


C
ertainly, one can interpret this as the m

om
ent of the interiorization by 

all developed com
m

odity societies of the negation that they hold in an 
cathartic but illusory exteriority of “really existing socialism

”, but it is there 
how

ever its m
ost superficial aspect. It is also perm

itted for each to dim
inish 

the insoluble character by certifying the general rule that “a political unity 
can not exist under the form

 of res publica, of the public, w
hich finds itself 

put into question each tim
e that it creates a space of non-publicity w

hich 
is an effective disavow

al of this publicity”. It is certainly not rare, thus, that 
certain take the Party as “disappearing in the shadow, but transform

ing the 
shadow

 into a strategic space from
 w

hence com
e the attacks w

hich destroy 
the place w

here until now
 im

perium
 m

anifested itself, w
hich dism

antle 
the vast background of offi

cial public life, that a technocratic intelligence 
w

ould not know
 to organize” (C

arl Schm
itt, Th

eory of the Partisan). It is 
a constant tem

ptation, in effect, to conceive the positive existence of the 
Im

aginary Party under the fam
iliar species of the guerrilla, of civil w

ar, of 
partisan w

arfare, of a conflict w
ithout a precise front or a declaration of 

hostilities, w
ithout arm

istice or peace treaty. And by these m
any aspects, it 

is verily a question of a w
ar that has nothing behind its acts, its violence, its 

crim
es, and w

hich appear to have no other program
, on this point, than to 

becom
e conscious violence, that is to say conscious of its m

etaphysical and 
political character.
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Th

e effective configuration of hostilities that the notion of the Im
aginary 

Party m
akes readable is m

arked essentially by asym
m

etry. W
e have no 

business, presently, w
ith the dispute of tw

o cam
ps that com

pete for the 
conquest of the sam

e trophy around w
hich, all things told, they find them

-
selves. H

ere, the protagonists m
ove on such perfectly strange planes, one 

from
 the other, that they do not m

eet except at very rare points of intersec-
tion, and everything accounted for, by the w

