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Walter Benjamin, “The Work of Art in the Age of Mechanical Re-
production” Illuminations (New York: Harcourt, Brace and World, 
1968): 253.
2
See Andrew Higgens, “Art and Politics in The Russian Revolution”, 
Studio International 927 (1970): 164.
3
For detailed accounts of the CIA’s involvement in the promotion of 
abstract art see Eva Cockroft, “Abstract Expressionism, Weapon of 
the Cold War”, Artforum 15 (1974): 39-41, and also Frances
Saunders, “Modern Art was CIA ‘Weapon’” Independent, October 
22, 1995. Accessed May 25, 2014. http://www.independent.co.uk/
news/world/modern-art-was-cia-weapon-1578808.html
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ly

 
ex

te
nd

s 
th

e 
sc

o
pe

 o
f 

th
e 

w
o

rk
 b

ey
o

nd
 t

he
 e

dg
e 

o
f 

it
s 

ca
nv

as
—p

ro
je

ct
in

g 
us

 in
to

 t
he

 r
ea

lm
 o

f 
im

ag
in

at
io

n 
pr

ec
is

el
y 

b
ec

au
se

 w
e’

ll 
ne

ve
r 

ge
t 

to
 lo

o
k 

b
eh

in
d 

th
e 

‘c
ur

ta
in

’, 
to

 s
ee

 t
he

 s
hr

o
ud

ed
-i

n-
se

cr
ec

y 
b

o
ar

dr
o

o
m

 f
o

r 
o

ur
se

lv
es

. 

It
’s

 a
 t

ri
ck

 M
cA

vo
y 

pu
lls

 o
ff

 h
er

e:
 m

ak
in

g 
w

o
rk

 e
n-

m
es

he
d 

in
 c

o
nt

em
po

ra
ry

 is
su

es
 b

ut
, b

y 
in

vo
ki

ng
 a

 
F

ut
ur

is
t 

an
te

ce
de

nt
, a

ls
o

 c
as

ti
ng

 a
n 

ey
e 

to
 t

he
 h

is
to

ry
 

o
f 

ar
t. 

In
 t

he
 p

ro
ce

ss
 h

e 
tr

av
er

se
s 

a 
hu

nd
re

d 
o

r 
so

 
ye

ar
s 

w
hi

le
 r

em
in

di
ng

 u
s 

th
at

 p
er

ha
ps

 b
o

th
 a

rt
 a

nd
 it

s 
hi

st
o

ry
 a

re
, w

he
n 

th
ey

 a
ll 

b
o

il 
do

w
n,

 s
im

pl
y 

po
lit

ic
s 

b
y 

an
o

th
er

 m
ea

ns
.



From an archive photograph declassified in 2012 to celebrate 
the 60th Anniversary of the NSA.

Caption: Members of the U.S. Army Signal Intelligence Service 
are seen here posing in front of their vault in1935. The Signal 
Intelligence Service was renamed the Signal Security Agency in 
1943. In 1945, it became the Army Security Agency. From left, 
H. Frank Bearce, Solomon Kullback, Army Capt. Harrod Miller, 
William Friedman, Abraham Sinkov, Coast Guard Lt. L.D. Jones, 
Frank Rowlett. Sitting: Louise Newkirk Nelson. Absent: John B. 
Hurt. National Security Agency).

Source: http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-innovations/
a-history-...3/06/19/ded58b8a-d823-11e2-a9f2-42ee3912ae0e_
gallery.html#item5
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Th
ou

gh
t i

s 
ce

nt
ra

l t
o 

po
lit

ic
s.

It 
is

 u
nr

ea
lis

tic
 to

 th
in

k 
th

at
 re

al
 tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
ca

nn
ot

 
be

 th
ou

gh
t.

H
is

to
ry

 w
as

 a
ll 

al
on

g 
th

ou
gh

t a
ga

in
st

 it
s 

un
th

in
ka

bi
lit

y.
 

Th
ou

gh
t r

em
ai

ns
 a

 b
at

tle
fie

ld
.

It 
is

 th
ou

gh
t, 

gi
ve

n 
as

 th
e 

un
th

in
ka

bl
e,

 th
at

 w
e 

ar
e 

m
ad

e 
to

 fe
ar

.

Th
e 

po
w

er
 o

f t
ho

ug
ht

 is
 to

 c
om

e 
to

 te
rm

s 
w

ith
 w

ha
t i

s 
sa

id
 

to
 b

e 
un

th
in

ka
bl

e.

