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VIRILIO 1NC
The drive to improve transportation infrastructure is rooted in a worship of speed—time conquers space as we seek endless acceleration which dissolves politics
Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 81-83) //BZ

But let us get back to Europe’s great engineering projects and the political significance of this initial programme of European infrastructural development. The whole point of all this development - the building of bridges and roadways, the digging of tunnels, the laying of railways and highways on expropriated land - is to make the territory more dynamic, in order to increase the transit speed of people and goods. That great ‘static vehicle’ constituted by the road and railway networks promotes the acceleration of the small ‘dynamic vehicles’ that use them, allowing whole convoys to glide smoothly; and, pretty soon, resistance to the forward motion of mobile vehicles, shown, from time immemorial, by a nation’s geographical depth, will disap-pear. But so will all topographical asperities, those hills and steep valleys that were the pride, the splendour, of the regions traversed, being ironed out. And the (sole) winner will be the outrageously outsized metropolitan agglomeration capable of absorbing, on its own, most of the power of the nations of Europe, along with a whole country’s productive output. The current waning of institu-tional borders, echoing the decline of natural boundaries, will then be accompanied by the waning of the interval that once divided the peoples of Europe into nation states — to the great advantage of a city that is not so much topical and territorial as teletopical and extraterritorial. A city in which the geometric notions of urban centre and urban periphery will gradually lose their social significance, as ‘left’ and ‘right’ will lose theirs in the arena of political identity: in the age of the immateriality of networks, communications is gearing up to represent a possible alternative to the party politics of the age of immediate communication. As an illustration of this phenomenon, which promotes both con-centration and monopolization, we need look no further than a new Swiss project designed to replace the old ‘intercity’ rail network: the Swiss metro. After the French high-speed trains and looking ahead to the future German Transrapid, the Swiss Confederation has just taken metropolitan logic to its natural conclusion by proposing to replace the old railway system with an underground railway that will run at 400 kilometres per hour in a tunnel linking Switzerland’s nine biggest cities. Moving under vacuum using magnetic suspension, and propelled by ‘stators’ (linear electric motors) fixed at various points along the tunnel walls, the Swiss metro will thus take up the ‘electric canon’ project originally dreamed up by the Germans at the end of the Second World War. The explosive projectile initially intended to bombard England from the cliffs of the Pas-de-Calais will turn into a subway train two hundred metres long. Each of the cities thus linked will then lose its cantonal status to become one of the supersuburbs of a Switzerland suddenly transformed into a sort of ‘capital to end all capitals’, ultimately not so much political as metropolitical. We might point out that, from the invention of the underground railway in the nineteenth century to this futuristic project largely inspired by the recent excavation of the Channel Tunnel, it has always been a matter of clearing the surface of anything in the way: too many carriages in Paris in the age of Fulgence Bienvenue s Metro; today, with the Swiss metro, the mountain chain of the Alps! Never smooth enough, never desertified enough, the solid ele-ment of the earth’s surface seems from now on too restricting for transport acceleration. Hence the idea, this time on the part of the Italians, of unclogging the autostrada, with the launch of a series of Mediterranean car-ferry lines - aquastrada — running from north to south along the peninsula. Travelling at close to 100 kilometres per hour and barely grazing the surface of the liquid element, ‘surface action’ ships thus complement the ‘tunnel action’ of boring through the soil of Europe with high-speed rail links. If we look at the latest developments in Formula One racing we see the same phenomenon at work. After the accident that caused the death of world champion Ayrton Senna, quite a few race tracks are now considered obsolete, their bends and surfaces making them too dangerous for such mega-powerful machines. Whence the pressure on promoters to come up with driver assistance in the form of vehicles remotely piloted from the stands. Formula One cars are fitted with a host of microprocessors that can save the driver from accidents caused by the effect of gravity, particularly on curves. When even racing tracks are sealed off and ruled out of bounds as being too dangerous, after the example of the Imola track in Italy, we can be sure that all roads, all highways will soon become suspect and finally outmoded due to the deadly prowess of racing machines that are themselves no longer true ‘automobiles’, but test beds on wheels (back-up cars) designed to test engines on behalf of a car industry that is on the brink of crisis. The auto-da-fe of automobiles at Imola and the death of Ayrton Senna rang the death knell not only for the sinuous tracks of Europe (to the advantage of the more spectacular American tracks), but also for the automotive car, itself banned in town to the profit of little electromotive cars, veritable prostheses for spastics! Some time ago, Antoine de Saint-Exupery wrote, ‘The aeroplane has taught us the straight line.’ Telematics will in future teach us the point, the inertia of the dead centre. The reign of the autonomous mobility of the household car is giving way to ‘high-speed mass transit systems’. For us an era is ending, despite the construction of the European transcontinental transport network which will soon be under way; despite even the building of future motorways between Berlin and Warsaw, between Athens-Salonica and the Turkish border, between Lisbon and Valladolid. Indeed, if geopolitics once required Roman roads or terrestrial motorways, the metropolitics that is taking shape will essentially require electronic information highways and satellite network capable of achieving unity of time for a telecommunications system that is now universal. Along the lines of the internet network, orig-inally designed to link up the firms of the American military-industrial complex, the new electronic highways will achieve general and instantaneous packet-switching, which will swiftly promote global delocalization of human activity. The former pre-eminence of the spatial situation will then gradually lose its his-torical importance, favouring temporary network access protocols suing; information routing to enable messages instantaneously trans-mitted long-distance to be connected.
Our worship of acceleration makes a catastrophic Accident inevitable—the politics of speed turn the case and guarantee war and extinction
Sykes, 2009 – graduate student at the university of north texas (Jason, “Paul Virilio’s critique of speed, technology, and institutions”, pdf available online) //BZ

In Virlio’s view, the war machine is the demiurge of technological development and an ultimate threat to humanity, producing a ‘state of emergency’ in which nuclear holocaust threatens the very survival of the human species. The ever increasing diminution of the time of reaction in nuclear crisis situations, the fatal ‘one minute,’ takes issues of war and peace out of the hands of deliberating bodies and the public, putting the fatal power in the hands of techno-elites and their machines. This involves a shift from a ‘geo-politics’ to a ‘chrono-politics,’ from a politics of space to a politics of time, in which whoever controls the means of instant information, communication and destruction becomes a dominant socio-political force. For Virilio, every technological system contains its specific form of accident and a nuclear accident would, of course, be catastrophic. Hence, in the contemporary nuclear era, in which weapons of mass destruction could create a world holocaust, we are thrust into a permanent state of emergency that enables the nuclear state to impose its imperatives on ever more domains of political and social life, disciplining and regulating populations to submit to the authority and dictates of the state and military. (Kellner, 1999, pg. 107) So, institutions such as the state and media act to control the ability to distribute and attain information quickly. In this way, institutions act to increase their own legitimacy and ensure their own survival. When faced with rapid inundations of new information and articulations of perception, institutions act to manage spatiotemporal relationships and manufacture outcomes in a predetermined way. These actions act to diminish deliberative democracy. This applies almost universally to states, media, and even science as institutional settings: “For want of being able to abolish the bomb, we have decided, then, to abolish the state, a nation state which is now charged with ‘sovereignist’ vices and ‘nationalist’ crimes, thereby exonerating a military-industrial and scientific complex which has spent a whole century innovating in horror and accumulating the most terrifying weapons, not to mention the future ravages of the information bomb or of a genetic bomb that will be capable not merely of abolishing the nation state, but the people, the population, by the ‘genomic’ modification of the human race. (Virilio, 1999, pg. 57)” Media and science are increasingly concerned with attempts to speed up information retrieval as well as the time allowed to deliberate even the most significant decisions. The one minute to decide whether to retaliate with a nuclear counterstrike is only one example, as one finds that the same logic applies across spectrums and is regulated by media and science. An increase in globalization and the inundation of information (information overload) sped up to eliminate time to make decisions decreases democractic deliberation and reinforce state control and domination over human life: “A reflex democracy, without collective reflexion.. .would give way to the strictly ‘monstrative’ and spectacular character of a drilling of individual behavior. (Virilio, 2000, pg. 109)” Analysis The problem presented by the movie Speed (aside from obvious theatrical shortcomings) is the way the situation is framed. Escape is impossible. Peace is impossible. We exist today in a state of “pure war,” where society constantly prepares itself for its own inevitable destruction. Through science and technology, we continue to speed up and produce more objects of war. This strategy makes our lived realities calculated instruments of statistical analysis and deems life meaningless outside of the dromological purpose being served. Herds of animals, we perpetuate the existence of these apparatuses through our lived state of emergency. Speed makes destruction inevitable. We are increasingly faced with less and less time to make decisions as a result of our fetishization of speed. This increases crisis escalation, making even the time to decide whether to go to war almost nonexistent. James Der Derian wrote in 1990 that: “The grand question is, How have the new technologies of speed, surveillance, and simulation and their emerging discursive practices transformed the nature of international relations? ... Does the rapidity and totality of nuclear and cinematic war point away from spatial, shooting wars and towards temporal, perceptual wars? Is the transparency offered by the panoptic surveillance machine leading toward a new regime of normalization? (Der Derian, 1990, pgs. 308-309)” Despite the historical drive toward speed and technology, we have an opportunity to reject exercises in the politicization of speed through a different methodological lens. “Speed is just as important as wealth in founding politics. There’s a violence in wealth that has been understood: not so with speed. (Virilio, 1983, pgs. 35-36)” Our opportunity lies in our ability to reinvent politics by analyzing the role of speed with regard to science, technology, and institutions. Our escape lies in slowing down. “We must politicize speed. (Virilio, 1983, pg. 35)”
The alternative is to brake—academic discussions must slow down and critically investigate the politics of speed before we come to a decision.  Your responsibility as an intellectual is to vote negative to foster democratic engagement and not rush to judgment
Glezos 2009 - Ph.D. in political theory and international relations from Johns Hopkins University, now works in the department of political science at University of Regina (Simon, “ The politics of speed: Capitalism, the state and war in an accelerating world” [dissertation] pg. 93-94) //BW

The goal then is thus to politicize the military, to politicize war, to challenge the military from a political standpoint, and return it to civilian control. However, there is an obstacle to this endeavour, since, as we've learned, there is a fundamental disjunct between politics and dromocratic war. This is because politics is rooted in what Virilio term "the last commodity: duration. Democracy, consultation, the basis of politics, requires time. Duration is the proper of man; he is inscribed within it"189 Dromocratic war instead employs what Virilio terms "Trans-politics" which "marks the end of a concept of politics based on dialogue, dialectic, time, reflection."190 The problem then, is one of pace. Having taken advantage, or rather being the result, of the technological acceleration of the dromocratic revolution, the globalitarian state moves too fast to be challenged by traditional politics ("There will be no time"). Popular political resistance then must take aim at the dromocratic revolution; at the technological acceleration which provides the foundation of the globalitarian state. Virilio says in multiple instances that this shouldn't be confused with a simple luddsism, an attempt to do away with technology tout cours. "I'm not saying that we should revert to ancient democracy, stop the clock and all that."191 Rather what he advocates is that "We must politicize speed."192 And though he states that he does not want a regressive rejection of technology, to politicize technology and speed is, for Virilio, to slow it down, to make it subject to debate, discussion and deliberation. Thus, he goes on to say. ...that there's work to be done, the epistemo-technical work we were talking about before, in order to re-establish politics, at a time when technology no longer portions out matter and geographical space as was the case in ancient democratic society but when technology portions out time - and I would say: the depletion of time193 Virilio thus says that we must invert the material hierarchy that we find ourselves in; that we must develop an environment where technology is subject to the mandates of politics, not politics subject to the mandates of technology.194 In short, Virilio argues that we must deploy slowness against speed. Popular resistance must (mimicking the old forms of war that have now been abandoned) form a brake on technology. This must happen theoretically and culturally, partly through philosophical work such as Virilio, and more through the valorization of older forms of organization which were based on principles of slowness and territoriality (the family195, the nation state196). However, it must also happen materially, through political practice. When Virilio speaks of concrete political forms of resistance that could be put in to practice, they invariably take the form of a brake. The strike, the barricade, popular defense; political resistance, says Virilio, decelerates society.197 An appeal to slowness is the only defense against historical necessity of the vicious cycle of reinforcement between speed, war and the (Globalitarian) state.
BIG 2NC CARD

The loss of meaning results in the loss of the future, where extermination, genocide, resource exhaustion is rampant in the futurism of reality. This perpetual cycle is the war on civilians based on a rationalizing ideology that sacrifices others in bloodthirsty competition across the globe.

