manipulat ing a f lux of 6gures which become,
in  a  neu 'quant ic  fo rm,  the  bearers  o l  tha t  abso lu te  de- te r r i to r ia l i z -
at ion.

Rather than adopting Lacan's overdone opposit ion between reaLig and the
real, I preler to borrow Hjelmslev's terminology, and suggest that the
alternative is benveen a dominant reality stratified by the various se miological
substances of the content and the form, and'non-semiotical ly formed' intensiue
materials (though let i t  be noted that being'non-semiotical ly formed'does not
imply for Hjelmslev that they are therefore 'scienti f ical ly lormed').3

One can, then, dist inguish several types ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion:
- an absolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion, either in global form with the instance of

consciousness, or in quantic lorm with non-signifying machines;
-an intensiae de-terr i tor ial izat ion, at the level of material f luxes;
- a relat iue de-terr i tor ial izat ion, at the level of signifying semiologies and

mixed signif  ing/a-signify' ing semiotics, whose aim is to secure control of the
e{Iects of de-terr i tor ial izat ion by means of semiotic strata depending on the
signif ,ving machine.

q. Cf. Louis Hjelmslev, Esscis / inguis tiques, Editions de Minuit, r 97 r, p. 58.

tiltr
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T'o t l-re three nrodali t ies of encoding, we can thus see three correspondin{

rh l thnr . .  u f  de- te r r i t  o r ia l i za t  ion  :
-- a.r lou cle-telr i tor ial izal ion, that takes place only b1' breaking through or

gett ing beyond the strata bui l t  up earl ier. But with each such break, t ime, the

co-efncient of de-terr i tor ial izat ion, speeds up. (One must in lact talk in terms

of space/t ir-ne interaction.) At this level i t  has become impossible to overcome

rhe accumulati()n of heterogeneous laqades, the strat i f icat ion of encoding

sysrems, or at least of lvhat, within those s,vstems, resists translat ion. The

various coe{frcients of de-terr i tor ial izat ion create relat ive f ields of de-

terr i tor ial izat ion which themselves produce an intensive de-terr i-

torial izat ion. The 'semiological soup' speeds up, so to say' and blocks offthe

entire'ecologicai/ethological/biological soup',  whi ie this lattersimultaneously

conceals (though i t  does not destroy) the 'physical/chemical soup' .  .  .  and

so on. The relat ive intensit ies thus remain subject to a strat i f ied mode of

encoc{ing (signals, f igures, indexes that do not raise a specif ic semiotic plane -

peryrrus stress, lor instance, or the hol 'monal message)'  There is no translat-

ing lrom one stratum to another. There are surplus-! 'alues ol encoding,

without an.v signif icance, and al l  possibi l i t ies of diagrammatization are

reduced to  the  n l in imum;
- an ahsolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion, that accompanies the absolute loss of

porn er, with a svstem of signi lying signs;
* a de-territorialization of heightened power, wtth machinic systems of

utterance, a kind ofaccelerator ofpart icle-signs, which, in quantic lorms, take

possession of absoiute de-terr i tor ial izat ion in order to de-strat i fy both the

machines of the plane of signifying expression and those ol the plane of

con tent-encoding.
One cannot get round t l ' re paradox of an absolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion

being translormed by discre te quanta into semiotic units without abandoning

all  attempts to explain hon' the capacit l '  of machines olscienti f ic, economic,

art ist ic and other signs can inter ' , 'ene ir i  the intr insic encodings olmaterial

agencements. That there is this absolute de-territorialization in the economy of

non-signifying signs is clear from two consequences i t  produces:
- the direct passage between sign f luxes and material f luxes in the process

of diagramn'rat izat ion (frorn absolute and quantic de-terr i tor ial izat ion to the

intensive de-teri torial izat ion of f luxes);
- the lact that non-semiotic agencies, on the one hand, and non-signifying

agencies, on the other, cannot be broken down in a binary fashion. I t  is

impossible, outside some structural ist i l lusion, to reduce them to minimal

digital ized units. One can, of course, alu'ays translate any physical-chemical,

biological,  behavioural or ecotromic process into the terms ola mathematical

logic that can be reduced to s) 'stems of binary opposit ion and to an axiomatic

syntax. But this wi l l  never provide an explanation ofthe real functioning, the
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diagrammatic agencies that produce those processes, their capacity for
de-terr i tor ial izat ion, hor+' they f i t  into the machinic phyium and the abstract
mutations they effect on the plane of consistency. A diagrammatic part icle-
sign carr ies a quantum ofabsolute de-terr i tor ial izat ion that puts i t  beyond
the intensive de-terr i tor ial izat ion processes of the mate r ial f luxes to which i t  is
l inked. The sy'stem of diagrammatic signs paral lels real de-terr i tor ial izat ion,
performing i ts si lent and motionless dance on the plane of consistency away,
from any machinic manilestat ion in t ime, in space or in substances ol
expression. I t  is as though the massive arousal ofconsciousness, in spite of-
or because of - i ts impotence, had exploded i ts capacitv lor de-
terr i tor ial izat ion and col lapsed into a black hole rvhich then emitted f luxes of
a nerv kind: a thousand sharp points of part icle-sign de-terr i tor ial izat ion.
From human desire, now made impotent, there has emerged a kind ol
machinic superpower. The terr i tor ial ized agencies of utterance and the
individuated subjects of utterance wil l  of course continue to burn themselves
on th is  g loba l  abso lu te  o fde- te r r i to r ia l i za t ion  and on  th is  s t i l l  th rea ten ing
col lapse of representation that they trv to achieve b,v means, lor example, of
gods of some kind. Thev wil l  try to tame the abstract machinisms, but at the
molecular level thei,  cannot prevent the quanta of possibi l i ty thus l iberated
from managing, sooner or Iater, to enrer into direct contact r,r , i th natural,
economic, social and other encodings.

Faced with the danger of this upsurge of the nomad molecular f luxes, the
signi l i , ing machine has to redouble both i ts means of defence and i ts ef lorts of
impotentization. Today's signifying sub.ject ivi ty can no longer rest content
with deal ing merely ' ,r ' i th imaginary ghosts, phantoms, benevolent gods,
perfect lv adapted to f i t  the area of representation, as was that of the
pre-signifving dispensation of primit ive societ ies. The col lect ive systems of
re-enclosing, of re-terr i tor ial izat ion, are held back. In a double twist ing
movement. the individuated subjectivi ty turns back upon i tself  in reaction to
these molecular semiotic f luxes. Microscopic vision and hearing concentrate
al l  the strata of meaning upon an ideal point of signifying subjectivation. I t  is
no longer enough lor subjectivi ty to annihi late the world global ly; i t  must now
take hold of everv semiotic element with the lorceps of double art iculat ion of
the planes of content and of form. I t  wi l l  have to take everv utterance,
wherever i t  comes lrom, and syntactize, morphologize, hierarchize and
axiomatize i t  (cf.  Noam Chomsky's Syntactic Structures). AII signs ol intensive
de-terr i tor ial izat ion u, i l l  be repressed by the s,vstem of relat ive de-
terr i tor ial izat ion of semiotic redundancies. Once an a-signi lying machine has
been ' l ibera ted ' -  as  lo r  example  the  bank ing  sys tem o l the  Ven ice ,  Genoa,
Pisa tr iangle in the Renaissance - i t  is immediately taken over by a double
art iculat ion machine that I imits i ts effects by subjecting them in practice to
the part icular content system of an ol igarchical society. The diagrammatic
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the poweriess world of representatio! and a subjectivation that can onl,v,

ever, lack real i ty. By ' lacking' i t ,  I  do not meanjust not having i t ,  but Iacking

in an active sense. in the sense that i t  is continual ly f i l led with a lack. The

expressionrcontent machine of the money/merchandise relat ionship of the
mixed semiotics of the capital ist economy, lor example, wi l l  infect al l

terr i tol ial ir ies with i ts orvn specif ic axiomatics. The jntensive mult ipl ici t ies of

economic and social production, having no other source ofexpression, rvi l l  be

obliged to accept these double redundancy systems ofform and content, and

the ful l  organless body of the intensit ies wil l  be broken apart b-v the system of

survei i lance ofsignif icance and subjectivation. The organ)ess bodv can onl l '

survive as best i t  mav b.v osci l lat ing between emptiness and the fuh-ress of a

rnal ignant tumour. The intensit ies rvi l l  be surrendered to the organization,
the hierarchy, the bi-polari ty, the equivalence and the interpretat ion ofthe
dominant values. The organless body of 'moving'rvi l l  thus be entirelv shi l ted

to$,ards the logico-sexual organization of a part icular social order. Whereas

the logic ofthe undetermined verb left  al l  the possibi i i t ies ofexpression ofthe
pre-personal fluxes open to the widest variety of institutional and political

framew,orks, the logic of the subject wi l l  produce a reversibi l i ty, an equiva-
lence, a pronominal interpre tat ion compatible with the f luxes of capital ism in

terms of ;r  grid of mutual ly exclusive opposites: inter-subjective or intra-

subjective, sexual or non-sexual, masculine or feminine, within the tr iangle
(I-you-he) or outside i t .  From rl te material logic of abstract machines, a logic
thaf coincicles u' i th the unleashing ofa de-terr i tor ial izat ion process, we have

moved over to an axiomatiled logic rvhose coordinates of signification retain
only what helps to preserve the dominant social order.

-fhis 
repressive axiomatization estabi ished by signif i ' ing semiologies with

the pronorninal function is only one example, The same sort of process

dictates the entire organization of the Ianguage - syntactic, morphematic,
semantic, connotative, rhetorical,  poetic. Al l  systems of strata, al l  s,vstems of
strari f ied double art icuiat ion ( including those of mixed semiotics), contr ibute
to this sarne rvork of control l ing, or what we may cal l 'semiologizing',  the
mult ipl ici t ies. In every case the aim is the same: the diagrammatic f lux of
a-subjective statements has to be transformed into a subjective I-cgo flux in

such a way as to particularize, forn-ralize and sr.rbstantify every situation, and

to strat i fy each of i ts ramif icat ions - economic, sexual, aesthetic and so on. A
generai subjectivi tv, which establ ishes a dominant mental real i t .v permanent-

lv cut ollfrom ail the real intensities, permanently guilty in law, will aflect all
forms of serniotization, and will always have to be seen as exterior and
attributable to personological functions, by way ofthe systern ofsemiological
dorrble art iculat ion. Quali tat ively, everyone should in theory be equal before
the f lux of this subjectivi ty. But quanti tat ively, each wil l  receive a share
comrnensurate it'ith the place he or she occupies where the various formations
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of power intersect. In raw, we are at subjects - not necessari ly the subjects o,f
the signif ier, bur at least subject /a Knowiedge, power, N{oney. But t l r . .hu..s
in. this kind of subjectivity are in lact radically differenq depending on
u,hether one is a chi ld, a member of a primit ive soclety, a woman, poor, mad
and so on. The' i t '  arose out of quanta of absolute de-terr i tor iarizati ,on by way
of abstract dances of part icre-signs folrowing intensive materiar p.o... . . . .  i i ,
the I-ego economy, on the other hand, fower switches towards relat ive
de-terr i tor ial izat ion; absolute de-terr i tor iai izat ion is made ro work rowards
its or'r'n i-mpotence by the operation of systems of redundancies orawareness
n,hose efforts are directecl to.systems of mutually exclusive, binary opposi_
t ions, whereas the ' i t '  shaped a machinic force of act ion semioticalry . ," i t t  out
passin^g any judgement upon the value of the non-it ,  the sl ightest manifesta-
tion of an I-ego is over-determined by a whole set of soci"ar stratifications,
hierarchical posit ions and power relat ionships.
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The prc,duction ofutterances bv terr i tor ial ized agents had in i tselfa certai lr

diagrammatic effect ir , 'eness, a certain semiotic grasp of material and social

energie s. But this was as,vet no more than a diagrammatism control led by the

functioning oi ' the terr i tor i :r l  group as a whole, intended to compartmental ize
it  in the same \r,a) 'as any other machinism capable of sett ing to work on i ts

own account. , \s utterance becomes individuated. the diagrammatism , 'vi l l

become dif lerentiated, special izedlwhereas frorn the lzrnguage point of r, ierr rt

becomcs irn;rovel ished and lzrdes, lrom the point of vierv of sign nrachines i t
can orr lV clevelop and expand. There are thus three senlrot lc areas:

( r1  tha t  o f  the  sc iences ,  techno logy  and the  economy,  wh ich  is  cons tan t l , v
being acted upon by diagrammatic machines that lunction from mathematic-
al and algorhythmic utterances;

(z )  rha t  r r f  rhe  languages o lau thor i ty ,  the  languages o fbureaucracy '  and
rel ieion, rvhose diagramm:rt ism is entirely dire cted to control l ing the resrdual
semio t iza t ions  o f  des i re :

t3 )  tha t  o lspoken languages,  where  the  var ious  s t rands  o fde- te r l i to r ia l -
iz.at ion and terr i tor ial izat ion of the other two areas come together. Thus the
u,ork of purging and impovcrishing terr i tor ial ized languages imposed by the
fluxe,s of capital isrn tend ' .o rcsuit  in se tt ing up two quite dist inct tvpes of
meta-languages of ' judgement'  or over-encoding:

- algorhl thmic meta-languages that express statements of scienti f ic j  udge-
rnrnt sLrppi lr teci bv a r igorouslv control led and control l ing logic, rn'hose role is
to  in rpose and gua lan tec  a  cer ta in  conten t  o f 'un iversa l '  t ru th  in  the  u t te r -
ances they produce.

-- bureaucratic meta-languages that express statements ofauthority, u hose
role is equally to impose and guarantee a certain content of 'universal i ty" in
the signif icat ions and formalizations they produce.

' f luth 
and authoritv can thus be considered as formations that replace the

organless bodies of terr i tor ial ized semiotics. The despotic svntactization of
the  semio t ics  in  the  sphere  o f  p la r is ,  and the  semio t iza t ion  o f  the  power
machines in the sphere of the socius thus combine their effects so as to define,

r .  i l n p u b l i s h c d .
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concentrate and accelerate the diagrammatism of what used to be the

terr i tor ial machine. These formalization machines that can modify exist ing

structures are concentrated in the hands of a power formation that dominates

the 'scribe' caste. But that operation can be carr ied out only i f the process i t

involves is deemed to be a universal one: hence the role ofde-territorialized

monotheism, and of the unity of the transcendent power - science, reasonr

legit imacv or whatever. Truth must be 'universal '  i f  people are to accept and

interiorize the part icular power lormation that controls the sign machines

responsible for l inking lormalizations of expression with the dominant forma-

I izat ions ofcontent. The idea that statements as such can be the bearers of

formalization, of universal information, is the same as the idea that a value of

universal exchange can be derived lrom the circulation of market commod-

it ies. The spl i t  between 'surface' statements and the fundamentals of logical

truth develops out ofa method oftranscendental izing the signif ier part icular-

ly dear to the hearts of scientisrs; this is in lact part of the basis of their

organization as a caste, of what di l lerentiates them from other groups. No

ionger- is i t  from a despot, or a despotic social formatiot l ,  that the utterance of

truth proceeds: underlying al l  the writ ings, al l  the real i t ies ofpower, there is a

prolound tuth level l ing up the logical fabric of the signifying chains. Pol i t ical

truth is not just something produced by society; the values of desire,
'discoveries' of a completely arbitrary kind, all these are reinforced by Truth

exist ing in i tself .  The language of science, l ike that of capital ism, considers

itself  -  as pure discourse - to be the exclusive repository of the forces of

diagrammatism it  brings into action. Yet real ly, bv definit ion, diagrammat-

ism cannot be concentrated into a single semiotic stratum: i t  is alwavs

trans-semiotic. I f  a diagrammatic relat ionship is establ ished between a

system of utterance and a material or social machinic system, i t  is not because

ol any lormal similari t ies or correspondences. What happens is that the

diagrammatism involves the same inner machinism within both systems - an

abstract machinism of posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion
Denying the existence ofproposit ions that transcend l . inguist ic utterances

and machinic lorces is only one aspect of a more general denial that there is

any universal formal law. Diagrammatism brings into play more or less

de-terr i tor iai ized trans-semiotic forces, systems ofsigns, ofcodes, ofcatalysts

and so on, that make it possible in various specific wa,vs to cut across

srati f icat ions ofevery kind. Thus there can be no question ofany self-existent

Truth. A proposit ion is true in a part icular machinic f ield; when anv material

or semiotic machine changes things, i t  wi l l  cease to be true. Truth is what is

happening now. I t  stops when the machinic connections are broken. Conse-

quentl), ,  there are as many logics, or as many dimensions of logical truth, as

there are types ofengagement. In other words, to search for some universal

propositional logic underlying all of scientific discourse is to lollow a mirage.
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Proposit ions of judgement relate to al l  the dif ferent tvpes of utterance

machine I prel 'er, therefore, to talk of machinic proposit ions, Linguist ic

starenlelt ts are not to be compared with the values of ut l iversal truths. but

i .vi th specif ic c()mbinations 3f machinic proposit ions (that is, of 'abstract

r 'achines). In recognizing rhe truth values olthe referent, lv{einong! canre to

try to escape from a simplist ic alternative between existence and non-

exisrencc: ideal ob.jects, he said, subsist (DesleArz) without necessari lv exist ing

(cxistieren). He also suggests a third rvay of being, the ausserseiend of the pure

ot., ject 'beyond being and non-being',  ar.rd a fourth, an nth kind olbeing that

c;rrr be attr ibuted to an object l .r ; 'successive negatiol ls.:1 But his batt le with the
'prejr-rdice in lavour of the real 'does not lead him on to attack the i l lusion that

there exists some unive rsal being transcending al l  contingel l t  manifestat ions.

I,  on the other hand, prefer to start l rom the idea that there are as nlanl

modes qf existence as t l tere are modes of act ivi ty and machinic proposit ions.

Tr_i ask rvl iether. the object of intentional i tv has a reai reference is absurd.

\Arha . t  i s 'under lv ing '  i ingu is t i c  u t te rance,  percept ive  semio t iza t io t l .  e tc . ,  i s  an

Ah: r ra r ' i  u ra th i r te  to  , , .  l r i ch  rhe  coord ina tes  o f  ex is re t tce  ' space,  ( i lne .  iub-

s tz rnce  o lexpress ion)  do  no t  app lv  Th is  ob jec t ,  a t  the  hear t  o l thc  ob jec t ,  i s

r . ro r  s i tuared  in  some k ind  o f  heaven o f  representa t ions :  i r  i s  bo th ' in  the  mind '

and in things, but outsicie al l  coordinates. As a de-terr i tor ial izing machine i t

cuts across the coordinates both of language and ofexistence. I t  is neither a

nre nral olr ject nor a material one.
This t- 'eing so, thefe is no occasion to consider 'degrees' of existence or

'dcgrees 'o f t ru th .  E te2 t l f i fn tex is ls ,andet 'e ry th ing is t ruc : theun icornex is ts inone
part icular stratum of machirt ic proposit ions and one part icular s1'stem of

discourse quite as much as the horse or the dinosaur exist in others. The

orqanless bodv ofexistence, the existence ofthe pure object be.vond being and

non-beirrg, is not an undifferentiated univelsal categor) I t  is the point ofal l

absract, machinic cl i lTerentiat ions u' i thout coordinates (the plane of con-

sistency). The intensive mult ipl ici t ies, 'belore' being caught in the movement

of 'coordinates ofexistence from one stratr-tm to anothel! consti tute an abstract

rna t te r  o f  pure  d i { Ie ren t ia t ion .
The functionine of machines, therefore, cannot be reduced eithei to

logical/nrathematical art iculat ions. or to strat i f ied manifestat ions that we

should have to explore r.r ' i th the aid of sorne phenomenological 'science'.

Ir-rsteacl of logir:  and phenontenologr' ,  what is needed here is a science of

machinics - in other r,vords a s,vstem of arranging nlachinic proposit ions that

cannot be reduced to loeical/mathematical staiements or the realms of

phe nornenoloev.

z .  A lex ius  Meinonq ( r853- rgzo) .  a  p ioneer  in  ob jec t  theon.  H is  most  i rnpor tan t  worksare  .  0ber

Annnltnen ltqoz), l ' lune Studien i r8;.;-gr), and Uber Grynstinlr hdhrer Ordnung lt9ggit

a. Ldr;rrard Linsky, Le Prablime de lo riJlrence, Seuil, I 974, p. 34
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Nlachinic propositions have no hierarchy: they do not start from the simple
and work up to the complex. There is complexity in their most elementary
stages, and their total i t ies may well  function in an elementary way. 'Machi-

nics' is not based on universal principles, nor does it postulate any transcen-
dent larv. The object is not to establ ish a machinic logic, bur onlv to grasp the
way phvlums and rhizomes function. Since the strata where they appear are
inseparable, machinic proposit ions keep cutt ing across them, establ ishing
highly dif ferentiated l ines ofescape ( l ines ofposit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion).
These, in return, wi l l  become a foundation lor coordinqting them in space,
t ime and substance (coordinates of negative de-terr i tor ial izat ion). Machinic
proposit ions cannot be 'simpli f ied' or 'reduced' l ike mathematical formulae
or logical statements. But when they are not re-absorbed into a black hole of
posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion, or formed into a network of l ines of escape
unrelated to anv strata, they accumulate to form residual blocs that provide
the raw material lor constructing strata. trVe thus pass from a system oflatent
quanta, inherent in the l ines ofescape, to a strat i f ied construction in which
the l ines are arranged to f i t  together in a s.vstem of mult iple art iculat ion. In
the f irst,  vir tual i ty, continual ly f luctuating with the threat ofa black-hole-
style abol i t ion) ensures the possibi l i t ies of openness and rearrangement
represented by the line ofescape; in the second, the quanta are rearranged in
blocks ( inf ini te-l imited-discontinuous) in systems olart iculat ion from stra-
tum to stratum, Discontinuity among the strata replaces the intensive
quantic regime (finite-contiguous-continuous-unlimited).+ We have, then,
to consider a trvofold stratification: a molar, visible stratification, relating to
matter, l i fe, sign machines, etc.,  and a transversal, molecular strat i f icat ion
that captures the energy ofde-territorialization, and lorces it to spin round on
its own axis rather than lett ing i t  escape) in ef lect l ike a black hole. So, al l  the
processes ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion - absolute, relat ive and so on - wi l l  have in
one $'ay or another to adjust to the state of stratification of machinic
propositions, since there is no way ofmaking the fluxes zol have been stratified
as they have been; thus, unlike the abstract machinism, thisis afait accompli, a
subjection to events for the machinic phylum which we shall later compare
with the function of concrete machines. In the last analysis, at the level of
machinic agencies in act ion, the dist inct ion between abstract machine and
stratification disappears: it is as though the positive de-territorialization of
the abstract machinism and the negative de-terr i tor ial izat ion of the stratum-
to-stratum art iculat ions neutral ize one another without there being any
question of a'dialect ical synthesis' ,

4. CfG. Deleuze and F. Guattari, KaJka: pour une li l thalure mireurc, Editions de N{inuir, r g75,
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Positive de.territorialization; negative de.territorialization

Cons idered ' independent ly 'o f the  s t ra ta ,  then,  and on l l ' a t  the  leve l  o l l ines  o f
escape arrd stratum-to-stratum enga€Jernents, de-terr i tor ial izat ion has a posi-
t ive anci a neqative nature.

Posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion corresponds to a sheer black-hole effect, to an
absence or abol i t ion of coordinates (one can dist inguish betu,een a l ine of
escape lor the absence of coordinates and a l ine of abol i t ion lor their
de-terr i tor ial izat ion, but this verv dist inct ion shows that one cannot consider
posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion apart from strata: in effect, the l ine ofabol i t ion
inrpl ies strata, and the l ine of escape is alwavs a l ine evading strata). Unlike
this int l insic cie-terr i tor ial izat ion, negative de-terr i tor ia)ization is di l leren-
t iai ,  establ ishirrg systems of determinants and substances of expression. Out
of the mutations of i ts quantic system, posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion constructs
ozs abstract machinic real i tv, a single reai i ty accountable to nobody; whereas
negativc de-terr i tor ial izat ion consritutes the concrete, strat i f ied real i ty based
rupon i ts systems of connection, interaction, encoding, reproduction, etc.

But  tbe  conr las t  i s  s t i l l  too  c lear ' -cur .  In  po iu t  o f  fac r ,  pos i r i ve  de-
terr i tor ial izat ion enters in varf ing degrees into the consti tut ion ofthe prop-
osit ions of coordinates and substances. There is a posit ive de-terr iro-
r ial izat ion of space at the ier, 'el  of astro-phvsics and part icles, while, at our
level, t ime represents a posit ive process ofde-terr i tor ial izat ion. I t  is just that
\{ 'e never ha'" e anr, contact with that t ime and space in the init ial  stages except
via the machines of expression that deal with intensive material,  substanti f_v-
ir-rg i t  in the br.rsiness of sub.ject ivizing and strat i fving semiotization (concrete
rnachines of s1'rnbol ic semiotics, signi lving machines, the machinism of
au thcr i t y  and so  on) .

1A 
brief rdsumd of some machinic propositions

A. Fluxes
B. Strata
C, C)bj ect-species total i ty

A .  F L U X  P R O P O S I T I O N S

Proposition t - Positiue de-territoriali<ation

T'his is fbund in i ts pure state in the black hole. But i t  is a basic component of
proposit ions ol inrensive f lux ( l ine ofescape and l ine ofabol i t ion). In real i ty,
posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion is not 'yet '  a proposit ion - but that does not
mean that i t  is an anti-proposit ion: i t  exists as much before as after an)'
proposi t ional i  tv.
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Proposition z - Positionality machines

These demonstrate the impossibi i i t l '  of black holes as a proposit ion of
exisrence. Posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion cannot exist apart from the machinic
proposit ions that negate i t .  The f irst pro-posit ional agency that connects
these two tvpes of de-territorialization is the extensiae fux. At the level of
systems of strat i f icat ion, machines of posit ional i ty wi l l  later be specif ied as
proposit ions of interaction, of crystal l izat ion, of catalysis, of moulding, of
reproduction, of diagrammatic e{Iect and so on.

Propositton <erl - 0r t - Intetuiuc fuxes

This proposit ion, an anti-dialect ic paradox, should be presented before those
relat ing to de-terr i tor ial izat ions, even though i t  can exist only in associat ion
with machines of extensive proposit ional iry. The intensive f luxes consti tute
the channel olnegotiat ion ofposit ive terr i tor ial izat ion lor the other proposi-
trons.

Proposi ti on 3 - A b s trac t machines

These represent the pecul iar mode ol quantic organization of the posit ive
de-terr i tor ial izat ion ofthe intensive f luxes. The negative de-terr i tor ial izat ion
of the posit ional i ty proposit ions (proposit ion z) is thus 're-posit ivized'.

Posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion is quanti f ied and put into operation in the f luxes
and strata according to machinic formulae that cut across and overtake the
system ofcoordinates and substances. (There is, obviouslv, no necessary l ink
between one proposit ion and the next, but only a machinic act ion. Thus what
was, at the level of proposition e, for example, determination by negative
positionality, determination b_v" encoding, by the creation of lack, by objec-
t ivat ion, bl '  representation, etc. - al l  ol  which appeal to much ' later '

proposit ions of strat i f icat ion - gives way to the return of sheer posit ive
de-territorialization. There is thus no.4uf ebung;proposition r, in connection
with the propositions of stratification, functions as an abstract machine of
breaking off and innovation without preserving any of the 'gains' of de-
terr i tor ial izat ion. From the standpoint ofposit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion, there
is never any establ ished gain, but only the residuum ofmachines and strata.)

Abstract machines can equally be defined, much later on (see proposit ion
r7), as result ing lrom the conjunction ofseveral processes ofposit ive de-
terr i tor ial izat ion, rvhich implies the possibi l i ty and autonomv of certain
pr0cesses.
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Prorhosition 4 - The nature anci speed of de-territoriaLi<atirtn

De-terr i tor ial izat iol is posit ive and absolute in the case of black holes,

qganric in the case ofl ines ofescape, negative, continuous and di{ lerential in

the case of relat ionships among strata, and non-existent in the case of the

organless body ol the strat i f icat ions. The speed ol de-terr i tor ial izat ion also

brings into play proposit ional components that would onl.v enter the scene
,later '  in a dialect ical phenomenologv - in other words strat i fying determina-

t ions. For the relat ionshiP

nrgat i \ .e  de- te r r i to r ia l i za t ton

Posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion

rvi l l  be total iy di i lerent both in nature and in rh.vthrn according to the strata

rvithin which i t  operates (strata of elei 'gy, biological strata, semiotrc strata

a n d  s o o n ) .
There w' i l l  be a posit ive speed when an action becomes relat ivelv de-

terr i tor ial ized, and a legative one when i t  is relat ivelv re-terr i tor ial ized. In

the latter case, i t  is as though posit ive ene rgv were spinning round on i ts o,,r ' r . l

axis. and the orsanless body of the stratum would then be functioning as a

kincl ofanti-biack hole, while the plane ofconsisten6 could be defined as the

area rvhere posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat iolrs might happen

B .  S T R - A T A  P R O P O S I T I O N S

Propositir,tn 5 - Tlu mecti.ng poinn oJ intetui['t

These consti tute the points ofreturn, ofosci l lat ion betrveen the proposit ions

ofposit ive and ofnegative de-terr i tor ial izat ion. These 'knots'  underl ie the

Strata, or rnore precisel,v the negative de-terr i tor ial izing power olthe strata, in

as rnuch as theyforce the posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ions to become statements

of abstl i rct virtrral i tv.5

Proposition 6 - Redundancies

This brings us to the second-degree knots of intensity that compose the actual

fabric of the strata. We can dist inguish three levels of strat i f icat ion:

(a) The moiecular Ievel of the meeting-Points of intensit l ' ;

(b) The level of molar redundancl: the organizatiotr between the mee t ing-

points, which produces an inter-stratum enti tv turned in upon i tsel l '  an

anti-black hole ({br example, concrete machines, dist inct ive feature of ' face-

ness ' .  )

5.  \ ' i r tu ; i l i t v  here  becomes 's t ' conc la r ,v ' in  re la t ion  to  t l le  s l ra ta  p roposr l rons
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(c) The level of l ines of residual de-terr i tor ial izat ion, rr 'hich wil l  serve as
coordinates or as a possible connection - either by way ofa l ine ofescape, or
by way of a l ine of abol i t ion.

Propo.sition 7 - Interactioru

These represent the reverse ofredundancies. From them, the strat i f icat ions of
the f luxes can be polarized in terms of zones, of a f ield, an object, a
constel lat ion and so on.

In strat i f ied, negative de-terr i tor ial izat ion, the opposit ion between redun-
dancy and interaction represents a reinlorcement ofthe opposit ion in level A
(f lux proposit ions) between posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion and negative de-
terr i tor ial izat ion ' in the pure state'.  The proposit ions of interaction and
redundancy wil l  relate to one another dif lerently according to their respective
pace of d e-terr i tor ial izat ion.

The interaction ofnegative speeds ofinteraction and negative speeds of
redundancy corresponds to a 'cold'  strat i f icat ion (for example , palaeol. i thic
soclet) ') .

The interaction of negative speeds of interaction and posit ive speeds of
redundancy produces l ines of abol i t ion or l ines of return (for example, a
fascist rhizome: whereas economic and material factors become 'reif ied',  the
organless body ofthe socius is posit ively de-terr i tor ial ized, so that the whole
thing becomes hol low inside).

The interaction of posit ive speeds of interaction and negative speeds of
redundancy produces l ines ofescape (for example, capital ist ic societ ies that
become re-territorialized and archaic in proportion as they are de-
terr i  tor ial ized)

The interaction of posit ive speeds of interaction and posit ive speeds of
redundancy produces machinic act ions which get beyond the opposit ion
between redundancy and ir-rteraction (a revolut ionary society that wi l i  func-
t ion on the basis olf lux and schiz).

As we shal l  see further on (proposit ion t 7), the abstract machines wil l  also
be defined as a rapid system ofconnecting up fluxes, for the relation between
abstract machine and machinic agency operates around the 'e{Iective' taking
over of the strata.

C .  P R O P O S I T I O N S  O F  T O T A L I T Y .  O F  O B I E C T  A N D  O F  S P E C I E S

Proposition B - Polari4tions

These result lrom the counter-effect ofmachinic interaction propositions on
systems of strat i f ied redundancy We talk of polarization i t ,hen speeds ol
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de-ten-i torial izat ion point ing in opposite direct ions coexist in any given
agcr-rcy. Bi-polarization is one example of this, but there can be an indefinite
number of thresholds olspeed fronr which polar zones emerge .

Proporition g - Breaking-off

The eiTect oia redundancy relat ing to polarized forces.

Proposition ro - The aretns

These i :csult  from the counter-effect of breaking-off proposit ions relat ing to
polarized strata.

Propositian t t - Totalities, objects and speties
'fhese 

result l rom the counter-appl icat ion ol a breaking-off proposit ion -

second-degree breaking-ol l  -  to f ields which thereby take on a referential
posit ion." r\  svstem ofspecif ic - strat i f ied - coordinates is then set up; the
doubie art iculat ion becomes a de f ined reai i tv, This brings us back to the point
rn'e started lrom: the analysis of different modes of encoding and semiotiza-
t lon.

Proltosition r t - The fficts

These ale the leverse of object proposit ions. We return ro t l-re homologies
referred to earlier betweelr

( l  )  posit ive and nesative de-terr i tor ial izat ion at the Ievel ofthe f luxes;
(2) interactic)ns and redundancies at the level ofthe strata.
But here we have a further lactor of inert ia, ofsecond-degree strat i f icat ion.

Objects, total ir ies, species reproduce themselves on their ow'n through pro-
cesses of mouiding, catalvsis, crystal l izat ion, etc.,  whereas the intr insic
redundancies of the strata w'ere inseparable lrom t l-re extr insic interactions
among the strata. With ff icts, a new formalism is strat i f ied, a new principle of
strat i f icat iol l  is establ ished. The form and organism and so on olrhis prop-

osit ion u' i l l  have a celtain kind ofretr-oactive effect on the 'origin'  ofthe strata.

Proltosition t3 - Processes

This reft--rs to ei lects involving a l ink rvith an escape l ine of posit ive de-
territori alizari or-r.

6.  Concre te  mach ines  esrab l i sh ine  re la t ionsh ips  a long the  l ines  o fsur lace ' /depth ,  o rgan/organ-

ism,  r tc .

MachinicProposit ions I53

Proposition t 4 - Encodings

These result from the interaction ofstrata whose speed olde-terr i tor ial izat ion
is negative and which bring into operation e{Iects ofobjects and total i t ies.

Propositian r5 - Encoded reproductions

These are  a  sys tem o f redundancy  tha t  resu l ts  in  the  produc t ion  o fspec ies
functioning on the basis ofa negative de-terr i tor ial izat ion.