Th
e 

qu
es

tio
n 

of
 o

rg
an

is
at

io
n 

is
 a

 q
ue

st
io

n 
fo

r t
ho

ug
ht

.

W
ha

t d
o 

w
e 

th
in

k?
G

uy
 C

o
hn

 a
nd

 H
en

ri
 C

ar
lo

s
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Th
ou

gh
t i

s 
ce

nt
ra

l t
o 

po
lit

ic
s.

P
o

lit
ic

s 
re

qu
ir

es
 t

ha
t 

pe
o

pl
e 

o
rg

an
is

e.
 T

hi
s 

o
rg

an
is

-
at

io
n 

ca
n 

b
e 

re
ac

ti
o

na
ry

 a
nd

 it
 c

an
 b

e 
co

nf
us

ed
. 

H
o

w
ev

er
, t

he
re

 a
re

 t
im

es
 w

he
n 

pe
o

pl
e 

w
ill

 o
rg

an
is

e 
th

em
se

lv
es

 in
 s

uc
h 

a 
w

ay
 t

ha
t 

tr
ut

h 
is

 r
ev

ea
le

d 
ab

o
ut

 
th

e 
st

at
e 

o
f 

th
in

gs
. T

hi
s 

ki
nd

 o
f 

o
rg

an
is

at
io

n 
ca

n 
fu

nd
am

en
ta

lly
 t

ra
ns

fo
rm

 t
he

 w
o

rl
d.

P
eo

pl
e 

do
n’

t 
ha

ve
 t

o
 s

im
pl

y 
re

sp
o

nd
 a

ut
o

m
at

ic
al

ly
 t

o
 

th
ei

r 
si

tu
at

io
n;

 w
e 

ha
ve

 t
ho

ug
ht

. T
ho

ug
ht

 a
b

o
ut

 w
ha

t 
is

, a
b

o
ut

 h
o

w
 t

hi
ng

s 
ha

ve
 b

ee
n 

fr
am

ed
 a

nd
 a

b
o

ut
 w

ha
t 

ca
n 

b
e 

do
ne

 t
o

 c
ha

ng
e 

th
in

gs
. 

It 
is

 u
nr

ea
lis

tic
 to

 th
in

k 
th

at
 re

al
 tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
ca

nn
ot

 
be

 th
ou

gh
t.

Th
e 

id
ea

 t
ha

t 
tr

an
sf

o
rm

at
io

n 
o

f 
th

e 
w

o
rl

d 
ca

n 
b

e 
th

o
ug

ht
 is

 d
is

m
is

se
d 

as
 ‘i

de
al

is
m

’ b
y 

to
da

y’
s 

ch
am

p-
io

ns
 o

f 
re

al
it

y.
 In

ev
it

ab
ly

 t
he

 c
ry

 a
ga

in
st

 t
he

 t
ho

ug
ht

 
o

f 
tr

an
sf

o
rm

at
io

n 
w

ill
 b

e 
‘y

o
u 

ar
e 

b
ei

ng
 u

nr
ea

lis
ti

c!
’ 

B
ut

 t
hi

s 
is

 a
n 

o
b

sc
ur

e,
 c

o
nf

us
ed

 r
ea

lit
y 

b
ei

ng
 c

ha
m

p-
io

ne
d:

 w
ha

t 
is

 a
ct

ua
lly

 u
nr

ea
lis

ti
c 

is
 t

he
 n

o
ti

o
n 

th
at

 t
hi

ng
s 

ca
n 

go
 o

n 
th

e 
w

ay
 t

he
y 

ar
e.

 W
ha

t 
is

 
ac

tu
al

ly
 u

nr
ea

lis
ti

c 
is

 t
he

 id
ea

 t
ha

t 
w

e 
ca

n 
no

t 
th

in
k 

re
al

 t
ra

ns
fo

rm
at

io
n;

 t
ha

t 
re

al
 t

ra
ns

fo
rm

at
io

n 
is

 
un

th
in

ka
b

le
.

H
is

to
ry

 w
as

 a
ll 

al
on

g 
th

ou
gh

t a
ga

in
st

 it
s 

un
th

in
ka

bi
lit

y.