Virilio, 2009 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, futurism of the instant, verso, print, 23-26) //BZ
‘Without a doubt, the United States has entered a new era in transportation,’ the US Secretary of Transportation, Norman Mineta, declared in 2002, at a conference on homeland security, referring to ‘an era where a cunning and remorseless enemy can challenge one of America’s most cherished freedoms: freedom of movement’. Despite the deceptive appearances of international terrorism in the year 2001, but also of the terrorism directed at Atocha railway station in Madrid in 2004, the enemy is first and foremost the sphere of accelerating reality, this prospective dromosphere that will be able to do away with expanse, tomorrow, in the very latest of historic globalizations. This explains the cabin fever presented by a humanity now deprived of a future and instead faced with the foreclosure of the space-time of the common world, in a lockdown that is both carceral and panoptic, in which the globalitarianism of Progress will come to mean control of movement, of travel flows. In what would be the antithesis of the ‘radiant future’ touted by the totalitarianisms of yore, the mobile home and the ‘non-stop tour’ will take over from the semi-autonomous city and the claustropolis will dominate the ancient cosmopolis everywhere you turn. And so, after the twentieth century’s Futurism of long-term History, denounced by Daniel Levy and celebrated by Marinetti, the time will then have come for this futurism of the instant, which Octavio Paz spoke to us about, observing bitterly: ‘The moment is uninhabitable, just like the future.’ It is this form of insalubrious uninhabiting that today speaks to us through the exoduses, through the distant exiles, through all this dislocation of expatriation that is only ever deportation in disguise - not, as in days gone by, propelling people towards the extermination of the camps, towards genocide, any more, but driving them towards the externalization, the outsourcing, of the ultracity to come, the genocide of the twilight of places, the exhaustion of the resources produced by the geodiversity of the terrestrial globe. ‘We are all at the bottom of a hell where every moment is a miracle,’ Cioran noted, thereby describing what was then the very latest of futurisms: the futurism of acceleration of reality in the twentieth century. Here we touch on the now critical question of the political economy of speed - or, rather, its denial - posed by the experts of a macro- financial system where the political economy of wealth and its associated speculation has been transferred to software packages, mathematical automatons. For this software, space is absolutely not an adjustment variable any more, since they only work through the ‘miracle’ of the futurism of the instant - in other words, a ‘transfer accident’, the imposture of immediacy, which excludes all expanse just as it does all true duration and, with it, the rational intelligence guiding the geopolitics of nations. Speaking of this ‘hell’, at the bottom of which we all repose thanks to the feats of the demiurges of the world economy, let’s hear what a judge handling illegal immigration cases in Europe has to say: ‘We’re in danger of shortly being dragged into a diabolical cycle. It sends shivers down your spine when you learn, for example, that some migrants mutilate their fingers to avoid having their fingerprints taken and identified.’ When you know that around 20 million people apply for entry to the Schengen area every year, you get a pretty good idea of the growing size of the massive flows of people who will soon be set adrift from their social moorings as well as their specifically territorial ties. You also get a pretty good idea of the growing importance of a sort of ‘large-scale battue’, a hunt for civilians, extending the rural exodus of the final years of the second millennium into the third, and, especially, those long convoys travelling east in the mass deportation of populations that preceded their pure and simple extermination. For the new ‘war on civilians’ is no longer content just to use railways and the marshalling yards they come with. It now adds charter flights to these, in a bid to enforce a mass depopulation brought on by the evil spells, economic as well as ecological, of an unbearable Progress. That’s the reason for the draconian border controls put in place by customs officers and border patrols, with the biometric passport supplanting the old identity card, and itself soon to be supplanted by the credit card, as though purchasing power had once and for all taken over from ‘staying power’, the power to dwell somewhere together ... In fact, the lack of delay, the lack of any interval of time, that now characterizes macro-economic systems in the era of interactive globalization, doesn’t so much ratchet up competition between nations, as the World Trade Organization would have us believe. It tends more to induce the opening of hostilities between civilian populations now threatened on all sides in confrontations in which resettlement of the terrestrial globe is now such an urgent issue that soon no metropolitan geopolitics will be able to deal with it.
LINKS: TRANSPORTATION

The aff’s attempt to fix problems of transportation conceals the codependence of accident and infrastructure—the disaster is always inherent in any technology

Kuswa, 2004 – P.h. D. in Rhetoric from UT, Department of Rhetoric and Communication Studies at Richmond (Kevin, Machinic Rhetoric, Highways and Interpellating Motions, Rhizomes, http://www.rhizomes.net/issue8/kuswa.htm) //BZ

[24] The body is already ground-breaking in both everyday and revolutionary ways. The body is organic and machinic as it moves from one mode to another: by operating the speed and acceleration of a motorized vehicle, by strapping to a chair via a seat belt, and by obeying or breaking speed limit laws. In sum, we should take the body's relation to the road, the vehicle, and the accident as crucial sites of modernity's concentrations and movements. A few concepts related to speeds, rates, and modes of production and transportation will help to link together the highway machine in many ways. Appropriate for the study of speed, Virilio begins his 1993 article on the accident with an Einstein reference: "Events do not come, they are here" (Virilio, 1993). [25] From Einstein, Virilio sprints through a chain reaction of the last 50 years of history, gesturing to Hiroshima, radioactivity, Three Mile Island, fusion, and fission to contend: "power is no longer a function of matter, element, but of immateriality, energetic performance." Virilio plots a cluster of issues in "The Primal Accident" that magnify the plane of consistency set up by our previous maps of subjectivity drawn by Deleuze & Guattari. Initially, Virilio reverses the opposition between the accident and substance. The accident-typically conceived as fleeting, temporary, relative, or contingent-has generally been contrasted with the absolute and universal connotations of substance. Looking at the Latin root accidens, Virilio notes how the unanticipated (the surprise) became part of the accident's mythology. In other words, the surprise failure that befalls a mechanism or product is an accidental destruction. The displacement of responsibility intrinsic in the use of accident allows the blame and the surprise to focus on the "mechanism that failed" and not the operation of the mechanism itself. Virilio's point is that the association of an accident with an unexpected misfortune should be questioned. [26] Assuming that failure is not built-in or programmed into the mechanism may be a mistake. We cannot separate life and death and we cannot separate the machine from the accident. For Virilio (1993, p212), the accident itself can be attached to "the product from the moment of its production or implementation." Production interpellates destruction. The mode of production cannot stand without the mode of destruction. The highway machine may generate traffic and the possibility of managing that traffic, but such production brings destruction: the decimation of the earth's ecology through rapid fossil fuel consumption as well as the demolition of vehicles and desolation of human bodies that arrive in an endless stream of road fatalities. Moving the modern away from structure and more toward vectors and trajectories, Virilio (1993, p212) inverts the substance of accidents: Since the production of any 'substance' is simultaneously the production of a typical accident, breakdown or failure is less the deregulation of production than the production of a specific failure, or even a partial or total destruction....One could imagine a fundamental modification in the direction of research toward a prospective of the accident. Since the accident is invented at the moment the object is scientifically discovered or technically developed, perhaps we could reverse things and directly invent the accident in order to determine the nature of the renowned 'substance' of the implicitly discovered product or mechanism, thereby avoiding the development of certain supposedly accidental catastrophes. From the idea that the accident precedes the invention, Virilio focuses on the rate of technological development. Through continual transformations, the changes in circulation borrow from each other just as they negate each other. In this sense, "the revolution of transport will coincide with a characteristic change of arrival, with the progressive negation of the time interval" (Virilio, 1989, p111). [27] So, the time interval, or the space between moments, has been minimized as the immediacy of the arrival has intensified. How does this revolution of transport spread or circulate? In many ways, the subjectivity of the fatal body marks a motion-a motion of halting or sudden interruption. The accident draws a line between the subjects and the motions that the highway machine generates. Having noted Virilio's link between technologies and speed, an expansion of the motion-effects of the highway machine requires moving from the accident to movements of subjectivity through rhetoric.

Transportation and technologies of speed and power displace cities and have hegemonic, militaristic roots

Kellner 99 - chair of the Philosophy of Education in the Graduate School of Education and Information Studies at the University of California at Los Angeles, critical theorist for the Frankfurt Institute for Social Research. (Douglas, “Virilio, War and Technology.” 1999. http://www.uta.edu/huma/illuminations/kell29.htm) //lf
In _Speed and Politics_ (1986 [1977]), Virilio undertakes his first sustained attempt to delineate the importance of accelerated speed, of the impact of technologies of motion, of types of mobility and their effects in the contemporary era. Subtitled "Essay on Dromology," Virilio proposes what he calls a "dromomatics" which interrogates the role of speed in history and its important functions in urban and social life, warfare, the economy, transportation and communication, and other aspects of everyday life. "Dromology" comes from the Latin term, dromos, signifying race, and dromology studies how innovations in speed influence social and political life. The "dromocratic revolution" for Virilio involves means of fabricating speed with the steam engine, then the combustion engine, and in our day nuclear energy and instantaneous forms of warfare and communication. Virilio was initially an urbanist who suggests that the city is a dwelling place organized by channels of communication and transportation, penetrated by roadways, canals, coastlines, railroads, and now airports. Each crossing has its speed limits, its regulations, and its systematic enclosure and spaces with in a system of societal organization. The city itself is a conglomeration of these roads, a stopover for travel, and a system of "habitable circulation" (Virilio 1986: 6). City life unfolds in the spectacle of the street with its progressions and movements, its institutions and events, mobilizing and moving flows of traffic and people. Likewise, politics unfolds in the streets and urban sites of demonstration, debate, revolt, and revolutionary insurrection. For Virilio, the city and its institutions have military origins. In his view, the medieval cathedral and early modern fortified cities were military camps. In Virilio's words: "Before it became the throne of totality, the Christian sanctuary was a stronghold, a bunker, a fortified church for those who remained within it; all their powers and capacities were deployed and strengthened in, through and as combat" (1986: 38). Likewise, although Virilio himself does not make this point, the early Christian missions in the Americas were military fortifications used by the colonizing powers as defense and control mechanisms. The vector is a key term for Virilio that indicates the trajectory of various technologies along a fixed length and direction, but from no fixed point. It refers to any trajectory along which goods, money, information, or military apparatuses can flow, including roadways, airwaves, and communication and military circuits. Territory is the space across which speed, technology, politics, economics, and urban and everyday life flow across vectors of transportation, commerce, war, social interaction, communication, and information. From a political and military perspective, territory is the space of human habitation, it is a space to be defended and secured, and to be invaded and colonized. Within modern societies, the nation-state was the territory that defined politics and the city, with its public spaces and institutions, serving as its privileged site. In the contemporary world, however, the city has been displaced by technologies of speed and power. In the military sphere, the city no longer serves as a break against military conquest and as a site of protection of its citizens when instantaneous military violence can assault it from hidden spaces (airplanes, nuclear submarines, and missiles). With politics occurring through media and information circuits, the time of deliberation and consensus is obliterated. Space and time are thus overwhelmed by technologies that travel at ever faster speeds and when new technologies instantaneously circulate images and information across space. Dromology also involves analysis of the forces that brake or diminish speed as well as those forces that accelerate it. War, for instance, involves both offensive attempts to rapidly control space and territory contrasted to defensive efforts to slow down the attack, to decelerate the offensive, just as laws and rules brake or slow down certain actions deemed destructive to the community. Virilio claims that, strictly speaking, there was no production of speed until the 19th century with the combustion engine to the electric telegraphy, in which first transportation is greatly speeded up and then communication takes place instantaneously over great distances, thus obliterating traditional barriers of time and space. Consequently, the generation of modernity involves transition from age of the brake to that of the accelerator (Virilio and Lotringer 1983: 44f), as intensification of speed generates new economic, political, social, and other forms. Virilio argues that the role of speed had been previously overlooked in the organization of civilizations and politics and that speed is crucial to the production of wealth and power. Resolutely rejecting the forms of economic determinism associated with Marxism, Virilio's dromology focuses on those instruments that accelerate and intensify speed and that augment the wealth and power of those groups who control them. In his vision, the military comes to control speed and thus to become a dominant societal power. This situation produces an accelerating decline of the state and politics and primacy of the military, which, for Virilio, becomes a key force in politics and society whose importance he believes is usually underestimated. From the beginning, Virilio was concerned to theorize the interconnection between speed, technology, and war. On Virilio's view, the importance of warfare in understanding human history had been grossly underestimated. Initially an urbanist and specialist in architecture, Virilio came to the view that war was at the center of civilization, that the city, for instance, was formed as a garrison for warfare, that need for defense and the preparation for war was at the origins of the foundation of cities.[1] For Virilio, war involved the organization of space, through preparing and undertaking the conquering of territory, and thus in terms of logistics, offensive tactics, strategy, and defense, there was a unique spatial organization for war. Defense required slowing down the enemies' military assault and cities provided walls, ramparts, fortresses, and enclosed areas that could repel invasion, that could protect individuals gathered within its spaces.