Proposition t6 - Diagrammatic processes

These result l rom the conjunction ofstrata proposit ions with object proposi-
t ions having de-terr i tor ial izing speeds ofopposite tendencies, dominated by
posit ive escape l ines and leading to the production o1'objects, total i t ies or
spec ies  u  i th  two charac ter is t i cs :

( t  )  they are reproduceable;
ir) thev thernselves consti tute a lresh stratum that is more de-

terr i tor ial ized than the srata and objects ofthe original organization.
Here * 'e once again f ind the paradox ol the l inking of proposit ions into a

rhizome: the dizigrammatic reproduction in lact appears to depend on the
encoded reproduction, despite being more ' innovative' and'creative',  be-
cause the surplus values of encoding remain dependent on the strata. But
there have to be stratum and object proposit ions i f  the posit ive de-
terr i tor ial izat ion of the diagrammatic processes is to introduce i ts semiotic
mutations into the machinic agencies - and r, ' ice versa. Nor must we lorget
tha t 'd iagrammat ism' is  to  be  lound jus t  as  mr . l ch  ou ts ide  semio t ic  encod ings
(in genetic mutations, lor example),

Proposition t7 - Abstract machines

These result l rom the conjunction of posit ive processes of de-rerr i-
torial izat ion.

Thus, abstract machines have a twolold origin: a 'natural '  or igin at the
level of proposit ions of f lux (no. 3); and an 'art i f ic ial ' ,  diagrammatic origin, at
the level of proposit ions of object (no. I6), which ' implies' their being
extended over al l  the systems ofstrat i f icat ion.

In real i ty there is no 'before' or 'after ' ;  l ike diagrammatism, the abstract
machines cLrt across thc s1'stems ofcoordinates, ofstrata and ofobjects lrom
all  direct ions.
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wlrat is it tha.t is operatirrg in i^,hat one sees as the features of a lace, a

iandscal;e, a body? How do we account for the mvstery of a part icular look, a

thing. a stfe et, a me mory? \\rhat is actual ly there to see se ems to be concealing

sometir ing else. \vhat sort oi ' l ine ol escape gives us the sense that some

extraordinar.v encounrcr rnight occur? What exactly are these potentiai i t ies of

some orher worid. operating br dif ferent rules, dif ferent codes? The entrv of

memory inro per-ceprion is undoubtedly vital in this effect of ' rnysterization'.

lvlernorv cornbines de-terr i tor ial izat ion and re-ten' i tor ial izat iort.  On the one

hand i t  selects speci l ic ieatures of representation, and on the other i t

reassembies a whole that can be presented as one thing, on which one can take

<,rne's stand, so to say' vet which is in lact whollv sul ject ive arld'  in a sense'

w.i l l  never be able to elude us as real i ty has. Memory',s l ines of escape are

alrvays lalse ones, images oi 'escape, escapes to play at being alraid'

some memories take on special rveight, acquir ing the function olmatrixes,

a lunction of 'orgal izing the nrodeolsubjecti l 'at ion; i t  is these that we classifr

as the features of facial i ty, animali ty, bodi l iness and so on. In fact, memory

itere is not quire a single w,hole, because i t  operates at the level of things

tiremselves; ir  might be better to talk not of memory but of block: a chi ldhood

block, unl ike a chi ldhood memory, is sr i l l  in the present. The features o1'

lacial i ty, animaii ty etc. iorm constel iat ions or masses which are machines oi '

the kincl that actual ize the intensit ies. I  want to describe al l  these various

kinds ofbiocks general ly as concrete machines.

The function of these machines, at least those that opel 'ate in terms of-

svmbolic semiotics, is to associate two types of redundanc; ' :

t  I  )  Redundancies of representation that underl ie the semantisrn ol ' images

ancl of the syntagmatized paradignis of signifying semiologies'

iz1 Diagrammatic redur-rdancies that put the de-terr i tor ial ized elernents ol '

sign machines ro work orr real i ty i tselL An example of this would be the

bfteprints - the physical a'd mathematical specif icat ions - fbr Concord:

what is noted at the semiotic register is the de-terr i tor ial ized art iculat ions ol

the various things that go to make up the aircralt  -  aluminium, electr ical

r .  UnPub l ished.
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fluxes, semiotic f luxes as expressed material ly and so on. But such a blueprint
is onlv of interest ir  so lar as i ts arr iculat ions are suff iciently de-terr i tor ial ized
and can be made to correspond with the de-terr i tor ial ized art icuiat ions ofrhe
materials of expression. Diagrammatizarion consists in this interchange, at
the most de-territorialized level, between these two sorts of de-
territorialization. If the high points of de-territorialization of the semiotic
systems are to be able to combine with those of the material systems in this
way, the relevant features of the materials of expression involved- their raw
materia. ls, ue might say - must be compatible with the nature of the
art iculatory fearures of de-terr i tor ial izat ion of the material f ield. The semiotic
Ievel of expression must be able to'support '  the type of machinic consistency
of the material (or social) system, and nor abandon i t  in any way. To take a
simple example: vou cannot make a mould lor a kev out ol j  ust anything - you
need a part icular kind of wax; i f  vou w.e re to try doing i t  rvi th mashed potato,
,vou could not hold or transfer the diagrammatic outl ine that makes the ke1,
what i t  is- I f  vou lvant to reproduce that outl ine on paper you need a brush
that is not too broad, and ink that is neither too thin nor too thick. In other
rvords you must choose materials of expression suited to the features of the
machinism you want to transfer. Diagrammatic redundancy thus depends,
on the one hand, on the de-terr i tor ial izing art iculat ions of the various
material and semiotic strata that are to be connected together (aluminium,
steel, information, equations, etc.) and, on the other, on the capacity of the
materials of expression to use, to act ivate, to organize that system of
connection,

What I  have cal led the redundancies of representation do not function on
the basis of such diagrammatic conjuncrions, nor do they work lor anl,and
everv machinic agency. For instance, a picture or a portrait  organizes no
machinrc conjunction between the element of de-terr i tor ial izat ion of the
subject reproduced in i t  and the material ofexpression; a portrait  always adds
something to i ts model, as well  as transforming i ts materials into the
substances ol expression. A picture produced by a computer, lor example,
would be vely di{Ierent: i t  would correspond to a convention,quite indepen-
dent of the 'creative' idea of the person r lho programmed it ;  in this case
anything added rvould be superf luous, for the ideal ofsuch a diagram is to
al low for the Ieast possible inert ia on the part ofthe means ofexpression, and
to transmit a message basical lv reduced to a binary encoding. In diagram-
matism. semantic or signifying residual substances either of the object or of
the means ofexpression are always superf luous. Semanticism or signif icance
wil l  be tolerated only temporari ly, and the expectat ion is always that they
wil l  be reduced with the advance oftechnological and scienti f ic progress.

The concrete machines of actuai faces, scenery, etc. bring both types of
redundancy into play (redundancy ofrepresentation and of diagrammarism).
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Thel, relate to mixed sentiot ics; thev activate a negotiat ion betr.een dif ferent

semiotic and materiai registers. At the level cf the piane of consistency, that

negotiarion is made possible (possibi l ized) b,v abstract machinesl al the level

of ieal lbrces, i t  is orgatt ized bv concrete machines. Just as otre nray sa,v of

consciousness that i t  represents the impossibi l i ty ol absolute de-

terr i tr . .rr ial izat ion, so one can now define abstract machines as indicating the

impossibi l i t ,v 0f anl.  quantic. posit ive de-terr i tor ial izat ion.z Abstract

maci-r irres exist not in some transcendent real i ty, but only at the level of the

ever-pfesent possibi l i tv that rhey may appear. They represent the essence of

the possible, a possible rvhose only impossibi l i tY is to exist as a substance.

Similarly, one cannot think of a substance of de-territorializaLion, or a

dualisnr betwee n being and becoming

Facial i tv as a concrete machine demonstrates the impossibi l in ' .  in the f ield

of representation, of anv becorning independent of the lormalism of contents.

Contents are nothing apart from power formations. apart lrom the dia-

grammatic operators that function in part icular strat i f icat ions. The features

that cornpose a lace present a real micro-authorit \ ' .  One might even say that

in capiral ist svstems, based on signif l  ing strat i f icarions and strat i f icat ions of '

sub.ject ivat iop. no authoritv coLrld be establ ished rvithout these machines of
' facial i ty ' .  A ctrpital ist does not have power in a general sort of wav: he

controls a speci6c terr i tory, a specif ic factory, in a part icular country, and in

each one he depends on a certain number ofthose transformers ofsignif ica'

t ion - concrete machines.3 In each of these situations, the dominant facial

features - those ofthe mother, lather, teacher, cop,judge, pop-star '  boss, etc.
* determine the possible sun' i lal  of the other, more 'archaic'  concrete

machirres: the being of animals, scenery, etc. which are connected with the

deep-seated terr i tor ial ized forces ofaction belonging to chi ldhood, the coun-

tryside, primit ive societ ies and so on. Establ ishing these concrete authority

machines is the only means whereby a capital ist ic system can tolerale, and

tuql t() i ts own advantage, the l ines ofescape inherent in the deyelopment of

productive {brces and the de-terr i tor ial izat ion of production relat ions. I ts

power as icon avould be nothing without the diagrammatic potency of those

le-terr i tor ial izing concrete machines.

Concrete machines diagramrnatize the strata; they are the point of interac-

r ion bctwe en abstract machines and the strata olpower. The various becomings

of desirc - homosexual becoming, chi ld becoming' growth becoming, etc -

:. 
' I 'hus, 

not torally seriouslr" one could define corrsciousness as being rhe organless body of the

abstract machincs, as opposed to the olane ofconsistency rvhich cannot be defined either as the

toralit,v ofall totalit ies, or as the organless body ofthe organless bodies.

3. Revolurionary analysrs must be particularly concerned with detecting anci neutralizing the

re-rerrirorializing ellects of lhe concrete rnachines that make people attached to hierarchies, male