W
e 

sh
o

ul
d 

ne
ve

r 
un

de
re

st
im

at
e 

th
e 

ca
pa

ci
ty

 f
o

r 
th

o
ug

ht
 t

o
 le

ad
 p

eo
pl

e 
to

 s
ee

m
in

gl
y 

‘u
nt

hi
nk

ab
le

’ 
ch

an
ge

. H
is

to
ry

 is
 fi

lle
d 

w
it

h 
ex

am
pl

es
 o

f 
pe

o
pl

e’
s 

sh
ar

ed
 c

ap
ac

it
y 

to
 t

ra
ns

fo
rm

 t
he

 w
o

rl
d 

ag
ai

ns
t 

th
e 

co
nfi

ne
s 

o
f 

w
ha

t 
is

 c
o

ns
id

er
ed

 p
o

ss
ib

le
.

‘Im
po

ss
ib

le
’ c

ha
ng

e 
is

 m
ad

e 
po

ss
ib

le
 b

y 
pe

o
pl

e 
na

m
in

g 
th

e 
ch

an
ce

—t
he

 p
o

ss
ib

ili
ty

—t
ha

t 
it

 c
o

ul
d 

ta
ke

 
pl

ac
e.

 H
is

to
ry

 is
 m

ad
e 

up
 o

f 
th

e 
na

m
es

 g
iv

en
 t

o
 t

ho
se

 
m

o
m

en
ts

—t
ho

se
 c

ha
nc

es
—i

n 
w

hi
ch

 s
ee

m
in

gl
y 

‘u
nt

hi
nk

-
ab

le
’, 

‘im
po

ss
ib

le
’ c

ha
ng

e 
to

o
k 

pl
ac

e.

Th
ou

gh
t r

em
ai

ns
 a

 b
at

tle
fie

ld
.

To
da

y,
 m

o
re

 t
ha

n 
ev

er
, u

nt
o

ld
 e

ne
rg

y 
is

 s
pe

nt
 d

efi
ni

ng
 

th
e 

lim
it

s 
o

f 
w

ha
t 

is
 p

o
ss

ib
le

. I
n 

th
e 

fi
el

d 
o

f 
po

lit
ic

al
 

th
o

ug
ht

 a
nd

 o
rg

an
is

at
io

n,
 li

m
it

s 
to

 w
ha

t 
is

 ‘p
o

ss
ib

le
’ 

ar
e 

de
pl

o
ye

d 
an

d 
po

lic
ed

 le
ft

, r
ig

ht
 a

nd
 c

en
tr

e.

Th
es

e 
lim

it
s,

 d
is

ti
ng

ui
sh

in
g 

b
et

w
ee

n 
w

ha
t 

is
 p

o
ss

ib
le

 
an

d 
w

ha
t 

is
 im

po
ss

ib
le

, r
es

ul
t 

fr
o

m
 p

eo
pl

e’
s 

de
ci

si
o

ns
 

an
d 

pe
o

pl
e’

s 
la

ck
 o

f 
de

ci
si

o
n.

 T
he

 w
o

rl
d 

is
 m

et
er

ed
 in

 
de

ci
si

o
ns

, b
ut

 m
ir

ed
 in

 o
ur

 f
ai

lu
re

 t
o

 d
ec

id
e 

to
 d

efi
ne

 
ne

w
 p

o
ss

ib
ili

ti
es

 a
nd

 t
ra

ns
fo

rm
 t

he
 g

iv
en

 li
m

it
s 

o
f 

an
y 

m
o

m
en

t.



It 
is

 th
ou

gh
t, 

gi
ve

n 
as

 th
e 

un
th

in
ka

bl
e,

 th
at

 w
e 

ar
e 

m
ad

e 
to

 fe
ar

.

In
 t

he
 p

o
lic

in
g 

o
f 

po
ss

ib
ili

ty
 w

e 
ar

e 
re

gu
la

rl
y 

re
m

in
de

d 
o

f 
th

e 
ho

rr
o

r 
o

f 
th

e 
‘u

nt
hi

nk
ab

le
’, 

th
e 

‘u
ns

pe
ak

ab
le

’, 
an

d 
th

e 
‘u

ni
m

ag
in

ab
le

’. 
S

ur
ve

ill
an

ce
 is

 ju
st

ifi
ed

 b
y 

th
e 

fa
ct

 t
ha

t 
pe

o
pl

e 
th

in
k 

th
e 

un
th

in
ka

b
le

, s
pe

ak
 t

he
 

un
sp

ea
ka

b
le

 a
nd

 im
ag

in
e 

th
e 

un
im

ag
in

ab
le

.