him
 of a certain chance. But 

this strangeness is itself asym
m

etrical: because, for the Im
aginary Party, the 

Spectacle is w
ithout m

ystery w
hereas for the Spectacle the Im

aginary Party 
m

ust rem
ain forever a m

ystery. From
 this follow

s a strategic consequence 
of the first im

portance: w
hile w

e can w
ithout problem

 designate our en-
em

y, w
hich is besides by essence designatable, our enem

y cannot designate 
us. Th

ere is no uniform
ity in the Im

aginary Party, because uniform
ity is 

precisely the central attribute of the Spectacle. Th
us it is from

 now
 on that 

all uniform
ity m

ust feel itself m
enaced and, w

ith it, all that it represents 
as currency. In other term

s, the Im
aginary Party know

s nothing but its 
enem

ies, not its m
em

bers, because its enem
ies are precisely all those w

ho 
one could know.
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Be

ca
us

e 
th

e 
Sp

ec
ta

cl
e 

ca
nn

ot
, i

n 
vi

rt
ue

 o
f t

he
 c

on
ge

ni
ta

l a
be

rr
at

io
n 

of
 it

s 
vi

sio
n 

of
 th

e 
w

or
ld

 n
o 

le
ss

 th
an

 fr
om

 st
ra

te
gi

c 
co

ns
id

er
at

io
ns

, s
ay

 a
ny

th
in

g,
 

se
e 

an
yt

hi
ng

, n
or

 u
nd

er
sta

nd
 a

ny
th

in
g 

of
 th

e 
Im

ag
in

ar
y 

Pa
rt

y, 
of

 w
hi

ch
 

th
e 

su
bs

ta
nc

e 
is 

pu
re

ly
 m

et
ap

hy
sic

al
, t

he
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

 fo
rm

 u
nd

er
 w

hi
ch

 th
e 

la
tte

r m
ak

es
 ir

ru
pt

io
n 

in
to

 v
isi

bi
lit

y 
is 

th
e 

fo
rm

 o
f c

at
as

tro
ph

e.
 Th

e 
ca

ta
s-

tro
ph

e 
is 

th
at

 w
hi

ch
 re

ve
al

s, 
bu

t c
an

no
t b

e 
re

ve
al

ed
. B

y 
th

at
, o

ne
 m

us
t u

n-
de

rs
ta

nd
 th

at
 th

e 
ca

ta
str

op
he

 d
oe

s n
ot

 e
xi

st 
sa

ve
 fo

r t
he

 S
pe

ct
ac

le
, o

f w
hi

ch
 

it 
is 

th
e 

su
dd

en
 a

nd
 u

na
lte

ra
bl

e 
ru

in
 o

f a
ll 

its
 p

at
ie

nt
 la

bo
r t

o 
m

ak
e 

pa
ss

 a
s 

a 
w

or
ld

 th
at

 w
hi

ch
 is

 o
nl

y 
its

 o
w

n 
W

el
ta

ns
ch

au
un

g;
 th

at
 b

es
id

es
 si

gn
al

s b
y 

th
is 

th
at

 it
 is

 in
ca

pa
bl

e,
 li

ke
 a

ll 
th

at
 is

 fi
ni

sh
ed

, o
f u

nd
er

sta
nd

in
g 

de
str

uc
-

tio
n.

 In
 e

ac
h 

“c
at

as
tro

ph
e”

 it
 is

 th
e 

m
od

e 
of

 c
om

m
od

ity
 u

nv
ei

lin
g 

th
at

 
fin

ds
 it

se
lf 

un
ve

ile
d 

an
d 

di
sc

on
tin

ue
d.

 It
s c

ha
ra

ct
er

 is
 in

 e
vi

de
nc

e 
as

 it
 fl

ie
s 

in
to

 p
ie

ce
s. 

Th
e 

to
ta

lit
y 

of
 c

at
eg

or
ie

s, 
of

 w
hi

ch
 it

 e
nf

or
ce

s t
he

 u
se

, f
ea

r a
n 

ex
pl

od
in

g 
re

al
ity

. I
nt

er
es

t, 
eq

ui
va

le
nc

e,
 c

al
cu

lu
s, 

ut
ili

ty
, w

or
k,

 a
nd

 v
al

ue
 a

re
 

pu
t t

o 
fli

gh
t b

y 
th

e 
no

n-
as

sig
na

bi
lit

y 
of

 n
eg

at
io

n.
 Th

er
ef

or
e 

th
e 

Im
ag

in
ar

y 
Pa

rt
y 

is 
kn

ow
n 

in
 th

e 
Sp

ec
ta

cl
e 

as
 th

e 
pa

rt
y 

of
 c

ha
os

, c
ris

is,
 a

nd
 d

isa
ste

r.

In
di

sp
ut

ab
ly,

 th
e 

sta
te

 o
f e

xc
ep

tio
n 

be
co

m
es

 g
en

er
al

ize
d.

 N
o 

on
e 

ca
n 

an
y 

lo
ng

er
 p

re
te

nd
, i

n 
on

e 
ca

m
p 

as
 in

 th
e 

ot
he

r, 
to

 se
cu

rit
y. 

Th
is 

is 
go

od
. W

e 
kn

ow
 a

t p
re

se
nt

 th
at

 th
e 

de
no

ue
m

en
t i

s c
lo

se
. “

Lu
ci

d 
sa

in
tli

ne
ss

 re
co

gn
ize

s 
in

 it
se

lf 
th

e 
ne

ce
ss

ity
 o

f d
es

tr
uc

tio
n,

 th
e 

ne
ce

ss
ity

 o
f a

 tr
ag

ic
 is

su
e”

 (B
a-

ta
ill

e,
 Th

e 
G

ui
lty

).
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In the exact proportion as the catastrophe is truth to the state of fulgura-
tion, those of the Im

aginary Party w
ork to hasten the advent of this by any 

m
eans. Th

e axes of com
m

unication are for them
 privileged targets. Th

ey 
know

 how
 infrastructures that “are w

orth billions” can be destroyed in an 
audacious coup. Th

ey know
 the tactical w

eakness, the points of least resis-
tance and the m

om
ents of vulnerability of the opposing organization. Th

ey 
are besides freer to choose w

hat w
ill be the theatre of their operations and 

act at the point w
here the sm

allest forces can cause the greatest losses.