diminailce. individual otnership, a clinging to depcndence, etc.
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are obliged to proceed bv way of these non-abstract machines that are
hierarchized in such a way as to make some kinds of becoming depend on
others, part icularly the machines of invisible becoming of Oedipal gui l t ,  and
of I'emale becoming in relation !o rhe sexed body. How does rhis hierarchiza-
tion of the concrete machines become apparent? Both by the conjunction of
machinic proposit ions at a molecular level,  and that of the capture and
interl inking of extremely varied l ines of escape at a molar level.  Concrete
machines do not in fact belong specif ical lv to the molar or rhe molecular
order, an1'more than do abstract machines, precisely because they represent
the possibi l . i ty olart iculat ing the two. A concrete machine does not belong to
a part icular stratum, but indicates possible pol i t ics of inter-strat i f icat ion. Ir
presents a practical 'ei ther-or ' :  ei ther an acrion wil l  close in and become
strat i f ied, or i t  wi l l  open out onto diagrammatic l ines of escape. The concrete
machine opens up the possible, either in the form ofsignifying circles, centred
perhaps on the features of faciality, or in the form of post-signif,ving spirals
that let the l ines ofescape go offat a rangent, In the f irst case, the concrete
machine develops heavy, f igurative terr i tor ial i t ies, operating on at leasr two
dimensions; in the second, i t  disperses a de-terr irorial ized l ine in part icle-
signs that tend to elude the dimensions of t ime and space altoge ther. Consider
the practice of transcendental meditat ion now so lashionable in the United
States: we mav f ind i t  developing inro an organless body opening desire out
onto an a-signif .ving outside world, or, equally, closing in upon a signifying
activi ty that al ienates individuals in l ine with the values of authority, In most
cases transcendental meditarors are doing both things at once. (I t  is worth
noting in passing that the signifying text of a r i tual does not necessari iy
require the existence of a writ ten text l ike the Buddhist scriptures; i t  can.just
as rvel l  be a 'spatial ized text ' ,  l ike that of the Japanese tea ceremony.) In
Hit ler 's lascism, for instance, at a mcllar level,  there were concrete machines -
mil i tarv, pol ice, aesthetic, erc. - managing the conj uncrion of a longstanding,
indeed an archaic, strat i f ied authoritv with abstract machines that were st i l i
' feel ing their way' along highly de-terr i tor ial ized paths: thus such modern
themes as State capital ism and science came paradoxicatly to be associated
with completely regressive ideas l ike'rapaciousJews raking over the world,,
'puri ty of blood' and so on. Similarl ,v, we can see rhe conjunction berween
Stal in, the l i t t le lather ofthe people, Ivan the Terrible, and the running ofa
bureaucratic planned Srate . The concrere machines metabolize the conjunc-
t ion of semiotic, material and social f luxes independentlv of the relat ionships
ofcausali tv or genealogy that may belong to the various strata redundancies.
Things can thus be happening on several dif ferenr levels at once. One can say
of Louis-Ferdinand C6line, for insrance, that his writ ing had nothing to do
with lascism and eve rything ro do wirh i t .  I t  had nothing to do with i t  in that
his rnachine of l i terary de-terr i tor ial izarion was par-t of a set of abstracr
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nTachines, of a phvlum of l i terarv expression quite unconnected rvith the
poli t ical and social batt les olhis own day; and i t  had everything to do with i t
in that i t  u'as only because of a part icular concatenation of identi fying
characterist ics, especial ly racist ones, that his l i terary machine existed at al l
( lor instance. the role of the concrete machines offamil ial ism and the u'orkers'
movement in his writ ing) ,  Consequently, i t  is not a matter of our having to
make a dist inct ion between good facial features operating, lor instancer as
sign-points, and bad ones operating on a more terr i tor ial ized iconic mode ;
one can f ind fascist re-terr i tor ial izat ions in both kinds.

Let us make a further dist inct ion: redundancies ofrepresentation can be
micro-redundancies or macro-redundancies.

In anv signifying stratum, the total i ty of local expressive redundancies
relates to the macro-redundancies of the effects of signif icat ion. A signifr ing
stratum cannot direct iy engender l ines ofescape, unless i t  is on the wa)' to
destruction. In the case olsymbolic semiotics or non-signifv' ing semiotics. i t  is
dif lerent. There is not the same type of centr ing or encircl ing. Pre-signifying
symbolic semiotics are terr i tor ial ized around a mult ipl ici tv of centres, form-
ing a kind of semiotic segmental izat ion in uhich no one of them is pre-
eminent, n,hereas a-signif i , ' ing (post-signif ,ving) semiotics escape the systems
ofterr i tor ial izat ion and ofbinarized l inear encoding. Thus, neither subjects
the l ines of 'escape to a system ofcentr ing that would over-encode them and
turn them into outside l ines that could be projected onto systems ofcoordi-
nates. The l ine olescape is part of the terr i tor ial ized diagrammatism or the
machinic diagrammatism in just the same way as the other elements of the
rhizome. For instance, the l ine of escape of a madman in a primit ive societ l  is
part ofthe terr i tor ial ized col lect ive lorce ofutterance. The l ine ofescape ofan
unexpected activi tv on the part of a part icle which is our of l ine with the
theoretical/experimental organization is part of the development of science.
Thus concrete machines are establ ished direct ly from the l ines of escape
without going bv way of the part icular mediat ions and over-encodings of the
svstems of signifying semiotics - especial l .v not the second-degree s.vstems of
signif icadon. We can therelore contrast concrete machines that metabolize
lines of escape diagrammatically with those that re-territorialize a signifving
authonty. At evert ' level,  then, concrete machines wil l  be the negoriat ing
point between the diagrammatism of the active forces and their falling back
into svstems of analogy, signif icance, etc. That negotiat ion wil l  consti tute
the concrete politics of de-territorialization: either the formation of
de-terr i tor ial izat ions is organized under the domination of a quantic, dia-
srammatic de-terr i tor ial izat ion; or else i t  wi l i  end in an empty re-
terr i tor ial izat ion, in the form ofan empty consciousness, a facelessness, that
over-encodes al l  the becornings ofdesire and is expressed in a transcendent,
monotheist ic God, perhaps, or the abstract Lady ofcourt ly love, or a system
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of general equivalence of rnoney capital.  The great, supposedly s) 'mbolic,

operators ofsecond-degree signif icat ion * the Signif ier, Capital,  the Libido,

etc. - never exist in themselves, but operate only in dependence on concrete

machines. Thus, i t  is not enough to sal that a cerlain form of de-

terr i tor ial ized monotheism, of the type codif ied by St Paul and St Augustine'

is to be seen in relat ion to the inf lux ofcapital ism that appeared after the f irst

industr ial revolut ion of the twelfth centurv'  One must also note the produc-

t ion of new signif icat ions, of new interpretat i" 'e coordinales at th€ level of

the accompanying constel lat ions ofcharacterist ics, the things that actuai ly

made the system go in one direct ion rather than another: with the Desert

Fathers, there was a r isk that i t  would disappear altogether in pursuit  ofthe

spir i tual;  with other heresies, the son was terr i tor ial ized at the expense ofthe

father; at another t ime, i t  had to choose betrveen seeing l \ lary as mother of

God or mother olhumanity; a! another, the decision had to be made not to

venerate images of Christ for their own sake; and so on. I t  was via al l  sorts of

concrete micro-pol i  t ical 'negotiat ions' ofthis kind on the Part olthe theologic-

al machines that there came to be defined the r ight to l i fe, the possible

survival of animal-becoming, chi ld-becoming, female-becoming, body-

beconring, al l  the intensity-becomings (of music, lor example ) and so on. The

macro-redundancies of capital ist ic rePreserttat ion can never be val idly de-

scribed in terms of a single dual ist ic logic - based, for instance, on the symbol

of the phallus. The phallus became a gene ral operator of authority only to the

extent that i t  remained dependent on col lect ions ofactual real i t ies, 'masses'of

events, produced by concrete machines - and the same can be said ofal l  the

other part objects of psychoanalysis.
The reason lor considering concrete machines is that they should make i t

far harder lor us to try to describe history in terms ofsignif icat ions, above al l

of signif icat ions similar in nature to a part icular level of a major power

formation. What one has to examine here is the whole genealogical perspec-

t ive; indeed there is probably no genealogl '  that can account for madness,

i l legal ism, shutt ing up chi ldren and so on rvithout reference to concrete

machines that carne into being independent of the relat ionships of molar

fbrces, concrete rnachines exist ing independently of large-scaie balances of

power, olthe diachronic implications of the machinic phylum in the sphere of

the economv, of demography, of rvar machines, etc. Would i t  be legit imate to

bel ier. 'e that one part icular poetic madness, one molecuiar fol ly, might have

originated the diseased strain ofcourt ly love? You may object that this is not a

vital problem, or perhaps that the t ime was r ipe for the thing to happen. But

surely i t  is at the level ofsuch individual madness, and at that level only, that

ive can hope to discover the l inks, the inter-relat ionships among the various

concrete machines that have metabolized the signif icat ions of the period, as

much in terms of the l i terarv, the erotic and the aesthetic as of the mil i tary, the
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technological or the architectural,  To dcscribe the machinic rhizomes would
make i t  in-rpossible to spl i t  up homogeneous st lara ar the ntolar level.  Is i t
reasonable to suggest that at everv pcriod, systems of concrete machines
inf i l trated the perceptive semiotics, sensit ivi ty, memorv and so on in such a
wav as to cause the socius to crvstal l ize human relat ionships in a part icular
wav? \\ ihat concrere machine led the col lect ive perception to hold thar nor
merelv are al l  men equal - and n'omen too - but that al l  stages of human
development are equal as r.r 'el l? Whence come the systems of overal l  equiv-
alence of men, rvomen" chi ldren - an equivalence which, incidental ly, has
merely reinlorced the dependence of rvomen on men, of chi ldren on adults, of
the primit ive on the civi i ized, etc.? lVhat sort of molar machine has enforced
the sett ins-up of l ibidinal equivalences as between useful work and useless
activi t t , ,  , ' ,aiue in desire and value in use, value in exchange and value in
desire, and the rest? At the level of macro-redundancies, power would be
nothing withr:ut the diagrammatic operarors that empry the micro-
redundancies of their substance and make them work against de-
terr i tol ial izing col lnections. (To take an example: the way the emotion of love
rvas pueri l ized in the romantic era, coinciding with a loss of chi ldhood f icr
chi ldren themselves, as they were massively swept into schools and factories.)
Capital ism's general interchangeabil i ty of values is achieved bv means of
non-abstract machines. I ts homogenizing of personologica.l  areas has been
insepalable lrom the homogenization it has eflected in the infra-
personological arez, at the level of molecularizing the concrete machines.
Indeed i t  is only this that has prevented i ts development from col lapsing
under the rveight ofrhe contradict ions that should - according to N{arx - lead
it inexorably to destruction. The power of the bourgeoisie over the working
class is notjust a seneral ized relat ionship betrveen two classes; i t  operates
lrom the countless molecular points ofauthority establ ished bv those concrete
machines, as thev 'negotiate' rhe various modes of de-terr i tor ial izat ion and
manipulate both molecular mult ipl ici t ies and mass strat i f icat ions.a

T'o sum up: concrete machines coincide with the existence of a twofbld
art iculat ion of strata:

- in the meta-srata, the l ines of escape and the abstract machines of the
plane o1-consistencv) they real ize the possibi l i ty inherent in quantic posit ive
de-terr i tor ial izat ion;

- ru the inter-strara, thev strat i f i ,  a dif lerential negarive de-terr i-
torial izat ion.

' l -he 
abstract machine - or diagrammatic condenser- draws together the

code, the quantic positive de-territorialization, and the flux. the differential
nega.t ir .e de-terr i tor ial izat ion) arld thus in a sense must be thought of as

a. Thus concrete machines can be said to be molar in rheir strarifying aspect and molecular in
their diagrammatic de-terrirorializing aspect.

Concrete Machines I6l

exist ing prior to di l lerentiat ions of f luxes and encodings, and to dif lerentia-
r ions among natural,  symbolic, signifying and a-signifying codes. My dist inc-
t ion benveen macro-redundancy and micro-redundancy, in the specif ic
instance olsemiotic encodings, in lact covers that of signif l  ing semiotics and

svnrbol ic semiotics, but we shal l  go on to use i t  in a rnore general way,

applying i t  to the total i ty ola-semiotic lormed matter; i ts main interest 
"vi l l

then consist in the problem of whether the ef lect of diagrammatic concrete
machines can be transferred outside the part icular case of non-signifying
serniot ics to w'hich we have up to now restr icted i t .