S
o

 it
 is

 t
ha

t 
su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
ha

s 
no

t 
b

ee
n 

ju
st

ifi
ed

 b
y 

th
e 

un
th

in
ka

b
le

, b
ut

 b
y 

th
o

ug
ht

; n
o

t 
b

y 
th

e 
un

sp
ea

ka
b

le
, 

b
ut

 b
y 

sp
ee

ch
; n

o
t 

b
y 

th
e 

un
im

ag
in

ab
le

, b
ut

 b
y 

im
ag

in
at

io
n.

 T
he

 f
ea

r 
o

f 
th

e 
un

th
in

ka
b

le
 is

 in
 r

ea
lit

y 
a 

fe
ar

 o
f 

th
o

ug
ht

 it
se

lf
, a

nd
 t

hi
s—

fe
ar

 o
f 

th
o

ug
ht

—i
s 

w
ha

t 
gr

o
un

ds
 t

he
 p

o
lit

ic
s 

o
f 

su
rv

ei
lla

nc
e.

Th
e 

po
w

er
 o

f t
ho

ug
ht

 is
 to

 c
om

e 
to

 te
rm

s 
w

ith
 w

ha
t i

s 
sa

id
 

to
 b

e 
un

th
in

ka
bl

e.
 Th

e 
ta

sk
 o

f 
th

o
ug

ht
 is

 t
o

 p
ut

 t
he

 r
ea

l, 
m

at
er

ia
l w

o
rl

d 
in

to
 t

er
m

s 
w

hi
ch

 a
llo

w
 p

eo
pl

e 
to

 a
ct

 w
it

hi
n 

it
: 

th
o

ug
ht

’s
 t

as
k 

is
 t

o
 t

hi
nk

 w
ha

t 
is

 n
o

t 
th

o
ug

ht
. T

he
 

sh
ap

e 
th

at
 t

ho
ug

ht
 t

ak
es

—h
o

w
 it

 is
 d

ev
el

o
pe

d,
 h

o
w

 
it

 is
 s

ha
re

d,
 h

o
w

 it
 is

 r
em

em
b

er
ed

—d
efi

ne
s 

pe
o

pl
e’

s 
de

ci
si

o
ns

 in
 t

he
 w

o
rl

d.

In
de

ed
, t

hr
o

ug
h 

th
o

ug
ht

 t
he

 u
nt

hi
nk

ab
le

 it
se

lf
 c

an
 

de
ve

lo
p:

 t
o

da
y 

th
e 

th
o

ug
ht

 o
f 

fa
sc

is
m

 c
o

nt
in

ue
s 

to
 

b
e 

ac
te

d 
up

o
n,

 ju
st

 a
s 

th
e 

th
o

ug
ht

 b
eh

in
d 

th
e 

m
as

s 
su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
o

f 
to

da
y’

s 
ca

pi
ta

lis
t 

de
m

o
cr

ac
ie

s 
co

nt
in

-
ue

s 
to

 p
av

e 
th

e 
w

ay
 f

o
r 

in
nu

m
er

ab
le

 a
tr

o
ci

ti
es

. 
In

 c
o

m
in

g 
to

 t
er

m
s 

w
it

h 
th

e 
pr

es
en

ce
 o

f 
su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
an

d 
fa

sc
is

m
, a

nd
 t

he
 t

ho
ug

ht
 t

ha
t 

su
pp

o
rt

s 
ca

pi
ta

lis
t 

de
m

o
cr

ac
y,

 w
e 

m
us

t 
di

sp
ro

ve
 t

he
 u

nt
hi

nk
ab

ili
ty

 o
f 

th
e 

‘u
nt

hi
nk

ab
le

’. 

Th
e 

qu
es

tio
n 

of
 o

rg
an

is
at

io
n 

is
 a

 q
ue

st
io

n 
fo

r t
ho

ug
ht

.