Transportation improvements reduce life to mere motion and entrench the politics of speed

Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 60-62) //BZ

At the precise moment when the necessary direct transparence of the ‘optical’ layer of the terrestrial atmosphere is being overlaid with the indirect transparence of the ‘optoelectronic’ (and electroacoustic) layer of the empire of real-time telecommunications, we cannot long go on ignoring the damage done by progress in an area ecologists have completely overlooked: the area of relativity, that is, of a new relationship to the places and time distances created by the broadcasting revolution, with the recent implementation of the absolute speed of electromagnetic radiation. Even if the transport revolution, which only implemented the relative speeds of the train, the plane or the automobile, seems to hold no interest for disciples of the ‘environmental sciences’, except for the disastrous effects its associated infrastructures (highways, high-speed railways and airports) may have on the landscape. Oriental wisdom has it that time is useful when it is not used. Surely we can say the same of space, the unused life-size of the expanse of a world unknown and often ignored. Today, faced with the decline in geography, now converted into an abstract science of space, and the disappearance of exoticism with the boom in tourism and mass communication equipment, surely we should be asking ourselves in all urgency about the meaning and cultural importance of geophysical dimensions. In the sixteenth century, Jerome Cardan noted in his autobiography: ‘I was born into a century in which the whole earth had been discovered, whereas the Ancients scarcely knew a third of it.’1 What can we say at the end of this twentieth century which saw the first moon landing, except that we have exhausted the time of the finite world, standardized the earths expanse? Whether we like it or not, races are always eliminative, not only for the competitors engaged in the competition, but also for the environment underlying their efforts. Whence the invention of an artificial arena, of a ‘stage’ on which to practise the exploit of extreme speed: stadium, hippodrome or autodrome. Such an instrumentalization of space signalling a tailoring, not only of the body of the athlete, trained to exceed his own limits, or the bodies of the racehorses in our stables, but also of the geometry of the environment supporting such motor performances: the closed-circuit connection of all those vast sporting amenities heralding the closed-loop connection, the final looping and locking up of a world that has become orbital, not only in terms of circumterrestrial satellites on the beat, but of the entire array of telecommunications tools as well. And so, after the expropriated land of railways and of a system of highways that has now become continental, one last form of pollution is becoming a concrete reality: the pollution of the geographical expanse by supersonic transport and the new telecommunications tools. With the damage that this now presupposes to the sense of reality we each possess, as the world becomes meaningless now it is no longer so much whole as reduced by technologies that have acquired, in the course of the twentieth century, the absolute speed of electromagnetic waves — on top of the speed required to ‘get off the rock’: ‘orbital velocity’ at 28,000 kilometres per hour. Whence the urgent political necessity of scrapping the law of least effort that has always been behind our technology boom, a law utterly vital to us and one based, like the law of the astronomical movement of the planets, on gravity, that force of universal attraction that at once lends weight, meaning and direction to the objects that make up the human environment. If the 'accident' helps in understanding the 'substance', the accident of falling bodies reveals to all and sundry the quality of our environment, its specific weightiness. Since it is use that defines terrestrial space, the environment, we cannot cover any expanse or therefore any (geophysical) ‘quantity’ except through the effort of more or less lasting (physical) motion, through the fatigue of a journey where the only void that exists exists by nature of the action undertaken in order to cross it. So, the ‘ecological’ question of the nature of our habitat cannot be resolved unless we also try to find the connection linking ‘space’ and ‘effort’, the duration and extent of a physical fatigue that gives the world of tangible experience its measure, its ‘life-size’ quality. The lack of effort involved in teletechnologies for hearing, seeing or acting at a distance obliterates all direction, the vastness of the earth’s horizon. It remains to us now to discover the ‘new world’: not the world of the far-flung antipodes that we discovered five centuries ago, but a world where proximity has no future, where the technologies of real time will soon prevail over those that once shaped the real space of the planet. If being present really does mean being close, physically speaking, the microphysical proximity of interactive telecommunication will surely soon see us staying away in droves, not being there any more for anyone, locked up, as we shall be, in a geophysical environment reduced to less than nothing. ‘The world has shrunk, shrunk unbelievably; we no longer travel, we get around.’2 This lone sailor’s lament once again sets the question of limits, the limits of a world in the grip of doubt, but also of disorientation, in- which the markers of position and location are disappearing one by one in the face of progress. Not progress in the acceleration of historical knowledge any more but, this time, in the acceleration of geographical knowledge, the very notions of scale and physical dimension gradually losing their meaning in the face of the infinite fragmentation of point of view.
LINKS: TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

The plan is an effort to manage the inevitable accidents of technology—this is impossible and maintains the politics of speed

Virilio 99 - Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School in Saas-Fee, Switzerland (Paul,“Politics of the Very Worst.” January 1999.)  //lf
For the philosopher substance is absolute and necessary, whereas the accident is relative and contingent. So the accident is what happens unexpectedly to the substance, the product or the recently invented technical object. It is, for example, the original accident of the Challenger space shuttle ten years ago. It is the duty of scientists and technicians to avoid the accident at all costs…In fact, if no substance can exist in the absence of an accident, then no technical object can be developed without in turn generating "its" specific accident: ship=ship wreck, train=train wreck, plane=plane crash. The accident is thus the hidden face of technical progress…one thing that must be considered here is the preponderance and role of the speed of the accident, thus the limitation of speed and the penalties for "exceeding the speed limit". With the acceleration following the transportation revolution of the last century, the number of accidents suddenly multiplied and sophisticated procedures had to be invented in order to control air, rail and highway traffic. With the current world-wide revolution in communication and telematics, acceleration has reached its physical limit, the speed of electromagnetic waves. So there is a risk not of a local accident in a particular location, but rather of a global accident that would affect if not the entire planet, then at least the majority of people concerned by these technologies…It is apparent that this new notion of the accident has nothing to do with the Apocalypse, but rather with the imperious necessity to anticipate in a rational way this kind of catastrophe by which the interactivity of telecommunications would reproduce the devastating effects of a poorly managed radioactivity - think about Chernobyl.
LINKS: DETERRENCE

Deterrence relies on complete submission to speed—the acceleration of war makes our destruction inevitable

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, speed and politics, verso, print, 152-154) //BZ

The term “deterrence” points to the ambiguity of this situation, in which the weapon replaces the protection of armor, in which the possibilities of offense and offensive ensure in and of themselves the defense, the entire defensive against the “explosive” dimension of strategic arms, but not at all against the “implosive” dimension of the vectors’ performances, since on the contrary the maintenance of a credible “strike power” requires the constant refining of the engines’ power, in other words of their ability to reduce geographic space to nothing or almost nothing. In fact, without the violence of speed, that of weapons would not be so fearsome. In the current context, to disarm would thus mean first and foremost to decelerate, to defuse the race toward the end. Any treaty that does not limit the speed of this race (the speed of means of communicating destruction) will not limit strategic arms, since from now on the essential object of strategy consists in maintaining the non-place of a general delocalization of means that alone still allows us to gain fractions of seconds, which gain is indispensable to any freedom of action. As General Fuller wrote, “When the combatants threw javelins at each other, the weapon’s initial speed was such that one could see it on its trajectory and parry its effects with one’s shield. But when the javelin was replaced by the bullet, the speed was so great that parry became impossible.” Impossible to move one’s body out of the way, but possible if one moved out of the weapon’s range; possible as well through the shelter of the trench, greater than that of the shield—possible, in other words, through space and matter. Today, the reduction of warning time that results from the supersonic speeds of assault leaves so little time for detection, identification and response that in the case of a surprise attack the supreme authority would have to risk abandoning his supremacy of decision by authorizing the lowest echelon of the defense system to immediately launch anti-missile missiles. The two political superpowers have thus far preferred to avoid this situation through negotiations, renouncing anti-missile defense at the same time. Given the lack of space, an active defense requires at least the material time to intervene. But these are the “war materials” that disappear in the acceleration of the means of communicating destruction. There remains only a passive defense that consists less in reinforcing itself against the megaton powers of nuclear weapons than in a series of constant, unpredictable, aberrant movements, movements which are thus strategically effective— for at least a little while longer, we hope. In fact, war now rests entirely on the deregulation of time and space. This is why the technical maneuver that consists in complexifying the vector by constantly improving its performances has now totally supplanted tactical maneuvers on the terrain, as we have seen. General Ailleret points this out in his history of weapons by stating that the definition of arms programs has become one of the essential elements of strategy. If in ancient conventional warfare we could still talk about army maneuvers in the fields, in the current state of affairs, if this maneuver still exists, it no longer needs a “field.” The invasion of the instant succeeds the invasion of the territory. The countdown becomes the scene of battle, the final frontier. The opposing sides can easily ban bacteriological, geodesic or meteorological warfare. In reality, what is currently at stake with strategic arms limitation agreements (SALT I) is no longer the explosive but the vector, the vector of nuclear deliverance, or more precisely its performances. The reason for this is simple: where the molecular or nuclear explosive’s blast made a given area unfit for existence, that of the implosive (vehicles and vectors) suddenly reduces reaction time, and the time for political decision, to nothing. If over thirty years ago the nuclear explosive completed the cycle of spatial wars, at the end of this century the implosive (beyond politically and economically invaded territories) inaugurates the war of time. In full peaceful coexistence, without any declaration of hostilities, and more surely than by any other kind of conflict, rapidity delivers us from-this world. We have to face the facts: today, speed is war, the last war.

Deterrence is rooted in calculative domination that has colonized life, relying on a imposed telos over humanity. 

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 55-56) //BZ

Deterrence actually meant hijacking entire populations through a nerve game and it could have got out of hand at any time. The phenomenon of deterrence is something that dominated our lives, but no one has really analyzed it. It was analyzed in terms of game theory, the games of deterrence played between Russians and Americans, but strangely enough it is not something that has been analyzed philosophically. When the Berlin Wall collapsed, I thought, Well, if there is a book that needs to be written now, it is “The Deterred,” but it would take another Dostoievsky to write it the way he wrote The Possessed. And I truly believe that towards the end of the twentieth century we have all been “deterred” and there was nothing anyone could do about it. We have experienced an end of art, or an end of politics that was soft enough, because there still was some kind of end. But with the breakdown of deterrence we experienced the end of a “soft” world and I can’t even talk about it myself anymore. In some strange way, my intelligence of deterrence is gone. It’s just a word now. The disappearance of deterrence was another casualty of the Cold War, the war that never happened except in its effects. Something escaped. We were steeped in it, and suddenly... ... it was gone. Vanished, and we didn’t derive anything from it, except that now deterrence is everywhere. It is not just buried in the nuclear silos of the Albion plateau or under the Rocky Mountains, it is everywhere. In a sense, deterrence has replaced life itself. Exactly. The globalization of liberalism is a deterrence of politics. Everything at this point is going too fast to settle into anything. The Cold War didn’t rely yet on this instantaneity of time, although time was becoming the crucial factor. This opened up the spacetime dimension.
LINKS: ECONOMY

Maintaining a global economy based on speed ensures collapse—their advantage is based on an impossible simulation rooted in our desire to overcome space with time
Kroker 8 - editor of CTheory, Ph.D. in political science and professor of political science at the University of Victoria, director of the Pacific Centre for Technology and Culture, on the Canada Research Chair in Technology, Culture and Theory, and Marilouise, editor of CTheory, Senior Research Scholar at the University of Victoria. (Arthur, City of Transformation: Paul Virilio in Obama's America,” CTheory is a peer reviewed international journal of theory, technology and culture. October 30, 2008. http://www.ctheory.net/articles.aspx?id=597#bio) //LF
Are we beyond Speed and Politics? What characterizes contemporary politics is the unstable mixture of speed information and slow movements. Like the slow implosion of the manufacturing economy, the slow rise of evangelical visions of catastrophe, the slow ascent -- the slow ubiquity -- of the speed of technology, the slow descent of culture into the cold state of surveillance under the sign of bio-governance. You can see it everywhere. In the world economy, the speed of mortgage backed securities, credit swap debt offerings, and complex derivatives always seeks to move at the speed of light. Iceland is the world's first country actually liquidated by hyperreality with debts amassed at light-speeds now constituting 10 times its national wealth. Like Michel Serres' the perfect parasite, the Wall Street financial elite has worked a perfect number on the host of the world economies -- implanting unknown levels of toxic debt everywhere in the circulatory system of finance capital, from China and Japan to the European community. Waking up to the danger of hot debt moving at light-speed when it is definitely too late, Japanese bankers suddenly declaim that "It is beyond panic." Wall Street types say it is "panic with a capital P." Harvard economists, standing on the sidelines like a chorus of lament, wisely add that we are now between "capitulation and panic" and "debt is good." That in a world of over-extended economies, sudden loss of financial credibility, and a seizing up of credit mechanisms everywhere, the only thing to do, financially speaking, is wait for the capitulation point -- that fatal moment when despair is so deep, pessimism so locked down tight in the investor's heart, that everything just stops for an instant. No investments, no hope, no circulation. And for the always hopeful financial analysts, this is precisely the point to begin anew, to reinvest, to seize financial redemption from despair. Definitely then, not a speed economy, but a politics and economy of complex recursive loops, trapped in cycles of feedback which no one seems to understand, but with very real, very slow consequences: like vanishing jobs, abandoned health care and trashed communities. In The City of Panic, Virilio writes about the "tyranny of real time," "this accident in time belonging to an event that is the fruit of a technological progress out of political control." For Virilio, we're now interpellated by a complex, three dimensional space-time involved in the acceleration of technological progress "that reduces the extent, the fullness of the world to nothing."Or something else? Not really a fatal oscillation between fast technology and slow society, but hyper-technologies of global financial manipulation that can move so quickly because, just as Jean Baudrillard long ago warned, the hyperreal, simulational world of derivatives, credit swaps, and mortgage backed securities long ago blasted off from material reality, reaching escape velocity, and then orbiting the world as star-like high finance satellites -- purely virtual satellites which have no real meaning for the rest of us as long as they stay in space as part of the alienated, recursive loops of advanced capitalism.
The global economy is a structure of warfare rooted in the hegemonic ambition of control—it destroys biodiversity

Virilio, 2005 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, the information bomb, verso, print, 130-132) //BZ