I t  goes rvithout safing that the loregoing considerations in no sense imply

any prirnacy of the molecular over the molar economy at the level of concrete
rnachines. Indeed, though i t  mav be necessary for a verv powerful molecular

machine to exist (a revolut ionary movenlent, sav) in order to produce a
diagrammatic l ine of escape rvithin a molar strat i f icat ion, i t  may on the other
hand be necessary for a vast molar concrete machine to be set up to produce

rhe t iniest diagrammatic e{Iect (such as a poetry machine). Most olthe t ime,
in any case, such 'effects'  wi l i  work in both direct ions: for example, the rvhole

of La Borde must function as a concrete machine in order that, at a given
moment, some peculiari ty, a wa1' of taking a cigarette or of handing someone
a dish, can relare ro the leyel ofcol junctions ef lected bV psvchotics' modes of

semiotization. Conversely, horvever, those same psychotics must be able to

function as concrete machines to make La Borde the kind of agenctment that it

is. To produce a concrete machine, then, can involve tremendous lorces, a
kind of semiotic Pierrelatte extract ing lrom terr i tor ial ized ore the de-

terr i tor ial ized molar substance upon which irr turn the production of de-

terr i tor iai ized molecular part icles depends. A productive force can thus be

considered as much f i 'om the viewpoint of rt 'hat i t  specif ical ly produces as

lrom that of i ts macro-scopic organization.
There ale always two aspects to the presentation ol 'a face: one turned

towards mrcro-redundancies, open to a rhizomatic deployment of semiotic

svstems, and the other towards redundancies of representation, which is

where connections can alwa;'s be ef lected with the hierarchy of power

lormations - the actual lace one sees then becoming equivalent to the public

presentation of the lace of authority. That pubi ic lace is a mask, lor the true

face of power, in a capital ist s-vstem, is ashamed, and must keep hiding the

hollowness of i ts principles; i t  has to clothe, to represertt ,  to produce analogies

lor the diaerammatism it  terr i tor ial izes in an arbitrari ly chosen system of

class arrd caste. This contradict ion accounts lor the fascination ofthe f igures

of rhe judge, the cop, the teacher and so on, and the mvstely of their

diagrammatic counterparts - the thief,  the prosti tute, the del inquent. The

key to the mystery of the lace presented by capital ism and the individuation of

subjectivi t l ,  is undoubtedly the u'av i t  is continual ly osci l lat ing between the
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revelat ion of an invisible binary-phall ic porr,er and the ui ld explosion of
desire in al l  direct ions that fol lows the disruption ofthe old terr i tor ial i t ies. I t
is not a question of two ' facial i t ies' ,  but of two aspects of a single concrete
machine that pushes desire ro the extreme of abol ishing al l ' facial i ty ' .  Al l  that
is preserved of the face is the barest minimum of redundancy that will keep
the svstem functioning; an artificial face is continually being reassembled by
the media. But the svstem is nnder threat on al l  sides lrom an invisible
becontng; this in i tselfrepresents the f inal point of lascination, capturing al l  the
energy ofdesire and making i t  a desire for annihi lat ion. Whv are !he machines
of ' facial i ty 'essential ly bound up with the individuated mode of subjectiva-
t ion? Whv are thev not l inked to animali ty, or some mode of creating
bodil iness? The diagrammatism of terr i tor ial ized agencies tends to recon-
str lrct terr i tor ies, or emblems (l ike those on tee-shirts, an updated version of
tattoos). u'hereas the production of facial features is an operation that
produces de-territorialized signifying formations. The relevant elements of
the presented face are there to enabie the system to gain semiotic control of
individua.ls, to connect them with a decoded f lux of u'ork. fhe {bce is never
recognized as a mult ipl ici tv or a rerr i tor ial ized emblem, but onl; ,  in that i t
makes i t  possible to universal ize the signi l icat ions of porver.- signif icat ions of
general human equivalence. The animal totem, the tattooed body, was not a
way into a universal language l ike that of the exchangist economy. With
'faciaiity'. the distinctive features ofthe face and body are used to serve a
specif ic nrode of diagrammatism that de-terr i tor ial izes whole constel lat ions
of desire machines and connects them up with production machines. The lace
is Par excelbnce the substance of expression olthe signif ier. We may say here
that the human profi ie is l ike the outl ine of a key: what mauers is not i ts
unique characteristics, bur the ellectiveness with which it unlocks the code.
Capital ist ' facial i ty '  always exists to serve a signifying formulal i t  is the means
whereby the signifier takes control, the way it organizes a certain mode of
individuated subjectivation, and the col lect ive madness of a machine that
creates consciousness w' i thout any content, and ofa becoming that cannor be
perceived. Consequentlv i t  is impossible to think that the w,r i t ten word could
have anv lunction at the level ofthe bodv: before there was a face, there were
features of bodiliness, a s,vntax of bodiliness; after the face, we come to an
invisible becoming, a blurr ing, a sense of shame over the bodily elements
ivl".ich are now merely tolerated as left-overs, since the essence of the laws of
Power are based upon the interpretable elements of a script.

Meaning and Power'

The structural ists'  ideal is to be able to capture any situation, however
compiex, in a simple formula - a formula that can be expressed in mathemat-
ical,  axiomatic form, or handled by a computer. The modern computer can
handle extremely complex problems, for instance i t  can ' formulate' a picture.
The question is rvhether that picture is not fundamentally different lrom the
images we perceive in the 'natural '  world. The picture produced by the
computer has been reduced to the state of a binarv message, a lormula that
can be transmitted in rhe same way as electr ici tv; i t  has lost al l  the depth and
u'armth, al l  the possibi l i t ies for re-organization, of the original.  I t  se ems to me
that the leductions of lhe structural ists produce a similar result.  What they
give back to us is comparable to a kind of technocratic vision of the world; i t
has lost the essence of the background lrom which it came. By 'essence', I
mean ai l  that relates to desire. Whatever the complexity of the situation i t  is
looking at and of the r,vay i t  proposes to lbrmalize i t ,  structural ism assumes
that i t  can be reduced b; '  a system of binaly notat ion, to w'hat is cai led in
semiotics digital ized inlormation, which can be transferred to the keyboard of
a tvpewriter or a computer' .  The human sciences think to acquire scienti f ic
status by following rvhat was the path of the pure sciences, (As for example
when mathematics sought to make i tself  total ly axiomatic by making algebra,
topology, geometry, etc. al l  dependent on one and the same fundamental
logic, a single basic writ ing,)

Linguist ic analysts, by analysing al l  the dif ferent sounds and signs, have
tried to produce a series of symbols capable of encompassing the structure of
all languages - but in fact all they end up with are the features shared by
language in ge neral.  The l i fe of the language - what i t  means, and how we use
it- eludes such lormalization. In the realm ofpsychiatry, too, people havefor a
long t inre been proposing the use ofscienti f ic descript ions, systematic tables
of symptoms and syndromes, but what happens in real life never quite fits in
with this sort of classification. There are too many borderline situations: one
can never say for certain whether one is dealing with a hysteric with certain
paranoid features who behaves not unlike a schizophrenic, though there is an

r, A talk given at the Douglas Hospital, Montreal, f irst published in the ret' iew Briches, Montrcal,

r976.
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element of the deplr 'ssive; and so on, ad inJinitum. It  is one thing to analvse a

structure; i t  is a very dif lerent matter to put fcrrward a structural ist phi los-

ophy, a structural ist interpretat ion that can account even lor the movement of

objects, lor pcrver relat ionships, pol i t ical si tuations and in' , 'estments of desire.

Obr. ' ious, one would sa)' ;  yet i t  is preciselv this that Freudians do, and

lrequently fuIarxists too, rvhen they talk ofunconscious structures or econ-

omic structures. 
' fhev rvould have us bel jeve that the,v have found the

definit i i .e atomic lormula, and that hencelorth al l  the;- need d,-r is to inte rvene

with an ir-rterpre tat ion or a word olcommand based upon that structure, that
ibrmula. This rvould sive them considerable power and importance. I  think

our answer must be that their structures exist not within things, but alongside

them. The structurai approach is one praxis among others, but perhaps not

the most lruit ful or the most e{Iect ive.
It  is:r question of re-del lning the problem of meaning arrd sigr-r i f icat ion -

not as somethine irnposed b.v heaven or the ttature of things, but as result inq

i ior l  t i re conjunction of serniot ic s) 'stems in confiontat ion. Without suclt  a

r:onjunction thele can be no meaning. One tvpe olmeaning is produced bv

tfre semiotics of the body, anothet"by the semiotics of pou'er (olr 'vhich there

.rre lnarry), .vet another bv machinic semiotics - rvhich are those that Llse

signs that are neither symbolic, nor of the order of the signifving s,vstems ol '

pow,er. Al l  these dif lerent sorts of meaning are continual lv intertrr ' ining

u ' i thout  i t s  ever  be ing  poss ib le  to  sa) ' tha t  thev  t 'epresent  un iversa l  s ign i f i -

ca t ions .
One n.ra; 'sav that there are two types olpol i t ical conceptions relat ing to

desire. On the one hand, formalist reasoning seeks clues lrom which to

gain access to i ts interpretat ion, to a hermeneutic; on the other, an apparentlv
mad reasoning starts l iom the notion that universal i ty is to be found in the

'di lect ion ofsingulari ty, and that singulari t l '  can become the authentic basis
for a pol i t ical and micro-pol i t icai organization that is lar more rat ional than
rvhat rve have at the moment.

Let us take as our start ing point the example of tbe patient Carlo Sterl in has
ro ld  us  about .  Th lec  mor r ths  be fore  her  b i r th .  t l re le  was pregnanL)  r 'omi t ing

b',v thc mother; at six nionths, she developed food al lergv; at three, w' idespread

eczema; at six, problerns at school; at i \ ! 'ent\ ' ,  attacks of anxiet l ' ;  at thirty,
non-specif ic vaginit is; at forty, she attempted suicide more tharl  once.
Diilerent semiotic conrponents \t,ould seem to have been at \4'ork at each stage

of this cl inical history. In the case of the mother's vomit ing, t l ' re disturbance
rvas expressed not bv a local ized subject, but u'as passed lrom one person to
itnother - l ike the old saving that when the parents drink the chi ldren get

druuk. I  should sa1, that this is a case of a semiotic organization taking over
l l"orn a symboiic functioning. Such svnrbol ic senriot ics do not involr.e a
dist inguishable speaker and hearer. Words do not play a major part,  since the
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message is carr ied not via l inguist ic chains, but via bodies, sounds, mimicr,n-,
posture and so on,

Food allergy at six months. I cannot define the diiference between the
semiotic elements involved in this al lergy and those involved in the mother's
vomiting, but one thing seems clear: in lhe case of the allergy they become far
more important. From birth, noises, sensations of heat and cold, of l ight, of
contact, of one lace responding to another, have begun to lolm the chi ld's
world. I t  remains to be seen rvhy that new rvorld should stay attached to her
skin - is i t  that she is refusing to e nter i t ,  or ro have anything to do with i t?

At six vears old, school problems. These obviously relate to the use of
Ianguage in some way - notjust language in general,  but the language ofthe
teacher, oladult power. lvlany people 's luture fate is sealed in primary school.
There is no need to administer an IQ test to predict in advance that some
chiidren wil l  never go to university. The school machine makr:s i ts implacable
selection. We are now in the realm of signifying semiotics, for with school, the
chi ld becomes subject to social laws that did not touch upon such things as
vomit ing and eczema. One could not reasonably punish a chi ld lor having
eczema - bu! no one thinks i t  wrong to punish her for being unable to get her
sums right. A series of micro-social powers takes shape - lamily, school, local
authority - eventual ly the State power. Any therapist who took no interest in
the chi ld's everydav l i fe, at home and in outside relat ionships, and concen-
trated oniy on pure structures, pure signi lying chains, complexes, supposedly
unir. 'ersal phases of development, would be simply refusing to see the essence
ofwhat was happening at the level ofreal i ty and ofthe economy oldesire.

At twentv, attacks of anxiety. These could be schizophrenic syndromes
that manifest themselves only at a certain point in one's l i fe. Some psycho-
analysts nowadays claim to have found schizophrenics at the age ofthree or
four. I  do not see how anyone can make such a diagnosis before puberty. The
semiotic factors in puberty (new impressions, anxiety towards the unknown,
social repression and so on) are enormously a{Iected by such syndromes, and
analysis should therefore be directed to considering the power formations
that correspond to them: the high school, technical school, sports club, leisure
arrangements, etc. At this point a whole new facet of society threatens to
clamp down upon the desire of the adolescent, cutt ing her off from the world
and leading her to turn in upon herself.

At thirty, non-specif ic vaginit is. Once again, the level has changed, and i t  is
undoubtedly marital problems that are in the forefront.

