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Images and societies of control
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Translation Ana Iribas (Arte Traducciones)

This third number of Re-visiones owes its thematic issue – “Images and societies of control” – to the 
last of the seminars held within the project Images of Art and the Re-writing of Narratives in Global 
Visual Culture, an encounter with Maurizio Lazzarato, who at the time had just published his book The 
Making of Indebted Man. Essay on the Neoliberal Condition [1]. The seminar was held in critical times 
of the economic crisis that was affecting Spain in particular – as a member of the PIGS – when capital, 
in one of the inevitable alignments we have grown accustomed to, throws its low merchant’s cloth on 
the floor and sells the banks’ toxic assets, while perverse austerity policies were fit to that end. By, then, 
occupy movements, though “minimal”, tried to “invent time-space arrangements” [2]; despite the hope 
in the successive waves formed, at a global level, in the sea of an apparently unstoppable multitude, 
we could also see how, above these waves, the man in control, who – as Deleuze accurately pointed 
out – is undulatory, stayed in orbit and surfed “in a continuous network” [3]. So, if one of the previous 
numbers was dedicated – in a certain tone of hope – to the link between image, body and knowledge, 
and another issue focussed on the performativity of the image, we were now traversed by words such 
as credit, trust, debt, disrepute, promise, guilt, deficit, risk, insecurity, uncertainty… With Lazzarato, we 
decided that his words of almost a decade ago are in force more than ever: “The paradigmatic body 
of our societies is no longer the mute body moulded by discipline, but rather it is the bodies and souls 
marked by the signs, words and images” [4]. Every day we got up ‘marked’ by these words and images, 
these signs that put us on the brink of the abyss; the media had a perfect command of the dynamic 
sublime and, especially, of the mathematical, subject, as we were, to the talibanism of figures: “Like the 
Grand Canyon, the fall of the banks can be a terrifying but sublime spectacle”, said in 2008 the urban 
planner and writer Mike Davis in Can Obama see the Grand Canyon? [5]. The old phantasmagoria that 
constituted us from Marx’s Book I of The Capital to Debord’s The Society of the Spectacle unfolded in 
a block-language, a straitjacket-discourse that denied us any critical and transparent genealogy of the 
state of affairs that had brought us to the broadcasting of sentences such as “deadly embrace between 
debt and bank” or the fact of being “on the edge of the financial abyss”.

“Man is no longer man enclosed, but man in debt”. This is Deleuze’s conclusion about control societies 
in his Post-scriptum [6], a brief text which, given the huge body of references on the issue, is still an 
unequivocal place to come back to. The shift from a disciplinary society (Foucault) to the society of 
control outlined by Deleuze is full of images, but these are linguistic; in this way, “[T]he coils of a serpent 
are even more complex that the burrows of a molehill”. In contrast to enclosures as fixed moulds, 
controls are a modulation, “a sieve whose mesh will transmute from point to point”; flexible meshes 
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and nets; passwords (numbers) instead of watchwords; starting afresh instead of unlimited deferral; 
confinement and discipline versus open air and mechanisms of control. Twenty-three years later, we can 
recognize ourselves in his sketches, which we have already incorporated unconsciously: percepts and 
affects constitute “a nonphilosophical understanding of philosophy” [7].

Re-visiones explores this state of things from various perspectives. The text by Tania Castellano looks 
into the double awareness of the modern subject, between ‘suffering’ and ‘alienation’, from Beckett’s 
Film to some artists who have treated the subject of technological immersion and surveillance. Beyond 
the walls where Object-Keaton takes shelter, Javier Fresneda immerses us in the Outernet, in the 
sense of that which “allows us to embody the attributes in which the image negotiates agreements 
between humans and non-humans”. José Miguel Cortés warns us in his article that, within the open 
air of fluxes, the city is marked by spaces of control and that the planning of urban space uses certain 
technologies of control that affect “aspects of inclusion or exclusion, of visibility and concealment, 
of control or subjugation, with which citizens have to cope”. Francesca Martinez Tagliavia reviews 
Gustave Le Bon’s text The Crowd, defending visual criticism as a possible way to overthrow the 
populism and the charismatic manipulation that dwell behind the dominant ideologies of the twentieth 
century. It is a necessary starting point to address the issue of masses from new perspectives. Brian 
Holmes, in turn, offers us a theory of the eventwork as “[d]eliberately breaking the normalized flow of 
collective experience, with the intent to provoke political debate and action”. Finding a way out from the 
“programmed society” seemed an urgent need – yet not simple. In the light of the thought of the last 
Guattari, Holmes lays out a map of vectors of the previously mentioned eventwork. Closing the issue, 
Julián Cruz outlines a small genealogy of what he calls “insurrectionary acts” – those that try to escape 
from the suffocating control that has seeped into the bones of painstaking and forewarned citizens –, 
a sort of mise en abyme, of control within control. He includes a small collection of insurgents, among 
which are William Burroughs who – not by accident, according to Deleuze’s texts that accompany us – 
undertook the analysis of “continuous control and instant communication” [8].

There is something in Deleuze’s text that directly concerns Academia. In a few pages, he repeatedly 
warns about the danger of “continuous forms of control, and the effect on the school of perpetual 
training, the corresponding abandonment of all university research, the introduction of the ‘corporation’ 
at all levels of schooling” [9]. The crisis of institutions and the gradual establishment of a new system of 
domination. And he writes this in 1990.

Knowledge, power and control are intertwined, and we would have to go on to ask about the devices 
in which we have become entangled. It is clear that the courses we teach belong to an education 
system that is “governmentalized”, and we do well in following Foucault: “power relations have been 
progressively governmentalized, that is to say, elaborated, rationalized, and centralized in the form 
of, or under the auspices of, state institutions” [10]. The multiple university curricula are still defending 
with tooth and nail deeply rooted disciplines, Hegelian programs, and the cover of many professors for 
whom, still today, ‘it is too late’ to adapt to the changing times. The methodological criteria by which our 
research is assessed also come close, most of the times, to this model. Inevitably, all power relations 
understood in the Foucaultian terms of the same text are accompanied by “a whole field of responses, 
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reactions, results, and possible interventions” that open to them. That is: they come with resistances. 
I wonder if this only happens once we close our classroom doors, once we make small improvements 
in the programs and introduce different formats for the practicums, and I wonder if this is our only room 
for manoeuvre. Meanwhile, you “[o]bey the rules of your discipline (research the right things, publish 
research in the right places, quote the right people […]) or the discipline will punish you accordingly” 
[11]. In this case, control goes hand in hand with penalty. To also think about the matters that concern 
us in relation to research, its transfer, its evaluation and its relation with the dominant languages and 
knowledges [12], is a way to assess our resilience or our submission to control.
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