Thanks to the patient establishment of an interactivity extended to the whole of our planet, ‘information warfare’ is preparing the first world war of time or, more precisely, the first war of world time, of that ‘real time’ of exchanges between the interconnected networks. We can easily see, then, that the current globalization of the market also has three dimensions to it: geophysical, techno-scientific and ideological. Hence the inevitable connection to be made between the United States’s resolve to aim for global free trade by the period 2010—209 and the preparations for an information war. It is, in fact, impossible clearly to distinguish economic war from information war, since each involves the same hegemonic ambition of making commercial and military exchanges interactive.10 Hence the repeated efforts of the World Trade Organization (WTO) to deregulate the various different national sovereignties with the MAI, the Multilateral Agreement on Investment, or, alternatively, with European Commissioner Leon Brittan’s New Transatlantic Market. One would in the end understand nothing of the systematic deregulation of the market economy if one did not connect it with the systemic deregulation of strategic information. To render all exchanges cybernetic, whether they be peaceful or belligerent, is the discreet aim of the contemporary innovations of the end of this millennium. But here the very last ‘fortress’ is no longer the Europe of the EEC so much as the living human being - that isolated ‘human planet', which has at all costs to be invaded or captured through the industrialization of living matter. Let us sum up: yesterday’s was a totalitarian war, in which the dominant elements were quantity, mass and the power of the atomic bomb. Tomorrow’s war will be globalitarian, in which, by virtue of the information bomb, the qualitative will be of greater importance than geophysical scale or population size. Not ‘clean war’ with zero deaths, but ‘pure war’ with zero births for certain species which have disappeared from the bio-diversity of living matter.11 The warfare of tomorrow - and here it will be comparable with the ‘desk murders’ of yesteryear - will not be so much an affair of desks as of laboratories - of laboratories with their doors flung wide to the radiant future of transgenic species, supposedly better adapted to the pollution of a small planet held in suspension in the ether of telecommunications.
LINKS: ENVIRONMENT

Their focus on the natural environment conceals the grey ecology of the human built environment—transportation infrastructure and speed are masked by an artificial division of green and grey
Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 59-60) //BZ

Alongside the pollution of the substances that make up our environment, which ecologists are always harping about, surely we should also be able to detect the sudden pollution of distances and lengths of time that is degrading the expanse of our habitat. Being eternally preoccupied by the pollution of nature, are we not deliberately overlooking this pollution of life-size that reduces to nothing earth’s scale and size? While citizenship and civility depend not only on ‘blood’ and ‘soil’, as we keep being told, but also, and perhaps especially, on the nature and proximity of human groups, would it not be more appropriate to come up with a different kind of ecology? A discipline less concerned with nature than with the effects of the artificial environment of the town on the degradation of the physical proximity of beings, of different communities. Proximity of the immediate neighbourhood of different parts of town; ‘mechanical’ proximity of the lift, the train or the car and lastly, most recently, electromagnetic proximity of instantaneous telecommunications. So many connections broken: from the soil, the neighbourhood unit, one’s fellow human beings, be they relatives, friends, or next- door neighbours. The media-staged gap is no longer just a matter of the too great distance between the urban centre and its suburbs or periphery; it also involves televisual intercommunication, fax, home shopping and sex hotlines. As ‘citizens of the world’ and inhabitants of nature, we too often forget that we also inhabit physical dimensions, the scale of space and the lengths of time of the life-size. The obvious degradation of the elements, chemical or other, that make up the substances comprising our natural surroundings has joined forces with the unperceived pollution of the distances that organize our relationships with others, and also with the world of sense experience. Whence the urgency of backing up the ecology of nature with an ecology of the contrivances of transport and transmission technologies that literally exploit the size of the geophysical environment and damage its scope. ‘Speed destroys colour: when a gyroscope is spinning fast everything goes grey,’ wrote Paul Morand in 1937, in the middle of the new paid holidays. Today, when the extreme proximity of telecommunications is putting paid to the extreme speed limit of supersonic communication tools, would it not be appropriate to set up a grey ecology alongside the green? An ecology of those ‘archipelagos of cities’, intelligent and interconnected, that will soon reshape Europe and the world. It is in this context of a space-time turned on its head by the teletechnologies of action at a distance that we can effectively speak of an urban ecology. An ecology that would be concerned not only with the air and noise pollution of the big cities but, first and foremost, the sudden eruption of the ‘world-city’, totally dependent on telecommunications, that is being put in place at the end of the millennium.
LINKS: SCIENCE FICTION

Science fiction disassociates identity from the body—creates the conditions for any totalitarian sacrifice of life

Virilio, 2005 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, the information bomb, verso, print, 26-27) //BZ
‘The cinema involves putting the eye into uniform,’ claimed Kafka.  What are we to say, then, of this dictatorship exerted for more than half a century by optical hardware which has become omniscient and omnipresent and which, like any totalitarian regime, encourages us to forget we are individuated beings? If, in terms of current laws, which are supposed to protect individual liberties, we are in fact the owners of our bodies - and also of the images of those bodies - our prolific audiovisual environment has long since induced us to cease having any concern for those multiple appearances of ourselves which unknown general staffs - of the military and the police, but also the medical, financial, political, industrial and advertising establishments - steal, misappropriate, explore and manipulate without our knowing it, engaged as they are in secretly fighting over our optical clones, our modern mortal remains; to turn them, in the short term, into unconscious actors in their virtual worlds, their nomadic games. Science-fiction, socio-fiction, political fiction . . . role- playing games, parallel strategies, the divergent and scattered elements of a future cyberspace in which, naturally, ‘there is no need to move about in a body like the one you possess in physical reality. . . . Your conditioned notion of a unique and immutable body will give way to a far more liberated notion of “body” as something quite dis-posable. . . ,’ After the disclosure in March 1996 of the ‘mad cow’ affair, followed closely by transgenic foodstuffs and animal cloning, the huge marketing operation launched by the ‘food power’ multinationals is likely, then, to find an audience which, if not informed, is already half-converted. The public will be ready finally to accept that, in the years of global crisis which apparently lie before us, and in a physical world entirely doomed to a joyful Lust am Untergang, the evolution of the human species may depend more and more blindly on the expeditious procedures of animal experimentation. This had long seemed to be presaged in the practice of vivisection, the dissection of living creatures, or rather, as Antonin Artaud put it, creatures condemned to die alive.
LINKS: VIOLENCE REPS

Representations of violence occur within an accelerated media environment that severs our connections to those who suffer—death itself becomes banal
Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Ecole Speciale d’Architecture, Paris, France, Translated by Chris Turner, July, Volume 3 Number 6 The Museum of Accidents) //BZ

Hence the ravages wrought by the circulation of images, this constant concertina-ing, this constant pile-up of dramatic scenes from everyday life on the evening news. And even if the written press has always been more interested in derailed trains than the ones that run on time, it is with the coming of audiovisual media that we have been able to look on, thunderstruck, at the overex posure of accidents, of catastrophes of all kinds – not to mention wars. Where the broadcasting of horror is concerned, television has, since the end of the last century, been the (live) site of a constant raising of the stakes and, particularly with the increase in live coverage, it has provided us with an instantaneous transmission of cataclysms and incidents that have broadly anticipated disas ter movies. Moreover, after the standardization of opinion, which began in the nineteenth century, we are now seeing the sudden synchronization of emotions. TV channels' competition for viewers has turned the catas trophic accident into a scoop, if not indeed a fantastic spectacle which all pursue with equal vigour. When Guy Debord spoke of the “society of the spectacle”, he omitted to mention that this scenarization of life was organized around sexuality and violence; a sexuality which the 1960s claimed to liberate, whereas what was actually happening was a progressive abolition of societal inhibitions, regarded by the Situationists as so many unbearable straitjackets. As was so well expressed at the time by one of the officials of the Festival du Film Fantastique d'Avoriaz, “At last death will have replaced sex and the serial killer the Latin lover”! Television – a “museum of horrors” or a “tunnel of death” – has, then, gradually transformed itself into a kind of altar of human sacrifice, using and abusing the terrorist scene and serial massa cres; it now plays more on repulsion than on seduction. From the death twenty wars ago – allegedly “live on air” – of a little Colombian girl being swallowed by mud, to the execution this winter of little Mohammed struck down beside his father, when it comes to making horror banal, any pretest will serve.
LINKS: ROADS

Highways have become destinations rather than means for transit—the plan forces us to identify with speed itself, with pure motion lacking any destination beyond the infrastructure that we build
Willey and Capparelli, 2006 – Willey is a professor at California State University Northridge while Capparelli was a professor at Pasadena City College (Claude and Deena, “On the Road”, Invisible Trajectories, a series of articles published in 2006, http://www.chaffey.edu/wignall/invisibletrajectories/ontheroad.html) //BZ

How do roads function in the Inland Empire? In a region where almost two-thirds of the entire land area is paved, it would be safe to say that roads are not merely conduits to destinations, but places in themselves. Whether we like it or not, the road is the focus of our lives. In this land of ubiquitous motoring, face-to-face contact is limited. But the freeway, arterial road, and neighborhood-street are still the places where one can feel the vibrations of the everyday. As much as downtown and Main Street were the symbols of urban life in the early twentieth century, the band of asphalt on which we now travel has shaped our lives in ways that we are just starting to understand. The road has simultaneously pulled us apart and brought us together. In the 1950s and 1960s roads were “placed” in the landscape by highway engineers to provide ideal viewing spots and easy access to once unattainable recreation areas. “Placing” roads this way also caused great disruption. The Interstate Highway System plunged through numerous minority neighborhoods and destroyed communities. The road has brought hope to some and despair to others, but no matter where we live the road has changed American life for even the most remote communities. Our system of roads has evolved like chocolate layer cake, with new roads superimposed onto existing paths and routes, making an already complex system even more complicated. The late Reyner Banham, referring to the layers of Los Angeles’s mobile history, used the term “Transportation Palimpsest” to describe the city’s stratums: footpaths covered by rail lines, and rail lines covered by freeways. In the Inland Empire, as in most of America, our present transport system is only the latest layer. With much of our transportation history hidden under asphalt, we have little way of knowing how we arrived at our present state. The system of interstate highways certainly disrupted existing communities of Los Angeles, but in the Inland Empire the highways sprawled out in anticipation of the development to come. Freeways were not the whole story. The strip and shopping mall became the new focus of American life. The arterial road, or main drag, evolved during the 1950s, becoming the locus for the new “drive-in culture” that historian Kenneth Jackson would so eloquently write about in his seminal book from 1985, Crabgrass Frontier: The Suburbanization of the United States. Writing a few decades earlier, John Brinkerhoff Jackson declared “roads and streets…can no longer be identified solely with movement from one place to another,” which led him to a romantic interpretation of the new highways: The large-scale sweep of the new interstates with their cloverleafs and overpasses and their steady, uninterrupted flow, reminded us of the visionary displays of the road of the future in the Futurama of the 1939 World’s Fair bypassing the city, heading out into the green countryside where housing developments and trailer courts spoke of young families starting out in life. At the time Jackson was writing, gridlock had yet to take hold of the nation’s hinterlands, edge-cities, and first-ring suburbs. The Inland Empire evolved in tandem with the automobile. And though its earliest town centers sprouted up around trolley lines, the contemporary citizen has a stronger bond with sound-walls and diamond lanes. Anthony Hoete, of What Architecture, sees our road system as “increasingly standardized for reasons of safety and recognition,” resulting in “a generic condition, paradoxically connecting places, yet disconnecting the road user from his or her immediate location...” The highway standardization Hoete mentions is the norm in the Empire. Endless freeways cut swaths through dry vegetation and low-density development. Only rooftops can be seen from the freeway, and the socio-economic conditions of those on the other side of the wall can only be guessed. Increasing speeds only intensify the separation between the road user and nearby residents, and the predominance of single-driver car use keeps the experience of moving through the landscape a solitary one to say the least. Our transport system, according to Robert Harbison, is the place, and the discontinuities associated with it “practically cancel the sense of the city as a self-contained whole.” While the I.E.’s transport system may appear expansive and connective, one could easily argue that its freeways link the far-flung nodes, thus keeping the region working as one large integrated circuit. But systemic connectivity does not equate to higher levels of human interaction. Many of the recently sprouted towns, like those in the Moreno Valley, are effectively non-places tied into a growing network of blurred spaces. These spaces are designed to be either moved through quickly or to function as transitional dormitories. Here the homeowner, renter, and consumer are equally rootless. Of course, we must avoid romanticizing the city street of days past, since Southern California living has almost no connection to the lifestyles and movement patterns of the European city-dweller who lives mostly as a pedestrian. It is imperative to see the Southern California road as something that is still evolving, with a shifting set of needs. Our roads are as varied as we are, and to lump them all together is not only lazy, but also foolish. So what are the roads and freeways in the Inland Empire? Our roads, largely incoherent to the outsider, become second nature to those who’ve learned to navigate them at a young age, but they are still elusive to us. They lead somewhere but never everywhere. Do our roads and freeways define us by sectioning us off into our own neighborhoods, municipalities, and counties, or do they do something else, that we’ve yet to decipher?

The speed of highway transportation conceals ongoing accidents and misery. The danger stems from the rooted, subject erasing subjectivity. These bodies lose sense of reality amidst the acceleration of infrastructure. 