Above all, the Spectacle does not w
ant to see there that so m

any attacks 
are directed against it and its ignom

iny. Ergo, from
 the spectacular point 

of view, the point of view
 of a certain alienation of the state of public 

explanation, the Im
aginary Party is resum

ed into a confused ensem
ble of 

gratuitous and isolated crim
inal acts of w

hich the authors possess no sense, 
sim

ilar to the periodic irruption in visibility of the alw
ays m

ore m
ysteri-

ous form
s of terrorism

; all things w
hich finish all the sam

e, in the end, by 
producing the disagreeable im

pression that one is shielded from
 nothing in 

the Spectacle, that an obscure m
enace w

eighs on the em
pty order of com

-
m

odity society.



Th
e 

m
os

t t
ro

ub
lin

g,
 a

s o
ne

 in
te

rr
og

at
es

 th
em

, i
s c

er
ta

in
ly

 th
at

 th
ey

 k
no

w
 

al
l o

f t
hi

s, 
w

ith
ou

t h
ow

ev
er

 k
no

w
in

g 
th

at
 th

ey
 k

no
w

 it
. Th

us
, a

n 
an

on
y-

m
ou

s w
or

ke
r a

t a
 b

ot
tli

ng
 p

la
nt

 p
ou

rs
 c

ya
ni

de
 “

ju
st 

lik
e 

th
at

” 
in

 a
 h

an
df

ul
 

of
 c

an
s, 

a 
yo

un
g 

m
an

 a
ss

as
sin

at
es

 a
 to

ur
ist

 in
 th

e 
na

m
e 

of
 th

e 
“p

ur
ity

 o
f t

he
 

m
ou

nt
ai

n”
 a

nd
 si

gn
s h

is 
cr

im
e 

“L
e 

M
ES

SI
”,

 a
no

th
er

 “w
ith

ou
t a

pp
ar

en
t 

re
as

on
” 

bl
ew

 o
ut

 th
e 

br
ai

ns
 o

f h
is 

pe
tit

-b
ou

rg
eo

is 
fa

th
er

 o
n 

hi
s b

irt
hd

ay
, a

 
th

ird
 o

pe
ns

 fi
re

 o
n 

th
e 

w
ise

 h
er

d 
of

 h
is 

sc
ho

ol
 c

om
ra

de
s, 

a 
la

st 
“g

ra
tu

ito
us

-
ly

” 
th

re
w

 b
ric

ks
 a

t c
ar

s l
au

nc
he

d 
on

 th
e 

liv
el

y 
al

lu
re

 o
f t

he
 h

ig
hw

ay
, w

he
n 

he
 d

id
 n

ot
 b

ur
n 

th
em

 in
 th

ei
r p

ar
ki

ng
 lo

ts.

In
 th

e 
Sp

ec
ta

cl
e,

 th
e 

Im
ag

in
ar

y 
Pa

rt
y 

do
es

 n
ot

 a
pp

ea
r a

s t
he

 w
or

k 
of

 h
u-

m
an

s, 
bu

t o
f s

tr
an

ge
 a

ct
s, 

in
 th

e 
se

ns
e 

un
de

rs
to

od
 b

y 
th

e 
Sa

bb
at

ea
n 

tr
ad

i-
tio

n.
 Th

es
e 

ac
ts 

th
em

se
lv

es
 a

re
 n

ot
 h

ow
ev

er
 c

on
ne

ct
ed

 w
ith

 o
ne

 a
no

th
er

, 
bu

t s
ys

te
m

at
ic

al
ly

 h
el

d 
in

 th
e 

en
ig

m
a 

of
 th

e 
ex

ce
pt

io
n;

 o
ne

 w
ou

ld
 n

ot
 h

av
e 

th
e 

id
ea

 to
 se

e 
in

 th
es

e 
m

an
ife

sta
tio

ns
 a

 u
ni

qu
e 

an
d 

sim
ila

r h
um

an
 n

eg
at

iv
-

ity
, b

ec
au

se
 o

ne
 d

oe
s n

ot
 k

no
w

 w
ha

t n
eg

at
iv

ity
 is

; a
t b

ot
to

m
, o

ne
 d

oe
s n

ot
 

kn
ow

 a
ny

 lo
ng

er
 w

ha
t h

um
an

ity
 is

, n
or

 e
ve

n 
if 

it 
ex

ist
s. 

Al
l t

hi
s s

ta
nd

s o
ut

 
in

 th
e 

re
gi

ste
r o

f t
he

 a
bs

ur
d,

 a
nd

 a
t t

hi
s p

ric
e:

 th
er

e 
is 

no
th

in
g 

m
uc

h 
th

at
 

do
es

 n
ot

 st
an

d 
ou

t.