At forty, attempted suicide. This involves her in the whole apparatus of
medical power, police power, religious power.

This is a very summary survey of the main direct ions an analvsis must take:
the uncharted conrinent ofpower lormations, in other rvords the unconscious
of the socius itself rather than the unconscious buried in the lolds of the
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individual 's brair-r,  or expressed in stereotyped complexes. The analyst
cannot bc neutral towards those power formations. For ir- istance, he cannot
rest content with acting as a special ist discoverins the al lergies that cause
eczema. I t  is the whole att i tude of special ists that needs questioning, rhe
whole pol i t ics of interpretat ion based on prefabr- icated codings. To analvse
specif ic eJements when dealing with an essential micro-pol i t ical problem
(which bi,  definit ion cuts across a number of quite di l lerent areas) is notjust a
matter of form: i t  involves, f i rst and foremost, the practice of what I  should
define as a rr i icro-pc-, l i t ics relat ing both to the object of study or rherapt.,  and
to the desire ofthose rvho conduct the analvsis.

The s t ruc tu ra l i s ts '  fo rmal ism is  reduc t ion is t  in  na ture  when i t  comes to  the
relat ionship i t  establ ishes betr.veen what i t  cal ls profound structures and
manifest sr lrcrures- Part icularlv so in the case of the l inguist ic double
art iculat ion. rr,hich consists on the one hand ofa systerrr olsigns that have no
rneaning as such (phortemes, graphemes, symbols), and on the other, ol
chains of discourse that convey meaning (monemes, etc.).  I t  seems that lor
them the formal level takes control of the signif icat ions, in some w.ay
engende r ins or producing them. Br-rt  signif icat ions do not come lrom heaven,
nor  do  thev  ar ise  spontaneous lv  ou t  o f  a  s t 'n tac t i ca l  o r  semant ic  womb.  They
are inseparable lronr the power forr larions that generate them in shif t ing
relat ionships of pon'er. There is nothing universal or.automatic about them.

In an attempt to clari lv the statLrs of the various encoding systems, rvhether
or not the), 'pass bi,  wav of siens in the sense defined by students of semiotics
and l insuist ics. I  suggest a series ofdist inct ions rvhose enrire aim is to identi fy
the practical lunctioning of u'hat I  rvould cal l  sign machines. In real i tv,
however, one is always dealing with an interwear. ' ing of several such systems,
with a mixture olsemiotics. I  bel ieve f irst of al l  that one must be careful not to
confuse natural encodines rvith semiotic encodings.

This f irst dist inct ion should prevent our accepring the somervhat magical
resemblances that stmctural ists tend to see between language and ,nature,,

which rest ult imatelv on the notion that one could gain control over things
and socierv simply bl '  gaining conrrol of the signs thev set in morion ( l ike
ploing back to the ancient madness of witches and cabbalists, with their
statues ancl Golems). C)f course there is a sphere where signs have a direct
effbct on things - in the genuine experimental sciences, which use both
material technology and a complex manipulat ion of sign machines.

But what I  should l ike f irst ro do is to refer again to the dist inct ion proposed
bv Hjelmslrv between the material of expression and the substance of '
expressiorr.  I t  is the conjunctior-r of dif lerent materials of expression that has
changed the pragmatic bearing of the message. Is ecze ma lormed scienti f ical-
ly or semiological ly? Does non-specif ic reactiv€ r 'aginit is, at part icular stages
of i ts development, have as i ts major component the signifying semiotics ol
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the social environment, or the intervention of an a-semiotic encoding that

depends on viruses, bacteria, etc,? How much relates to social si tuations, to

relat ionships of power, language, money, kinship? To suggest that the

signif ier is everywhere (and that consequently interpretat ion and trans-

ference are effective evervwhere) is to miss the lact that each ofthese encoding

components (whe ther semiotic or not) can gain polver over the situations and

objects conlronting us. On the contrary, I  bel ieve that one should not be
dogmatic about which mode of access has priori ty. Such priori ty can emerge

only lrom analysing each part icular si tuation.
\{e thus already have our first distinction between sign machines that

function by constituting an autonomous semioiogical substance - a language
- and those that function direct ly as a 'natural '  encoding, independent of
language. Perhaps i t  would be more correct here to talk ofsignals rather than

signs. The difference between a signal, a hormonal signal lor examPle, and a
l inguist ic sign l ies in the lact that the former produces no signif icat ion,
engenders no stable s,vstem of redundancy that would make i t  possible lor

anyone to see i t  as identical to any representation.
We then come to a second dist inct ion. The signifying system is punctuated

by signif ied representations and by the objects to which i t  refers; I inguists tel l

us that the relat ion between signif ier and signif ied is an arbitrary one.
\evertheless, there are t1'pes ofsigns that sustain a relat ionship ofanalogy or

correspondence between themselves and the representations thev signify:

these are cal led icon signs. An example of these is the symbols on road signs,
rvhich do not involve the operation of a l inguist ic machine. Experts in
l inguist ics and semiotics have gradually come to consider that icons, or
diagrams, or any other pre-verbal means ofexpression (gestural,  etc.) are
dependent upon the signify' ing language and are only imperfect means of
communication. I  bel ieve that this is an intel lectual ist assumption that
becomes extremely shaky when applied to chi idren, the mad, the primit ive or
any of those rvho express themselves in a semiotic register that I  would
classifv as a symbolic semiology.

Symbolic semiologies include dance, mime, somatization of feel ings (hav-

ing a nervous breakdown, burst ing into tears), al l  means ofexpression that
take an immediate, and immediately comprehensible, form. A crving chi ld,
whatever i ts national i ty, is making i t  clear that i t  is unhappy without the

benefi t  of a dict ionary. I t  has been suggested that such symbolic semiotics
should be seen as depending on l inguist ic semiotics, on the ground that one
can only decipher, understand and translate them by using language. But
what does that prove? Just because we use an aeroplane to travel lrom
America to Europe, we do not say that these two continents are dependent on

aviat ion. AII sorts of peoples have survived - and some st i l l  do - rvi thout

signifying semiotics, and in particular ,,r'ithout a written language. Their
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s y s t e m o | e x p r e s s i o n ( i n w h i c h w o r d s a r e i n d i r e c t i n t e r a c t i o n l v i t h o t h e r
forms ofexprlssion - r i tual,  gestural,  musical,  etc')  has certainly not been any

,h. poor". lor that. i t  is aiguable, in fact, 
. that 

some peoples resisted the

coming ol a wrlt te n language*(jutt  ut thev resisted the intrusion of some lorms

of technologr')  because t iey feared that such a- signifying system rvou.Id

destroy their tradit ional rvay of l i le and mocle of desire'  Chi ldren and the

*.n,ui ly i l l  often express rhe things that matter most to them without

re l 'e rencetos ign i fy ingsemio log iesExper ts , technocra tso f themind ' repre-
s e n t a t i v e s o l ' t h e m e d i c a l o r a c a c l e ' n i c e s t a b l i s h m e n t s r r ' i l l n o t l i s t e n t o s u c h
ior*. of expression. Psychoanai.vsis has worked out an entire s-vstenr of-

interpretat ion ' ,r 'hereb)'  i t  can relate eVervthing whatever to the same range of

universal representations: a pine tree is a phal lus, i t  svmbolizes order and so

on. By imposing such systems of i t l terchangeabil i tv these experts take controL

of the symboliJsemiologies used by chi ldren, the mad and others to try to

sal 'eguard thelr econom'v ol desire as best they can' But the signif  ing

.e*iology of the rul ing establ ishment wil l  not leave them be: i t  tel ls them:

'Tft is isleal ly what vou wanted to sav You don't  bel ieve me' but thi i t  is

probablv becuuse I am explessing myself badlv'  I ' l l  go on adjusting my

int.rpr.t^t ion unti l  I  can g. i  
"ou 

actual i .v to accePt the principle that al l  vour

symbol icexpress ionsareun iversa l l y t rans la tab le . ,For thepsychoana lvs t , i t
has now become a crucral l f  important question of power: al l  expressions. of

desire must be made to come ullder the control ol t\e same interpretattve

language, This is his way o|making deviant individuals of al l  kinds submit to

tt . ,e- io\^/.  of the rul ing pow.er, and i t  is this that the pslchoa'alyst special izes

i n .
l . h i s b r i n g s u S t o t h e p r o b l e n r o | t h e r e l a t i o n b e t w e e n s i g n i f i c a t i o n a n d

power. Al l  strat i f icat ions of porver produce and impose signif icat ions In

..rtui, t  exceptional . i rcr-rtuntut people manage to escape this rvorld of the

dominant signif icat ion - lor instance, a Person recovering consciousness after

electro-convulsive therapy wonders t 'here he is '  but then' in a series of jolts '

c rossesbackor .e r . the t t - , , . , t . ' o tao fs ig r r i f i ca t ions 'Heremembersh isname.ar rd
graduaiiy f i ts back into place al l  the dif ferent asPects of signif icat ion of the

world.
People resort to aicohol or drugs in an attempr to cross this threshold of

dominant signif icatrons in the op-posite direct ion But what exactly is this

threshold, t f , is crossing point of al l  the various systenls of redundancl '

encoding and signs of al ' i  sorts? What is i t  that we Put on every morning when

we get up - identi ty. sex, profession, national i tv and so on? That threshold

consists o1'the re-centr ing of the various components ofsymbolic expression

(the world oi 'gestures, sounds, bodies;, ofeverything in the economy- ofdesire

that is threatening to break out on i ts own. 'come on now, pul l  yorrrself

toqether. There you are, in this part icular marriage' this part icular job' You
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are responsible for your own actions. There are al l  sorts ofthings you can do,
start ing with fucking up yourself and everything around you . .  . '  Signif i-
cation is always an encounter between the lormalization ofsystems of values,

of interchangeabil i tv and ofrules ofconduct, bv a part icular societv and an
expressior-r machine which in i tself  has no meaning - which is, let us say,
a-signi l ,ving- that automatical ly produces the behaviour, the interpretat ions,

the responses ,,vanted b.v the system.
The system of double art iculat ion, introduced by lvlart inet, masks the

profound disparity between the lormalization operating at the level of content
and that operating at the leve I of form. At the latter (which lvlart inet cal ls the
level of the second art iculat ion), the sounds, the systems of dist inct ive
opposit ions or the a-signifving f igures of Hjelmslev, form an extremely
eflect ive machine, what I  u'ould cal l  a diagrammatic machine, that seizes
upon al l  the creative operations of language and imprisons them in one
part icular syntax. At what he cal. ls the level of the f irst art iculat ion, of writ ten
u'ords, sentences, semantic and pragmatic interpretat ions, there takes place
the conjunction, the re-centr ing and the hierarchization of al l  power forma-
t ions so as to organize a speci l ic type ofequivalences and ofsignif icat ions. The
linguist ic machine is there to systematize or 'structural ize' those power
lormations; i t  is basical ly a tooi lor the use of the law, moral i ty, capital,
rel igion, etc. From the f irst,  words and phrases get their meaningonly by wav
ofa particular syntax, a rhetoric that is territorialized upon each ofthese local
power formations. But only the use of a more general language that over-
encodes al l  these local languages and dialects makes i t  possible for a social
and economic state machine to seize power at a more total i tar ian level. I t  is to
the extent that the two kinds of lormalization (that of the l inguist ic machine
as an a-signifying machine, and that of power formations as the producers of
signif ied content) become interi inked via a signifying language that we get a
meaningful world - that is to say a realm of signification in harmony with the
social,  economic and moral coordinates of the rul ing power.