Kuswa, 2004 – P.h. D. in Rhetoric from UT, Department of Rhetoric and Communication Studies at Richmond (Kevin, Machinic Rhetoric, Highways and Interpellating Motions, Rhizomes, http://www.rhizomes.net/issue8/kuswa.htm) //BZ

[18] When have now arrived at the point, following Dunbar, where the highway machine is partly machinic because of its continual series of explosions. Harnessing energy also promises its leakage [2]. Road accidents and the enormity of tragedy and destruction associated with the highway machine are the flip side of the practices of circulation. Humans move along the highway, but when that movement is suddenly and terminally halted, the need has been demonstrated for more security or a higher level of safety. Time also implies its interruption. The life of circulation is also the lethality of excess speed. The unexpected shock of the accident and the danger of fatality mark a line of flight in an otherwise consistent subject. The line of flight is also called a "quantum dimension of power" by Thomas Dumm (1994), a moment in the constitution of subjectivity that transforms fear into disgust. The struggle between fear and disgust establishes the impact of the fatal driver: driving means death. Thomas Dumm (1994, p139) elaborates on the impact of the dissolution of the subject: The politics of danger is ubiquitous in modern life. Danger may be conceived as a line that serves to create and delimit others. It is a technique at work in the processes by which the modern subject is constituted. Yet it also intrudes into what Deleuze and Guattari refer to as the quantum dimension of power, the area of flows and powers that cannot be contained by segmentations and lines. In discussing the dangers of the line, they argue, 'The more rigid the segmentarity, the more reassuring it is for us. That is what fear is, and how it makes us retreat into the first line' (Thousand Plateaus, p227). The trajectory that overcoming fear takes is first clarity, then power, then disgust. And disgust concerns the lines of flight that might be anxiously pursued once one overcomes fear. A danger such as the car accident that is simultaneously an elimination of thousands of people puts another angle on Dumm's deployment of the "modern subject." If danger is a technique in the constitution of the modern subject, than the highway machine has embedded itself in the subjectivity of American culture since the early decades of the 20th Century as a "subject-erasing" form of subjectivity. Dumm's comments make immense strides. His articulation of danger as a process in the constitution of subjectivity connects to Baudrillard's triad of inertia, silence, and the fatal. The modern body begins to merge with the fatal body. [19] The modern is fraught with dangers and their politics, but it is also a backdrop for the resolution of those dangers. Resolution of danger in the context of the highway accident is on going. The end point of motion, a body catapulting through the air, new nodes of gravity, and a fleeting transcendence are some of this figure's lines of flight. The snapshot of the accident, a body frozen in place immediately prior to contact, gives us an image of the accident(al) subject. Unlike almost any other subject, this body is a line of flight, yet also a material entity with organs capable of experiencing injury or death. The "body-in-accidental-motion" is both the extreme and the limit of the human driver as subject. In Jean Baudrillard's terms (1987, p101), the fatal is the void produced by inertia and a response to acceleration: To counter the acceleration of networks and circuits the world will seek slowness, inertia. In the same movement, however, it will seek something more rapid than communication: the challenge, the duel. On the one side, inertia and silence. On the other, challenge and the duel. The fatal, the obscene, the reversible, the symbolic, are not concepts, since nothing distinguishes the hypotheses from the assertion. The enunciation of the fatal is also fatal, or it is not at all. In this sense it is indeed a discourse where truth has withdrawn (just as one pulls a chair out from under a person about to sit down).

Baudrillard's depiction of a battle between acceleration and inertia speaks directly to the highway machine and the accident, offering a final impact to this section.
LINKS: TRANSPORTATION SECURITY

The effort to secure transportation infrastructure is part of a global strategy of imperial domination

Oswald, 2011 – P.h. D. Candidate (Kathleen, Smarter, Better, Faster, Stronger: The Informationalized Infrastructural Ideal, under direction of Dr. Jeremy Packer, found online) //BZ

While, in the U.S., critical infrastructure (CI) was long thought to refer mainly to the safety of public works, developments in military and terror tactics at home have forced planners to consider infrastructure as a potential target much more broadly. The changing definition of CI over the past 20 years reflects a change in focus from the safety of essential infrastructures that we are told are in disrepair and decay to securing those infrastructures from attack. The impetus behind such efforts to “secure” rather than “make safe” are in many ways a response to a new strategy of warfare embraced by the U.S. Military that targets enemy societies rather than enemy combatants in order to achieve desired effects. Steven Graham’s work on infrastructure and military urbanism considers infrastructure through the lens of warfare, including an examination of tactics targeting “dual-use” infrastructures. To elaborate, dual-use infrastructures are seen first as permanent or semi-permanent military installations, designed for the efficient and rational movement of people and goods (soldiers and supplies), information (communication), and energy (rations and power); and in the second, as personal and commercial infrastructures for moving goods and people (commerce, commuting and leisure), information (communication, media), and essential services (water, gas, electric, sewage, etc). More than simply a foundation for military action, these infrastructures are tied up with other infrastructures essential to life itself, and are therefore a particularly important site of analysis. Graham (2005) explains that urban infrastructural warfare aims for “organized, systematic de-modernization not just of the military forces of those deemed to be enemies, but of their urban civil societies as well” (p. 178). “Systematic de-modernization” is accomplished through the generation of second-order effects including the contamination of drinking water and disruption of communication and transportation that lead to third-order effects including limited food supply, increased rate of disease, and the disruption of civilian communications. Graham (2005) cites specifically the 1999 military operation in Kosovo (“systematic de-electrification”) and the Iraq wars in 1991 and 2004 (“the war on public health”) as cases where U.S. Military tactics of precision-based non-lethal destruction using weapons such as electromagnetic pulses (EMPs) and carbon bombs (designed to disable electronic equipment and switches) had severe negative effects on the civilian population. In these cases, the destruction of dual-use infrastructures ultimately brought about second- and third-order effects such the failure and contamination of water supplies that lead to widespread disease: effects not considered attacks directly on civilian population, but instead adverse effects stemming from the strategic targeting of dual-use infrastructures. Further, Graham notes, as infrastructures are increasingly linked with communication systems, strategies to engage in and defend against computer network attack (CNA), or “deliberately manipulating computer systems to disable an opponent’s civilian infrastructure” are being researched and developed in the U.S., and were even discussed as an option on the war on Iraq (2005, p. 186). These tactics, he argues, are part of a larger shift in focus that moves away from the destruction of infrastructure and instead toward concerted efforts to control it remotely, further distancing the actor from the effect and in many cases leaving the infrastructure largely intact. The manipulation of infrastructure, Graham argues, plays an increasingly important role in geopolitical struggles and complicates the ability to discern where war begins and ends in space and in time, much in the vein of Virilio’s suggestion that total war has come to describe moves to an increasingly militarized everyday life. Another key issue arising from the prevalence of these strategies is an inherent “militarization of all the aspects of contemporary urban societies” such as a perceived state of perpetual danger that leads to increased securitization, surveillance and control (Graham, 2005, p. 189). Graham (2005) argues that while efforts to make infrastructures more resilient against disruption are important to defense, “reorganizing cities and their infrastructures based on notions of nearabsolute security would quickly have such devastating consequences on the very interactions and flows that enable urban life to thrive in the first place that cities would soon become untenable” (p. 190). Graham cites a disconnect between studies in political violence and urban studies as part of the lack of knowledge about the vulnerability of cities and infrastructures, and that this area needs to be explored so that the impacts and threats that these strategies pose are neither under- or overestimated. He argues that further obscuring the importance of this topic is the media focus on immediate casualties associated with war and a neglect of broader infrastructural impacts, and calls for “a sustained and interdisciplinary engagement with the multi-scaled geopolitics of everyday technics and urban infrastructure” (Graham, 2005, p. 190). While the reorganization of infrastructure in terms of absolute security makes the orbits of the contemporary city less navigable, without a certain level of circumscription, the city (and nation) loses its ability to hold territory and effectively direct and redirect flows. In this sense, we can imagine infrastructure as having an important function in holding territory—personal, commercial, and military—through the management of flows. When infrastructure is targeted, second- and third-order effects (such as loss of critical infrastructure in the civilian population including electricity and water and the subsequent lack of faith in leadership) deterritorialize space: in cutting the sinew that holds territories together, spaces are undone and become subject to new arrangements. As infrastructure warfare moves to cyber mediation, manipulation rather than destruction of infrastructure plays an increasingly important role, and informationalized infrastructure will vastly expand the ability to “scan” the earth, which Virilio argues is central in the ability to hold territory (1975/1994).
LINKS: URBANIZATION

Disappearance of the frontier and urbanization of real space for the purpose of speed of travel reduces the human experience 

Phillips and Bishop 3 - Professor in the Department of English Language and Literature at the University of Singapore and editor of the New Encyclopedia Project, and Ryan, Professor in the Department of English Language and Literature at the University of Singapore. (John W, “Introduction to Paul Virilio.” 2003. http://www.acturban.org/biennial/doc_planners/virilio_introduction.htm) //lf
We can bring two rather different kinds of question into contact with each other here. The first concerns the complex of problems indicated by the traditional notion of urbanism. Urbanism, in most historical accounts of it, occurs at a fundamentally geo-political level. The urbanization of geographical space produces sedentary populations, despite the fact that urbanized societies become increasingly more mobile as a consequence of the mass transportation revolution of the nineteenth century, which obliterates huge spaces of the globe through the increasing speed of travel. But, alongside this continuing revolution in the urbanization of real space, we must learn to understand a concomitant revolution in the urbanization of real time, in which telecommunications systems and now teleaction technologies make possible all kinds of meetings at a distance. So alongside the urbanization of the geopolitical realm we should also consider the concomitant urbanization of the sensible field by real time technologies, including tele-tactile technologies like teleoperaton and telepresence too. Teleoperation (or telemanipulation) is a technical term for the remote control of autonomous robots. Telepresence defines an advanced form of teleoperation in which the robot operator gets a sense of being on location, even if the robot and the operator are miles apart; control and feedback are done via telemetry sent over wires, optical fibres or radio; in virtual reality the human operator just is “the robot.” It’s difficult to imagine a more devastating reduction of the lived environment than this, in so far as it reduces the human experience of the environment to electronic simulation. Accordingly, the second kind of question concerns aesthetics, in the classical rather than the romantic sense, that is, as the realm of sensible perceptions. Particularly, we can bring the sensible experience of the horizon into contact with the notion of the frontier in both political and conceptual senses and thus in both geopolitical and opto-electronic and electro-acoustic senses too. On the fate of the human horizon in advanced modernity Virilio makes a compelling point. In Open Sky he writes: Home shopping, working from home, online apartments and buildings: “cocooning” as they say. The urbanization of real space is being overtaken by this urbanization of real time which is, at the end of the day, the urbanization of the actual body of the city dweller, this citizen-terminal soon to be decked out to the eyeballs with interactive prostheses based on the pathological model of the “spastic,” wired to control his/her domestic environment without having physically to stir: the catastrophic figure of an individual who has lost the capacity for immediate intervention along with natural motricity and who abandons himself(/herself), for want of anything better, to the capabilities of captors, sensors and other remote control scanners that turn him into a being controlled by the machine with which, they say, he(/she) talks. (20). Clearly, from this perspective it would be a mistake to consider the development of electronic tele-technology as simply an aspect of a general speeding up of telecommunications, a revolution in light wave and multi media manipulation. Rather, a shift has occurred in which not just space and time relations are altered but what we once knew as the material stays of the present are put into immediate distance from themselves. We are now faced with a sharply stereoscopic reality divided between optics and optoelectronics, acoustics and electroacoustics, touch and teletactility. It is this, Virilio suggests, that has undermined the practical usefulness of the horizon and with it the perspective or the focalization once commanded by the individual’s perception, which once allowed us to recognize ourselves in the here and now (44). We know that there is no actual presence in the world without the intermediary of one’s own body living in the here and now—a kind of illusion of the living present. The urbanization of the body by optoelectronic and electroacoustic technologies operates on the very conditions of experience, so that what disappears is the interval, or in other words the frontier between here and there, in an electronic now. From a political perspective this disappearance of the frontier, the selective disappearance or operative absence of horizons and frontiers, must be considered as catastrophic. The dual networks of stereoscopy—the geopolitical and the electromagnetic—are simultaneously a part of us and apart from us. We respond to them and react against them. They imprint our cities and our lives, and despite the rhetoric of empowerment that goes with them, most citizens do not feel more empowered by the effects of these networks.
IMPACT: ACCIDENT
Acceleration will result in the global accident—this will end humanity

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Ecole Speciale d’Architecture, Paris, France, Translated by Chris Turner, July, Volume 3 Number 6 The Museum of Accidents) //BZ

Proof, if proof were needed, that far from promoting quietude, our industrialized societies throughout the twentieth century have essentially developed disquiet and the major risk, and this is so even if we leave out of account the recent proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.  …Hence the urgent need to reverse this trend which consists in exposing us to the most catastrophic accidents produced by the techno-scientific spirit, and to establish the opposite approach which would consist in exposing or exhibiting the accident as the major enigma of modern progress. Although some car companies carry out more than 400 crash tests annually in the attempt to improve the safety of their vehicles, this still does not prevent television channels from continually inflicting road-death statistics on us (not to mention the tragedies which see the present repeatedly plunged into mourning. It is certainly high time (alongside the ecological approaches that relate to the various ways in which the biosphere is polluted) for the beginnings of an eschatological approach to technical progress to emerge – an approach to that finitude without which the much-vaunted globalization is in danger of itself becoming a life-size catastrophe. Both a natural and a man-made catastrophe, a general catas​trophe and not one specific to any particular technology or region of the world, which would far exceed the disasters currently covered by the insurance companies – a  catastrophe of which the long-term drama of Chernobyl remains emblematic. So as to avoid in the near future an integral accident on a planetary scale, an accident capable of incorporating a whole host of incidents and disasters in a chain reaction, we should right now build, inhabit and plan a laboratory of cataclysms – the technical progress accident museum – so as to avoid the accident of substances, revealed by Aristotle, being succeeded by the knowledge accident – that major philosophical catastrophe which genetic engineering, coming on the heels of atomic power, bears within it.
The final accident, a culmination of accidents from the transportation era, will reach across the globe, paralleling a magnified Chernobyl. Lingering above like a guillotine, the end is approaching from the acceleration of speed destroying social interactions. 

Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 68-70) //BZ

In the realm of territorial development, ‘time’ now counts more than space. But it is no longer a matter of some chronological local time, as it once was, but of universal world time, opposed not only to the local space of a region’s organization of land, but to the world space of a planet on the way to becoming homogeneous. From the urbanization of the real space of national geography to the urbanization of the real time of international telecommunications, the ‘world space’ of geopolitics is gradually yielding its strategic primacy to the ‘world time’ of a chronostrategic proximity without any delay and without any antipodes. But the metropolitics that results from this sudden uniqueness of the world time of instantaneous telecommunications also implies the emergence of a very new type of accident: until now, with the supremacy of local space-time, each of us was still exposed only to a specific accident, one precisely located; with the emergence of world emit, however, we will all be exposed (or, more precisely, over- exposed) to the general accident, the delocalization of action and reaction (interaction) necessarily implying the delocalization of all accidents. Finally, with the revolution in the electromagnetic transmission of images, of sound and information, you could say that the traffic accident finally as a future since, above and beyond the classic accidents of rail, air, sea or road, we will soon see the emergence of the accident to end all accidents, in other words, the traffic of the generalized accident which will then largely outdo the limited traffic accident of the transport revolution.1 To a certain extent, the Chernobyl nuclear catastrophe already foreshadowed the scale of the major accident of tomorrow. Indeed, while radioactivity was able to circulate with impunity from East to West, contaminating entire continents in passing, the electromagnetic transmission system of the interactivity of future information super-highways is part of the same phenomenon of global reach. As we know, without instantaneity and ubiquity (attributes of the divine now applied to the human) of action and reaction, there would never have been such a major risk of accidentally triggering the general accident — in other words, the historic accident of the transfer of the supremacy of the localized time of the facts and gestures belonging to each of us here and now, to the globalized time of gen-eralized interaction between everyone in the same instant. A phenomenon with no known precedent outside the realms of theology and astrophysics, it is part and parcel of the general spread of information as a theoretical notion to the detriment of those practical notions of mass and energy that made history. Implicitly doing away with the ‘historic’ time of politics - more precisely, of geopolitics — and exclusively promoting the anti- historic’ time of the media, the general spread of real-time information causes a radical divide beside which the industrial revolution will pale into insignificance. In such conditions, how can we claim to forecast the future, when history and geography themselves will soon cease to be what they once were: the necessary foundations of all futurology? How can we attempt to extrapolate some sort of ‘statistical trend when we are already living under the alarming pressure of an unprecedented temporal breakdown, in the throes of an imminent social crash whose early-warning bells are already going off here and there with the effects of structural unemployment and of reversion of the family to the state? The global metropolitics of the future electronic information highways in itself implies the coming of a society no longer divided so much into North and South, but into two distinct temporalities, two speeds: one absolute, the other relative. The gap between developed and underdeveloped countries being reinforced throughout the five continents and leading to an even more radical divide between those who will live under the empire of real time essential to their economic activities at the heart of the virtual community of the world city, and those, more destitute than ever, who will survive in the real space of local towns, that great planetary wasteland that will in future bring together the only too real community of those who no longer have a job or a place to live that are likely to promote harmonious and lasting socialization. Not long ago, Paul Valery warned: The time of the finite world is beginning.’ It is time we faced facts. Today, it is the reverse that is happening before our very eyes: the world of finite time (global time) is beginning. Similarly, while modern philosophers claim that the substance is essential and the accident relative and contingent, the postmodernists say we are seeing a reversal of this, term for term, since it is the accident that becomes absolute and substance, any and every substance, relative and contingent. Like some gigantic implosion, the circulation of the general accident of communication technologies is building up and spreading, forcing all substances to keep moving in order to interact globally, at the risk of being wiped out, being swallowed up completely. Like the inter-nationalized industry or business forced to relocate its production facilities and then, due to the high level of mobility of competing goods, suddenly also to relocate its official headquarters, using the just-in-time inventory system (JIT: precision scheduling of supplies designed to minimize stockholding).
IMPACT: BARE LIFE

The tyranny of speed generalizes bare life—the camp becomes a universal condition

Bratton, 2006 – Professor at the Southern California Institute of Architecture and UCLA (Benjamin, speed and politics, verso, print, introduction to Virilio’s book Speed and Politics, edited by Sylvere Lotringer, 20-22) //BZ
But to be sure, Virilio’s core exhortation diverges from that offered by a “frictionless capitalism” and its ideologies of reflexive transparency and seamless control. Instead, he sees the cumulative destiny of dromological globalization as a successively violent, increasingly integrated history of accidents. This Ballardian depiction of technology suggests that the invention or adoption of a new technology is always also the invention and adoption of a new accident. The invention of the ocean liner is also the invention of its catastrophic sinking, the internal combustion engine is itself the invention of greenhouse gases, the discoveries of genomic science also bring with them the latent horrors of a “genetic bomb,” and the comprehensive integration of personal social lives into information networks is also their inevitable crash, taking with them the very social bonds that they contain and mediate for us. Such solutions also increase the scale of our shared risk. Vrrilio’s recent work focuses on what he calls the “integral accident which may someday becomes our habitat,” a kind of global (terminal?) accident in which the comprehensiveness of dromo- logical administration promises as well an inevitable, equally global calamity of dysfunction.8 There is also an accident contained in theoretical technologies, and in the absorption of Virilio’s theory by the institutional positions it seems to criticize so fiercely. “I am studied in military academies,” he tells Sylvere Lotringer in Pure War, and indeed he is. Like that of advertising strategists pouring over the works of Guy Debord, this is but one instance of theory itself performing as a kind of “accidental” conceptual avant-garde for the institutions it had hoped to undo by careful description. Perhaps the most direct and disquieting exemplar is Israeli Brigadier General Aviv Kokhavi, the IDF Paratroop commander, charged with leading attacks on and thereby “redesigning” Palestinian territories in , Nablus and elsewhere. Kokhavi is also an avid reader of Deleuze and Guattari’s theoretical technologies of deterritorialization, smooth/striated space, and nomadology. In his holster, their richly nuanced theories of emergent antagonisms become tactical technologies for a newly sophisticated apparatus of state violence and rhizomatic repression.5 But aren’t such inversions—both simulations and dissimulations—somehow already intrinsic to the dromological violence in question? Aren’t these “accidents of theory” already artifacts of the inversions that fundamentally characterize such configurations of violence? Football simulates primordial territorial clan warfare, and the supporters of Red Star  Belgrade are quickly recast as the shock troops of Serbian sweeps through Bosnia. As for American Football, the Louisiana Superdome, site of the universal simulated siege of the Superbowl, becomes after Katrina the host of a real siege and the festering bodies of those displaced by a slow war of systemic neglect—one still broadcast with high ratings. Are such inversions, or “accidents” (including the consumption of Virilio’s theory of the dromological accident becoming a form of “intelligence” for the tactical management of dromocracy) are not (just) the exceptions but also the rule? In the years since the publication of Speed and Politics, there has developed a rich discourse around the political function of the “exception,” and the architecture of the camp as a space of that exception. For Giorgio Agamben, the camp represents an extralegal territory, derived from its exceptional status as being both founded outside the normal juridical procedures of the State, and precisely through this exceptional character, embodying the State’s sovereignty not only over laws, but over law and the authority that it realizes.10 The logic of the camp exceeds the normative productive link of power and resistance, revealing the exception as the real nexus of sovereign authority. Slavoj Zizek writes, in discussing Bahktin, that “what most deeply holds together a community is not so much identification with the Law that regulates the community’s ‘normal’ everyday rhythms, but rather identification with a specific form of transgression of the Law, of the Law’s suspension...”" Virilio’s own theories of dromocracy and the modernity of accidents should be considered in relation to this discourse. He writes that “the precious lesson of the camp and the gulags has not been heeded, because it was erroneously presented not only as an ideological phenomenon, but also as a static one, an enclosure. Its absolute inhumanity is...the social bestiary of the immense biomass, proletariat subsumed under logistical demands” (98). In the camp, the administration of “bare life,” of the metabolic vehicles of dromocratic modernity, is rendered in stark relief. There is also a softer repetition of this in the world’s “special economic zones,” those extralegal logistical archipelagos that weave the flows of global commerce, and mobilize a new normative order in their image. But again, for Virilio the lesson is not the pretentious self-image of hyperefficiency that such networks communicate, but rather the exception that remains within the exception itself: the accident. The accident-within-the-accident emerges from the identification with the exception that Zizek names, perhaps in ways that Virilio might not himself recognize. Terrorism, for example, as well as the “state of emergency” of counter-terrorism, is neither entirely complicit with a symmetry of resistance to the law, nor ever possibly entirely outside it, but instead makes its claims over the sovereign exception to the law’s authority to author. This is also the crux of the wonderment and awe provoked by the event of catastrophic failure. It is not only horrific, it is mesmerizing, and because it is, the accident is also a critical source of solidarity, a binding exception that is the real condition of acceptance. The carnival of accidents is revealed as technology’s own exceptional bacchanalia, staged at our expense and on our behalf.

IMPACT: ENVIRONMENT

The development of transportation infrastructure elevates time over space—this erodes human value and makes environmental destruction inevitable

Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 60-62) //BZ

At the precise moment when the necessary direct transparence of the ‘optical’ layer of the terrestrial atmosphere is being overlaid with the indirect transparence of the ‘optoelectronic’ (and electroacoustic) layer of the empire of real-time telecommunications, we cannot long go on ignoring the damage done by progress in an area ecologists have completely overlooked: the area of relativity, that is, of a new relationship to the places and time distances created by the broadcasting revolution, with the recent implementation of the absolute speed of electromagnetic radiation. Even if the transport revolution, which only implemented the relative speeds of the train, the plane or the automobile, seems to hold no interest for disciples of the ‘environmental sciences’, except for the disastrous effects its associated infrastructures (highways, high-speed railways and airports) may have on the landscape. Oriental wisdom has it that time is useful when it is not used. Surely we can say the same of space, the unused life-size of the expanse of a world unknown and often ignored. Today, faced with the decline in geography, now converted into an abstract science of space, and the disappearance of exoticism with the boom in tourism and mass communication equipment, surely we should be asking ourselves in all urgency about the meaning and cultural importance of geophysical dimensions. In the sixteenth century, Jerome Cardan noted in his autobiography: ‘I was born into a century in which the whole earth had been discovered, whereas the Ancients scarcely knew a third of it.’1 What can we say at the end of this twentieth century which saw the first moon landing, except that we have exhausted the time of the finite world, standardized the earths expanse? Whether we like it or not, races are always eliminative, not only for the competitors engaged in the competition, but also for the environment underlying their efforts. Whence the invention of an artificial arena, of a ‘stage’ on which to practise the exploit of extreme speed: stadium, hippodrome or autodrome. Such an instrumentalization of space signalling a tailoring, not only of the body of the athlete, trained to exceed his own limits, or the bodies of the racehorses in our stables, but also of the geometry of the environment supporting such motor performances: the closed-circuit connection of all those vast sporting amenities heralding the closed-loop connection, the final looping and locking up of a world that has become orbital, not only in terms of circumterrestrial satellites on the beat, but of the entire array of telecommunications tools as well. And so, after the expropriated land of railways and of a system of highways that has now become continental, one last form of pollution is becoming a concrete reality: the pollution of the geographical expanse by supersonic transport and the new telecommunications tools. With the damage that this now presupposes to the sense of reality we each possess, as the world becomes meaningless now it is no longer so much whole as reduced by technologies that have acquired, in the course of the twentieth century, the absolute speed of electromagnetic waves — on top of the speed required to ‘get off the rock’: ‘orbital velocity’ at 28,000 kilometres per hour. Whence the urgent political necessity of scrapping the law of least effort that has always been behind our technology boom, a law utterly vital to us and one based, like the law of the astronomical movement of the planets, on gravity, that force of universal attraction that at once lends weight, meaning and direction to the objects that make up the human environment. If the 'accident' helps in understanding the 'substance', the accident of falling bodies reveals to all and sundry the quality of our environment, its specific weightiness. Since it is use that defines terrestrial space, the environment, we cannot cover any expanse or therefore any (geophysical) ‘quantity’ except through the effort of more or less lasting (physical) motion, through the fatigue of a journey where the only void that exists exists by nature of the action undertaken in order to cross it. So, the ‘ecological’ question of the nature of our habitat cannot be resolved unless we also try to find the connection linking ‘space’ and ‘effort’, the duration and extent of a physical fatigue that gives the world of tangible experience its measure, its ‘life-size’ quality. The lack of effort involved in teletechnologies for hearing, seeing or acting at a distance obliterates all direction, the vastness of the earth’s horizon. It remains to us now to discover the ‘new world’: not the world of the far-flung antipodes that we discovered five centuries ago, but a world where proximity has no future, where the technologies of real time will soon prevail over those that once shaped the real space of the planet. If being present really does mean being close, physically speaking, the microphysical proximity of interactive telecommunication will surely soon see us staying away in droves, not being there any more for anyone, locked up, as we shall be, in a geophysical environment reduced to less than nothing. ‘The world has shrunk, shrunk unbelievably; we no longer travel, we get around.’2 This lone sailor’s lament once again sets the question of limits, the limits of a world in the grip of doubt, but also of disorientation, in- which the markers of position and location are disappearing one by one in the face of progress. Not progress in the acceleration of historical knowledge any more but, this time, in the acceleration of geographical knowledge, the very notions of scale and physical dimension gradually losing their meaning in the face of the infinite fragmentation of point of view. 