In
 o

rg
an

is
in

g 
po

lit
ic

s,
 p

eo
pl

e 
ta

ke
 u

p 
th

e 
po

si
ti

o
n 

o
f 

th
e 

un
th

in
ka

b
le

; p
eo

pl
e 

pu
t 

in
to

 t
ho

ug
ht

 p
re

ci
se

ly
 t

ha
t 

w
hi

ch
 t

he
 g

o
ve

rn
in

g 
lo

gi
c 

o
f 

o
ur

 t
im

e 
se

ek
s 

to
 s

up
-

pr
es

s:
 t

ho
ug

ht
 t

ha
t 

co
ul

d 
le

ad
 t

o
 r

ea
l t

ra
ns

fo
rm

at
io

n.

A
nd

 s
o

 t
he

 q
ue

st
io

n 
o

f 
o

rg
an

is
at

io
n—

ho
w

, w
he

n,
 

w
he

re
 a

nd
 w

ha
t 

is
 t

o
 b

e 
do

ne
?—

is
 a

 q
ue

st
io

n 
fo

r 
th

o
ug

ht
. T

ho
ug

ht
 a

nd
 o

rg
an

is
at

io
n 

co
m

e 
to

ge
th

er
 t

o
 

re
ve

al
 t

ha
t 

th
e 

un
to

ld
 r

es
o

ur
ce

s 
pu

t 
in

to
 s

ur
ve

ill
an

ce
 

an
d 

co
nt

ro
l s

er
ve

 t
o

 s
up

pr
es

s 
th

e 
fa

ct
 t

ha
t 

pe
o

pl
e 

ar
e 

al
re

ad
y 

th
in

ki
ng

 a
nd

 o
rg

an
is

in
g 

to
 t

ra
ns

fo
rm

 t
he

 
w

o
rl

d:
 t

ha
t 

a 
ne

w
 p

re
se

nt
 is

 a
lr

ea
dy

 h
er

e.
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Ju
st

 a
 f

ew
 d

ay
s 

la
te

r 
[a

ft
er

 t
he

 u
pr

is
in

g]
, w

it
h 

th
e 

b
lo

o
d 

o
f 

o
ur

 f
al

le
n 

st
ill

 f
re

sh
 in

 t
he

 c
it

y 
st

re
et

s,
 w

e 
re

al
iz

ed
 t

ha
t 

th
o

se
 f

ro
m

 o
ut

si
de

 d
id

 n
o

t 
se

e 
us

.

A
cc

us
to

m
ed

 t
o

 lo
o

ki
ng

 a
t 

th
e 

in
di

ge
no

us
 f

ro
m

 a
b

o
ve

, 
th

ey
 d

id
 n

o
t 

ra
is

e 
th

ei
r 

ey
es

 t
o

 lo
o

k 
at

 u
s.

A
cc

us
to

m
ed

 t
o

 s
ee

in
g 

us
 h

um
ili

at
ed

, t
he

ir
 h

ea
rt

 d
id

 
no

t 
un

de
rs

ta
nd

 o
ur

 d
ig

ni
fi

ed
 r

eb
el

lio
n.

Th
ei

r 
ey

es
 w

er
e 

fi
xe

d 
o

n 
th

e 
o

nl
y 

m
es

ti
zo

 t
he

y 
sa

w
 

w
it

h 
a 

b
al

ac
la

va
, t

ha
t 

is
 t

o
 s

ay
, o

ne
 t

he
y 

di
d 

no
t 

lo
o

k 
at

. 

O
ur

 b
o

ss
es

 t
o

ld
 u

s 
th

en
:

“T
he

y 
o

nl
y 

se
e 

th
ei

r 
o

w
n 

sm
al

ln
es

s,
 le

t’s
 m

ak
e 

so
m

e-
o

ne
 a

s 
sm

al
l a

s 
th

em
, s

o
 t

he
y 

m
ay

 s
ee

 h
im

 a
nd

 
th

ro
ug

h 
hi

m
 t

he
y 

m
ay

 s
ee

 u
s.

”

A
 c

o
m

pl
ex

 m
an

eu
ve

r 
o

f 
di

st
ra

ct
io

n 
b

eg
an

 t
he

n,
 a

 
te

rr
ib

le
 a

nd
 m

ar
ve

llo
us

 m
ag

ic
 t

ri
ck

, a
 m

al
ic

io
us

 p
la

y 
o

f 
th

e 
in

di
ge

no
us

 h
ea

rt
 t

ha
t 

w
e 

ar
e,

 t
he

 in
di

ge
no

us
 

kn
o
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“We All Must Become Zapatistas,” Chris Hedges, accessed 
June 23, 2014, http://www.truthdig.com/report/item/we_all_must_
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