Structural ists, especial ly American structural ists, are not interested in
social origins underlying the lormalization of signif icat ions, and claim that
they arise lrom profound semiotic structures. It is hard to say rvhere thev
think the meaning comes from - it seems to have landed out of the blue. Let
me say again that meaning never comes from language as such, from
prolound symbolic structures or the mathematics of the unconscious. Mean-
ing is deternrined by very real social power formations that can be identi f ied
by anyone who cares to take the trouble to do so. Suppose I come into the
room wearing a long gown: in i tself  i t  means nothing, but i f  I  am doing i t  to
shon'that I  am a transvesti te i t  does mean something. I feveryone else present
is also a transvestite, there is no problem; but if, say, a conference ofclergy
wearing cassocks is taking place, then it r,r'iil have quite a diflerent meaning.
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In a rnental hospital,  i t  could be interpreted dif ferently '  again: 'He's not too
u,el l  today - wearing a dress again. '  In other words for a man to wear a skirt
rneans  one th ing  i f  he  is  a . judge or  a  p r ies t ,  anot l re r  i f  he  is  a  lunat ic ,  i  e t
another i f  he is a transvesti te. Signif icat ion is alrvavs inseparable lrom the
por.ver posit ion. Suppose you were to bring your shit  to someone on a dish:
ordinarv people u'ould f ind i t  meaningless atrd disgusting, buI to a therapist i t
could be a good sign. I t  would represent a gif t ,  or an important message which
the psvchoa.nal,vst would unfortunately tend to adapt to f i t  his o*'n system of
interpretat ions ( 'He's trving to explain his transference , I  atrt  his mother, he
is  regress ing .  .  . ' ,  e tc . ) .

In modern societ ies (be they capital ist or bureaucratic social ist),  al l
svmbc' l ic senriologies are centred upon the educating of the rvork lorce . This is
a process that starts in irr lancy: \4,e set oulselves ver; 'early on to do batt le lvi th

the chi ld's own logic and methods of semiotization. The chi ld is continual lv

being drivcn frorn side to side bv contradictorv po\ryer s-vsterns) start ing with

his or. 'n power ove r himself,  his gif ts, his own leel ings, his u ish to run, his rvish

to draw - al l  of 'which are in contradict ion with his wish to become an adult.

On top ofal l  this there are the constraints that burden the porver relat ions of
t ire tarr i ly and indirect lv burden him too. Tl-rere is a whole maze of contradic-
tory powers through which the chi ld must thread his waf in order to develop
his owr-r semiotic components ofdesire, to discipl ine them, to bend them to the
direct ion clecleed by the signif i  ing semiologies of the donrinant porver - in
other u,ords, to castrate them. Sometimes the entire s) 'stem shatters, and
there is conlusion, panic. neurosis. the vis. i t  to the psvchiatr ist and al l  the rest.

The third dist inct ion I have suggested is between signifving and a-
srgni lving semiotics. Fol lowing Charles Sanders Peirce, semioticians have
concluded that the systern of images ( icons) and the svstem of diagrams

should be brought together under a single heading, since for them a diagram

is no more than a simpli f ied image . But an image represents at once more and

less than a diaqram: ar-r image reproduces a great many aspects that a

diagram does not include in i ts lepresentation, while a diagram includes - lar

more precisely and eff icientl ; '  than an image - the art iculat ions rvhereby a

s-vstem operates. In my vier.v, there{bre, one must separate the two, placir lg

the image alongside symbolic semiotics, and making diagrammatism a

semiotic categorv on its own, a category/ of a-signifving semiotics - u hich is ol'
the utmost importance because i t  is rvhat we see at work in the world of the

sciences, ol music, of the econom,v and elsewhere. A-signifving, or diagram-

matic. semiotics produce not redundancies of signif icat ion. but machinic

redundancies (these are rvhat l inguists refer to when thev talk ofrelat ional
signif icat ions). To explain what he means by a diagram, Peirce gives the
example of a temperature curve, or) at a more complex level, a system of

algebraic equations. The signs function in place ofthe objects they relate to,
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independently of any e{Iects of signif icat ion that may exist alongside them.
This is as though the ideal would be for diagrammatic sign machines to lose
al l  their naturai inert ia, to give up al l  the manilold values that car) exist in
symbolic svstems or signifying syste nrs: the sign becomes so ref ined that there
are no longer thirty-six possible interpretat ions, but a single designation with
an extremell '  precise and r igid s,vntax. In physics, for instance, one can
always create for oneself one s o\{ 'n representation of atoms or part icles, but
such a representation would not f igure in scienti f ic semiotization.

Non-signifying semiotics can bring into play systems of signs that, though
they may incidental ly have a slmbolic or a signif ,ving effect, have no
connection with that symbolism or signif icat ion as lar as rheir specif ic
functioning is concerned. Symbolic se miotics, l ike signifving se miotics, derive
their e{Iect iveness lrom their dependenc€ on a part icu. lar a-signi lying
machine . I t  should be made clear that non-signifying sign machines in every
sphere tend to elude the terr i tor ial ir ies ofthe body, ofspace, o[rhe porver of
rocie ty, and the complexus ofsignif icarions that they conrain. They are in lact
the most de-terr i tor ial ized of al l .  For example: a chi ld wakes up and com-
plains of lee l ine i l l ,  w,hereupon his mother concludes that he does not want ro
go to school. Then, changing key, she decides to cai l  the doctor - who alone
can actual ly say, 'Your chi ld is not to go to school. '  She has shif ted f irst l rom a
svmbolic serniologv operating at the level of the chi ld's body to a signif ,ving
semioiogy at the level of famil ial  power, and then on to a lurther level where a
porr 'er machine steps in u' i th lormidable social and technical ei lect iveness. At
each of these shif ts, one terr i tor ial i ty has been abandoned for another that
offers greater scope for non-signifying sign machines. A diagrammatic
machine , the presumed science of the doctor, dissolves the diagrammatic
machine ofthe pou'er ofthe school, rvhich has alreadl 'part ly ovelr idden the
power of the family.

The rvhole labric of the capital ist world consists of this kind of f lux ol
de-terr i tor ial ized signs - money and economic signs, signs of prestige and so
on. Signif icat ions, social values (those one can interpret, that is) can be seen
at the level of power lormations, but, essential ly, capital ism depends upon
non-signi lving machines. There is, for instance, no meaning in the ups and
downs of the stock market; capital ist power, at the economic level, produces
no special discourse of i ls orvn, but simply seeks to control the non-signifying
semiotic machines, to manipulate the non-signifying cogs of the system.
Capital ism gives each of us our part icular role - doctor, chi ld, teacher, man,
woman, homosexual - and i t  is up to us to adapt ourselves to the system of
signif icat ion arranged lbr each ofus. But at the level ofreal power, i t .  is never
this type of role that is at issue; power does nor have to be identi f ied with the
director or the minister - i t  operates in relat ionships off inance and lorce, and
among di{Ierent pressure groups. A-signif i ing machines do not recognize
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i rgents , ind iv idua ls , ro lesorevenc lear lyde f inedob jec ts .B l  th isver l ' l ac t thev
acquire a kincl of omnipotence, moving across the signif icat ion systems rvithin
r.hich individr,ral agents recognize and become al ienated l iom one another.
Capital ism has no visible beginning or end.

There is no moment whe n we are not encircled by power formations. In our
societ ies people must not gesticulate overmuch; we must each sta1, in our
proper place, sigr-r on the dotted l ine, recognize the signals we are gi" 'en - and
any lai lure mav iand us up in prison or hospital.  Rather than Iooking upon the
scir izophrenic as someone rvho is paraly'sed inside his ou'n bodv and needs to
be looked atter, i t  might be better to r) '  to see (rather than interpre t) how he
Iunctions in the social si tuation he has to contend with, and rvhat are the
transr.ersal,  diaerammatic problems he is facing us with. I t  is not a matter of
ap.ing schizophrenics, playing at catatonics. but of discovering horv a mad
person, a chi ld, a homosexual. a prosti tute, etc, shif ts the components of
desire about in t ire social arena while we, the 'normal ' ,  take care to let well
alone. What does i t  r latter to us whether dramas of a symbolic (pre-signif i-

cant) order or a post-signif icant order are being acted out in the body ofa
iunat ic ,  a  chr ld  o r  anvone e lse? Is  i t  our job  to 'ad jus t '  such  peop le  so  tha t  the)
{ l t  into the rvorld, to ' treat '  deviance? What do we mean when rve talk of
treating a schizophrenic? One wonders whether i t  is more a matter of his
being there to chal lenge us rhan of our being there to look after him. When I
ta lk  about 'us ' ,  I  do  no t  jus t  mean us  as  ind iv idua ls  ( though,  in  lac t ,  i f  ; -ou
have a discussion with a schizophrenic soon after a familv quarrel,  you f ind

vourselfstart ins to think on quite dif ferent l ines - a therapeutic experience),
b r - r t 'us 'as  the  \^ /ho le  soc ia l  con tex t .  The sch izophrenrc  i s  f lounder ing  in  a
world in rvhich relat ionships of signs. or productions of signif icat ion, far
outstr ip our individual madnesses and neuroses.

Politics and Desire



Causality, Subjectivity and History'

r. History and the Signifying Determination
i{ isconceptions about the subjectivi ty ofhistory arise from the fact that one
tends w,i thout noticing i t  to pose the problem of a subject - whether to afhrm
or deny that there is one - as the subject that produces utterance ofdiscourse
and actions relat ing to history, rather than envisaging i t  simply as the subject
of utterances as we receive them. That there is a subject of history is not in
dispute; ir  is the subject rhat is consti tuted by, and remains the prisoner of,
repeti t ive structures, signifying chains wound back around thernseives. The
u'orking class, for example, as al ienated subjectivi ty, becomes the class of
class words - in other words the class ofutterances, producing, in a given area
o{'  historic utterance, signif icat ions lor such terms as 'class',  and 'class

struggle'- rvhereas it should bear within it the historic destiny of abolishing the
division ofsociety into classes. Indeed, in a certain t ime and place, there is a
special waf in which the word is spoken, a reinforcement of the stress, so that
the word i tse l l takes on a part icular class. In the u'orkers' movement the u,ord
'class' used currently as an abbreviat ion for 'working class' is pronounced
quite dif lerently lrom, say, a class at school.

Every mode olthought thus has i ts own init iatory code of metonyms, with
part icular meanings given to'Party' ,  ' the OId Man', or even'44'. 'We might
take as a start ing point something Lacan said in his f irst Seminar of l965-6:
'One need only say in passing that, in psychoanalysis, history is a dif lerent
dimension lrom that oldevelopment, and that i t  is a mistake to try to identi ly

r  .  Sec t ions  t ,  r  and 3  a l l  summar ize  lec tu res  u  i th  the  d iscuss ion  tha t  lo l lowed each one.  The f i rs t

rho  wcre  g iven to  rhe 'Theor .v  Commi t tee 'o f  rhe  FGERI  (Federa t ion  o f  Ins t i tu t iona l  S tudy  and

Research Groups). In October t965, some dozen groups, working along the l ines ofinstitutional

ana lys is ,  ledera ted  w i th in  the  FGERI :  they  cons is ted  o f  about  th ree  hundred psych ia t r i s ts ,

psychoanalysts, psychologists, nurses, academics, teachers, urban studies people, architects,

economists, members ofcooperatives, f i lm-makers and so on.

T h e C E R F I  ( C e n t r e f o r  l n s t i t u t i o n a l  S t u d y ,  R e s e a r c h a n d T r a i n i n g ) , a m e m b e r o f  r h e F G E R I .

publishes the revieu' Recherches, and a series of Cahiers de reclvrchesi the CERFI aiso commissions

various public and private bodies to produce specialized studies (on plant, cooperation, health,

educar ion  and so  on) ,

z .  Thc 'O ld  l t lan 'cou ld  app lv  equa l )y  to  Len in ,  S ta l in  o rTrorskr , i44  rue  Le  Pe le t ie r in  Par is  i s  the

headquar te  rs  o f  the  Communis t  Par ty  Cent ra l  Commi t tee .
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