Ecology conceals the human-built environment and our connections to fast industrial society—they can’t solve the case because they miss the fundamental nature of humanity

Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 20-23) //BZ

Contamination has in fact spread further than the elements, natural substances, air, water, fauna and flora it attacks - as far as the spacetime of our planet. Gradually reduced to nothing by the various tools of transport and instantaneous communication, the geophysical environment is undergoing an alarming diminishing of its ‘depth of field’ and this is degrading man’s relationship with his environment. The optical density of the landscape is rapidly evaporating, producing confusion between the apparent horizon, which is the backdrop of all action, and the deep horizon of our collective imagination; and so one last horizon of visibility comes into view, the transapparent horizon, a product of the optical (optoelectronic and acoustic) magnification of man’s natural domain. So, there exists a hidden dimension to the communications revolution, one that affects duration, the lived time of our society. This is where, as I see it, a certain ‘ecology’ comes up against its limits, its theoretical narrowness, in depriving itself of some approach to the regimes of temporality associated with the various ‘ecosystems’, in particular those that stem from the industrial and postindustrial technosphere. As a science of the finite world, the science of the human environment deprives itself deliberately, it would seem, of its connection with psychological time. Following in the footsteps of that ‘universal’ science denounced by Edmund Husserl, ecology does not really question the man-machine dialogue, the close correlation between different regimes of perception and the collective practices of communication and telecommunication.1 In a word, ecology as a discipline does not sufficiently register the impact of machine time on the environment, leaving this concern to ergonomics, to economics, indeed to ‘politics’ alone. Everywhere you turn there is the same disastrous lack of understanding of the relativistic nature of the activities of modern industrial man. This is where dromology comes in. Unless we treat ecology simply as public management of profits and losses in the substances and stocks that make up the human environment, it can no longer effectively make headway without also making sense of the temporal economy of interactive activities and their rapid mutations. If, as Charles Peguy claimed, there is no history, but only a public duration, a collective lifespan, the rhythm and speed peculiar to the world event ought to give rise not only to a ‘true sociology’, as the poet suggested, but also to an authentic ‘public dromology’. Bear in mind that the truth of a phenomenon is always limited by the speed with which it emerges. Now let us return to the probable source of this ignorance about public rhythmics, the pace of public life. On a constricted planet that is becoming just one vast floor, the lack of collective resentment over dromospheric pollution stems from our forgetting the essence of the path, the journey. In spite of recent studies and debates on seclusion and its hardships affecting this or that group of people deprived of their freedom of movement — totalitarian or penal regimes, blockades, states of siege and so on — it seems we are still incapable of seriously entertaining this question of the path, except in the realms of mechanics, ballistics or astronomy. Objectivity, subjectivity, certainly, but never mjectivity. Despite the great anthropological issue of nomadism and of sedentariness that explains the birth of the city-state as a major political form in history, there is little understanding of the vectorial nature of the transhumant species that we are, of our chorography. Between the subjective and the objective it seems we have no room for the ‘trajective’, that being of movement from here to there, from one to the other, without which we will never achieve a profound understanding of the various regimes of perception of the world that have succeeded each other throughout the ages — regimes of visibility of appearances related to the history of techniques and modalities of displacement, long-distance communications, the nature of the speed of movement in transport and transmission entailing a transmutation in the ‘depth of field’ and so in the optical density of the human environment, and not just an evolution in systems of migration or of populating this or that region of the globe.2 Today we are confronted with the problematic of the residual abundance of the world’s expanse in the face of ultra-powerful communication and telecommunication tools: the limit speed of electromagnetic radiation on the one hand and, on the other, the restriction, the drastic reduction of the extent of this geophysical ‘vast floor’ through the effects of subsonic, supersonic and soon hypersonic transport. As the physicist, Zhao Fusan, recently explained: ‘Contemporary travellers find the world less and less exotic; they are wrong, though, if they think it is becoming uniform.’ This is the end of the outside world. The whole world suddenly becomes endotic. And such an end implies forgetting spatial exteriority as much as temporal exteriority (‘no future’) and opting exclusively for the ‘present’ instant, the real instant of instantaneous telecommunications. When are we going to see legal sanctions, a speed limit, imposed not because of the probability of a road accident but because of the danger of exhausting temporal distances and so of the threat of inertia - in other words, of parking accidents? ‘For what doth it profit a man if he gain the whole world but lose his only soul?’ Let’s not forget that to gain also means to reach, to get to, as much as to conquer or possess. Losing one’s soul, anima, means losing the very being of movement. Historically, we thus find ourselves faced with a sort of great divide in knowing how to be in the world: on the one hand, there is the original nomad for whom the journey, the being’s trajectory, are dominant. On the other, there is the sedentary man for whom subject and object prevail, movement towards the immovable, the inert, characterizing the sedentary urban ‘civilian’ in contrast to the ‘warrior’ nomad.
IMPACT: GENOCIDE
All atrocities become tolerable in the numbed world of the accident—the pollution of speed creates the conditions for genocide and atrocity

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Ecole Speciale d’Architecture, Paris, France, Translated by Chris Turner, July, Volume 3 Number 6 The Museum of Accidents) //BZ

So, just as there is a Richter scale of seismic catastrophes, so there is, surreptitiously, a scale of media catastrophes, the clearest effect of which is to cause, on the one hand, resentment against the perpetrators and, on the other, an effect of exemplarity, which leads, where terrorism is concerned, to the reproduction of the disaster, thanks to its dramaturgical amplification. So much is this the case that to Nietzsche's study of the birth of tragedy we need to add the analysis of this media tragedy, in which the perfect synchronization of the collective emotion of TV viewers might be said to play the role of the ancient chorus – though no longer on the scale of the theatre at Epidauros, but on the life-size scale of entire continents. It is clearly here that the museum of the accident has its place…The media scale of catastrophes and cataclysms that dress the world in mourning is, in fact, so vast that it must necessarily make the amplitude of the perceptual field the first stage of a new understanding – no longer solely that of the ecology of risks in the face of environmental pollution, but that of an ethology of threats in terms of the mystification of opinion, of a pollution of public emotion. A pollution that always paves the way for intolerance followed by vengeance. In other words for a barbarism and chaos which quickly overwhelm human societies, as has recently been demon​strated by the massacres and genocides, those fruits of the baneful propaganda of the “media of hatred”. After a period of waiting for the “integral accident” to occur, we are seeing the forceps birth of a “catastrophism” that bears no relation whatever (we really must make no mistake about this) to that of the “millenarian” obscurantism of yesteryear, but which requires just as much in the way of precautions, in the way of that Pascalian “subtlety” which our organs of mass information so cruelly lack! Since one catastrophe may conceal another, if the major accident is indeed the consequence of the speed of acceleration of the phe nomena engendered by progress, it is certainly time, in these early years of the twenty-first century, to take what is happening, what is emerging unexpectedly before our eyes and analyze it wisely. Hence the imperative need now to exhibit the accident.
IMPACT: GLOBAL DESTRUCTION

The triumph of speed makes truly global destruction possible—no impact can be contained

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, speed and politics, verso, print, 149-150) //BZ

THE REDUCTION OF distances has become a strategic reality bearing incalculable economic and political consequences, since it corresponds to the negation of space. The maneuver that once consisted in giving up ground to gain Time loses its meaning: at present, gaining Time is exclusively a matter of vectors. Territory has lost its significance in favor of the projectile. In fact, the strategic value of the non-place of speed has definitively supplanted that of place, and the question of possession of Time has revived that of territorial appropriation. In this geographic contraction, which resembles the terrestrial movement described by Alfred Wegener, the binomial “fire movement” takes on a new meaning: the distinction between fire’s power to destroy and the power to penetrate of movement, of the vehicle, is losing its “validity.”1 With the supersonic vector (airplane, rocket, airwaves), penetration and destruction become one. The instantaneousness of action at a distance corresponds to the defeat of the unprepared adversary, but also, and especially, to the defeat of the world as a field, as distance, as matter. Immediate penetration, or penetration that is approaching immediacy, becomes identified with the instantaneous destruction of environmental conditions, since after space-distance, we now lack time-distance in the increasing acceleration of vehicular performances (precision, distance, speed). From this point on, the binomial fire-movement exists only to designate a double movement of implosion and explosion; the power of implosion revives the old subsonic vehicles’ (means of transportation, projectiles) power to penetrate, and the power of explosion revives the destructive power of classical molecular explosives. In this paradoxical object, simultaneously explosive and implosive, the new war machine combines a double disappearance: the disappearance of matter in nuclear disintegration and the disappearance of places in vehicular extermination. Nonetheless, we should note that the disintegration of matter is constantly deferred in the deterrent equilibrium of peaceful coexistence, but not so the extermination of distances. In less than half a century, geographical spaces have kept shrinking as speed has increased. And if at the beginning of the 1940s we still had to count the speed of naval “strike power”—the major destructive power of the time—in knots, by the beginning of the 1960s this rapidity was measured in machs, in other words in thousands of kilometers per hour. And it is likely that current high energy research will soon allow us to reach the speed of light with laser weapons.
IMPACT: WAR

Acceleration is the condition of possibility for unlimited destruction in war

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 139-142) //BZ

We’ve talked about the “politics of the worst,” and no one will be able to dispute this title of mine.47 The American military command is now envisioning wars that no longer require weaponry to be waged. It is not just that they want to spare personnel. They also are in the process of realizing that war is no longer confined to warfare. Unlimited Destructive Force On the other hand, we cannot understand anything about what is happening right now without this situation of extraordinary hyper-violence. In Procedure Silence, I cited a phrase by Jonathan Mann, who was in charge of the Organization of Health in the Fight against AIDS. He died in the Swissair flight 111 crash. He said: “We are living in a world that is traversed by an unlimited destructive force.” It is an extraordinary sentence and when I read a sentence like that, I tip my hat. Because there is a man who fought. It so happens that his case illustrates the twentieth century. You often cite phrases of that kind at very precise moments, in critical moments, as though they said everything. Yes, it’s really important. They are images. They replace all sorts of analyses. I’m an old painter, you see. I don’t just do theory, I make images when I write. I work with images, with the analo- gon. That’s a fact. You believe in the analog, in the image, not in the machine of vision. Oh no, I am a man of the analog. I am not a man of the numerolog or the digitalog. Digital technology is like the icing on the cake. It is the completion of everything—in the same way that the genetic bomb closes the system of the three bombs. Thanks to information technology, thanks to calculation, we are replacing the sensations. We are faced with the reconstruction of the phenomenology of perception according to the machine. And this is a catastrophic event. Back to the destructive force. Indeed, we have come back to it, but I confess that I used Mann’s phrase as an epigraph because I have the feeling that the power of extermination henceforth is the exterminating power of techno-science. Now, of course, there is no Goebbels, there is no Hitler—not yet, and perhaps there will be none. The capacity for destruction is there. And it comes from the cyber bomb. What is the information bomb? It is the bomb of science. Because if one leaves the term information aside and replaces it with knowledge, one realizes that the militarization of knowledge is a phenomenon without equal. The war of knowledge— the fact of transforming knowledge into a war-machine by virtue of the speed of estimation, reaction and calculation, is a phenomenon that destroys science. To speak in the broadest terms, science has always been philo-physical. It was philosoph- ico-physical or philosophico-physiological. It was proper to mankind, whether we like it or not. But that is precisely what is in the process of being exploded. Our science is no longer philosophico-physiological. Post-Humanity What you’re saying is that science is running amok. Early science was a knowledge that developed in parallel with both philosophy and religion—look at Galileo’s trial. We have been pretty well occupied since with eliminating philosophy and religious wisdom. What is scandalous in Galileo’s trial is not the trial itself: on the contrary, the trial is quite logical. Everyone recognizes this, even Brecht. What is scandalous is the punishment. Otherwise, why condemn Mengele? Why condemn Pinochet? Why condemn Milosevic, the leader of Serbia? You mean that it was in keeping with the conceptions of the day to bring Galileo to trial, but that he did not deserve to be punished, whereas it would be scandalous not to condemn Mengele or Milosevic? What is so bad in Galileo’s trial is condemning Galileo. Having brought him to trial is not. Hence this trial was the trial of religion, just as one can say that the trial of Socrates was the trial of political philosophy. However, no political philosophy today is capable of bringing science to trial. Nor is religion powerful enough to bring science to trial. So there is nothing left. Science has become the deus-ex-machina. It reigns all powerful. It reigns particularly through its atomic power, and tomorrow through its genetic power, via information technology. Without the information bomb, we would not have the atomic bomb today. We would have only a few simulations of explosions, etc. And without the information bomb, we would not have the genetic bomb, that is, the decoding of the genome map.
Impositions of speed on individuals create a climate for total war: a complete razing of society. The soul is eviscerated, leaving empty husks of humans, the aftermath of inhumanity. 

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, speed and politics, verso, print, 96-98) //BZ

Born of the sea, total war, according to Admiral Friedrich Ruge, aims “at destroying the honor, the identity, the very soul of the enemy.” By striking populations with slow death through the destruction of their environment, the ultimate forms of modern ecological war curiously restore the “soul” in its primitive, “ethnological” definitions: “mana,” potential substance indistinguishable from its environment, not individual but plural, multiform, fluidiform, coagulated here and there in social, animal or territorial bodies. Dromological progress, by imposing the idea of two types of body, dependent on their situation in space, also imposes the idea  of two types of soul: one weak, indecisive and vulnerable because it is dependent on its environment; the other powerful because it has put its “mana,” its will, out of reach thanks to its deterritorialization, to the sophistication of its economy and viewpoint. Clausewitz says nothing else when he answers the question, “What is war?” with, “War is an act of force to compel our enemy to do our will.” We cannot exclude from war the problem of wills, despite the fact that Clausewitz immediately mutilates and bastardizes his definition by hastening to add that there can be no moral violence outside of the concepts of State and law. In fact, more than political and intelligent objectives of warfare, more than social or national rivalries, Clausewitz’s definition already suggests the creation of the "presence in the world" of bodies without will. More than of an art of war, we think here of “techniques of animal bodies,” an indelible dichotomy between the invader’s moving-power and his relative inability to free his movements from the herd of workers. Depending on the time and the latitude, the multitude of bodies with no soul, living dead, zombies, possessed, etc., is imposed all throughout history: a slow-motion destruction of the opponent, the adversary, the prisoner, the slave; an economy of military violence likening the human cattle to the ancient stolen herd of the hunter-raiders, and by extension, in modernized and militarized European societies, to the soulless bodies of children, women, men of color and proletarians. In total war, the Nazis will do nothing different when they create an internal social front against the foreign bodies of Jews, gypsies and Slays. The deportation camps are but the laboratories in which the cattle are treated industrially—put to work in the mines, on logistical worksites, subjected to medical or social experiments, the ultimate recuperation of fats, bones, hair... Or, a happier final solution, as exchange value for other energy sources: fuel, trucks and military vehicles, through the intermediary of neutral countries; a whole classical economy of hostages, abductions and displacements—the preferred forms of dromocratic violence. The precious lesson of the camps and the gulags has not been heeded, because it was erroneously presented not only as an ideological phenomenon, but also as a static one, an enclosure. Its absolute “inhumanity” was but the ostensible reintroduction in history of the original social bestiary, of the immense mass of domestic bodies, bodies unknown and unknowable. What else has the proletariat been since antiquity, if not an entirely domesticated category of bodies, a prolific, engine-towing class, the phantom presence in the historical narrative of a floating population linked to the satisfaction of logistical demands?
The digitization of war has created a phenomenon of detachment from human value. With soldiers acting spectator to massive destruction, individuals lose their autonomy as they stare in horror without action. 

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, war and cinema: the logistics of perception, 82-84) //BZ

Thus, the last power left to the director, as to the army officer, is not so much to imagine as to foresee, simulate and memorize simulations. Having lost material space, the bunkered commander of total war suffers a loss of real time, a sudden cutting-off of any involvement in the ordinary world. Like the new opaque cockpits which prevent fighter pilots from looking outside, because 'seeing is dangerous', war and its technologies have gradually eliminated theatrical and pictorial effects in processing the battle image, and total war followed by deterrence have tended to cancel the scenario effect itself in a permanent technological ambience devoid of any substratum. With the new composites, the world disappears in war, and war as a phenomenon disappears from the eyes of the world. Crew members on the aircraft carrier Nimitz recently told a journalist from Liberation: 'Our work is totally unreal. Every now and then, fiction and reality should get together and prove once and for all that we are really here.' Total war takes us from military secrecy (the second-hand, recorded truth of the battlefield) to the overexposure of live broadcast. For with the advent of strategic bombing everything is now brought home to the cities, and it is no longer just the few but a whole mass of spectator-survivors who are the surviv¬ing spectators of combat. Nuclear deterrence means that there are no longer strictly 'foreign wars'; as the mayor of Philadelphia put it twenty years ago, frontiers now pass through the middle of cities. Berlin, Harlem, Belfast, Beirut, Warsaw and Lyon . . . the streets themselves have now become a permanent film-set for army cameras or the tourist-reporters of global civil war. The West, after adjusting from the political illusions of the theatre-city (Athens, Rome, Venice) to those of the cinema-city (Hollywood, Cinecitta, Nuremberg), has now plunged into the transpolitical pan-cinema of the nuclear age, into an entirely cinematic vision of the world. Those American TV channels which broadcast news footage around the clock - without script or comment - have understood this point very well. Because in fact this isn't really news footage any longer, but the raw material of vision, the most trustworthy kind possible. The extraordinary commercialization of audiovisual technology is responding to the same demand. For videos and Walkmans are reality and appearance in kit form: we use them not to watch films or listen to music, but to add vision and soundtracks, to make, us directors of our own reality. Even back in the fifties and sixties, when people were asked why they flocked to pop concepts or festivals like Woodstock, they used to say it was because they didn't want to hear themselves think, or because at such events there was no longer any real distinction between spectators and performers. Hundreds of thousands of actor-spectators went to stadium cycloramas, where the cameras and lasers illuminated not just the stars but also the wildly excited crowds. Those who came to watch also exhibited themselves, in a way heralding such spectacular actions of the seventies as the assassination of John Lennon. Today, directors (and politicians) have lost all prominence, and are swallowed up in technical effects, rather like Nicholas Ray in Wim Wenders's Lightning Over Water. 'We get our energy from chaos', the Rolling Stones once said. And from everyday terrorism to live-broadcast assassinations, the living pan-cinema is spread¬ing before us that chaos which was once so well concealed by the orderly creation of war. Even if our actions are suddenly slipping out of their usual frames of reference, they are not actes gratuits but cinema-acts. With the neutron bomb, urban populations have lost their ulti¬mate value as nuclear hostages and have been abandoned by mili¬tary planners. There are no more 'immortals of the City'. And cinema itself has lost its initiatory value and ceased to be the black mass of martial aboriginality which can offer cinematic Valhalla to the children of the fatherland in a communion of the quick and the dead. For the commercial distribution of video and audio equipment is destroying the extraordinary technical capacity of the old cinema to shape society through vision, to turn a thousand film-goers into a single spectator.
OUTWEIGHS THE CASE

The threat of nuclear war is rooted in the advent of speed—the precondition to their impact is a system of acceleration that we critique
Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, war and cinema: the logistics of perception, 7-10) //BZ
Since Antiquity, military institutions have continued to revolutionize science and technology, and to solve the most complex and varied technical problems. But for all that they have never broken from the pre-scientific model, that moment in which war ceases to be just a science of the accidental. War can never break free from the magical spectacle because its very purpose is to produce that spectacle: to fell the enemy is not so much to capture as to 'captivate' him, to instill the fear of death before he actually dies. From Machiavelli to Vauban, from von Moltke to Churchill, at every decisive episode in the history of war, military theorists have underlined this truth: 'The force of arms is not brute force but spiritual force.'2 There is no war, then, without representation, no sophisticated weaponry without psychological mystification. Weapons are tools not just of destruction but also of perception - that is to say, stimulants that make themselves felt through chemical, neurologi¬cal processes in the sense organs and the central nervous system, affecting human reactions and even the perceptual identifica¬tion and differentiation of objects. A well-known example is the Stuka or Junker 87, the German dive-bomber of World War Two that swept down on its target with a piercing screech designed to terrorize and paralyse the enemy. It was completely successful in this aim until the forces on the ground eventually grew used to it. In this respect the first atomic bombs, dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki on the 6th and 9th of August 1945, presented the ideal conditions: great mechanical effectiveness, complete technical surprise, but, above all, the moral shock that suddenly banished to the prop-room the earlier strategic carpet-bombing of large Asian and European cities, with all its logistical slug¬gishness. By demonstrating that they would not recoil from a civilian holocaust, the Americans triggered in the minds of the enemy that information explosion which Einstein, towards the end of his life, thought to be as formidable as the atomic blast itself.3 The principle of deterrence had already seen the light of day. The term credibility, so often used with reference to nuclear weapons, tells us a great deal about the real nature of the balance of terror. In fact the idea of such a balance, originally hailed as a divine gift by the Americans, has more to do with dogma than with any strategic theory.4 As Marshal Grechko, Brezhnev's defence minister, put it: 'Continual development of our armed forces is an objective necessity for the construction of socialism and communism.' In other words, even when weapons are not employed, they are active elements of ideological conquest. This nuclear faith, however, is beginning to waver and to encoun-. ter its first heretics. A number of generals are now saying that, after all, 'a nuclear conflict would not be the end of the world', repeat¬ing twenty years later the argument of General Buck Turgidson in Stanley Kubrick's Dr Strangelove:-'I don't say we wouldn't get our hair mussed, Mr President, but only ten to twenty million casual-ties - depending on the breaks.'5 The balance of terror is changing because now everyone, or nearly everyone, has the bomb: in accus¬toming ourselves to nuclear sabre-rattling we have the illusion of reaching a new stage of knowledge. Illustrating, at a perceptual level, Lord Mountbatten's motto 'when it works it's out of date', a 'new Hiroshima' would today be just a trivial remake, an 'explo¬sion of mini-bombs expressed merely in kilotonnes', as the mili¬tary experts like to joke. Ronald Reagan understood this perfectly when he reopened the debate on 23 March 1983, unveiling a plan to establish a space-based anti-ballistic-missile system relying on lasers and mirrors... all by the year 2000. Most of the specialists who were asked about the project immediately talked of it as Star Wars, science-fiction cinema. But the necessary element of spec¬tacle has behind it a thoroughly concrete programme on which the Pentagon will spend around a billion dollars a year. Similarly, while the stockpiling of weapons that will doubtless never be used is considered by the uninitiated to be an act of madness, in mili¬tary eyes not only is it not an aberration, its magic is precisely to be without any justification, to have no other reason for existence than to be brandished and quantified in public. Since, according to J.P. Goebbels, the only measure of a military decision lies in its monstrous power, the very disproportion in the published figures (kilotonnes per head of population, etc.) serves to counteract the sense of familiarity among the populations in question and to stir up their nuclear faith. In order to create a climate of terror, mili¬tary men in both camps will certainly have to come up with some¬thing better than the forty million killed in the Second World War. This is why President Carter, continuing in a sense Eisenhower's last speech in 1961 that attacked the military-industrial complex, declared in his farewell address to the nation: It may only be a matter of time before madness, desperation, greed or miscalculation lets loose this terrible force. In an all-put nuclear war, more destructive power than in all of World War Two would be unleashed every second during the long afternoon it would take for all the missiles and bombs to fall. A World War Two every second — more people killed in the first few hours than in all the wars of history put together.6 It is an arms race in which the doctrine and delirium of produc¬tion have gradually replaced the doctrine of battlefield use, and the element of surprise - corning, as it did in the Malvinas war of 1982, from the technology itself rather than from the politicians, armies or general staffs - affects both adversaries at once. Battle is now nothing more than the autonomy, or automation, of the war machine, with its virtually undetectable 'smart' weapons such as the Exocet missile, the Beluga bomb, the Tigerfish torpedo, the 'Raygun Project' of lightning nuclear attack being studied by the Pentagon, the Doomsday machine ... From the first missiles of World War Two to the lightning flash of Hiroshima, the theatre weapon has replaced the theatre of opera-tions. Indeed the military term 'theatre weapon', though itself outmoded, underlines the fact that the history of battle is prima¬rily the history of radically changing fields of perception. In other words, war consists not so much in scoring territorial, economic or other material victories as in appropriating the 'immateriality' of perceptual fields. As belligerents set out to invade those; fields in their totality, it became apparent that the true war film did not necessarily have to depict war or any actual battle. For once the cinema was able to create surprise (technological, psychological, etc.), it effectively came under the category of weapons.  
TURNS THE CASE

Any transportation innovation is simultaneously the creation of a catastrophic accident—acceleration makes collapse inevitable

Virilio and Der Derian 76  - Paul Virilio is Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School in Saas-Fee, Switzerland. James Der Derian is a Watson Institute research professor of international studies and professor of political science at Brown University. (Paul and James. “Future War: A Discussion with Paul Virilio”, interview conducted by Der Derian in Paris. 1976. http://www.watsoninstitute.org/infopeace/vy2k/futurewar.cfm) //lf
JAMES DER DERIAN: What about the impact of technology on individuality of culture? PAUL VIRILIO: There have been three industrial revolutions. The first important revolution on the technical plane is that of transportation, which favors an equipping of the territory with railroads, airports, highways, electric lines, cables, etc. It has a geopolitical element. The second revolution which is almost concomitant, is the transmissions revolution, including Marconi, Edison, radio, television. From this point on, technology is set loose. It becomes immaterial and electromagnetic. The third revolution, which it seems to me we are on the verge of, is the revolution of transplantations. All these technologies of telecommunication which had been employed in aviation and missiles, favor nano-technology, the possibility of miniaturizing technology to the point of introducing it into the human body, to achieve what the futurists wished for: to sustain the human body through "technology" and not just through "chemistry." In the future, just as the geographic world was colonized by means of transportation or communication, we will have the possibility of a colonization of the human body by technology,. That which favors the equipping of territories, of cities, in particular, threatens to apply to the human body, as if we had the city in the body and not the city around the body. The city "at home", in vitro, in vivo .. Here there is a sort of anthropomorphism of technology. We see this with supplementary technologies, cardiac stimulators, with the possibility of grafts, of techno-grafts, supplementary memory, as Marvin Minsky proposes. We are on the verge of the biomachine. Personally, I critique this, as the advent of the hyperstimulated (hu)man. JAMES DER DERIAN: What happens when hardware and software merge? Are there any ethical choices left? PAUL VIRILIO: First, I believe that these three revolutions and all that we were just saying lead to a technical "essentialism" [integrisme], a "cybercult". Just as there is religious "essentialism", there is a technical "essentialism" through technical fundamentalism, just as frightening as religious fundamentalism. Modern (hu)man(s), who killed the Judaeo-Christian god, the one of transcendence, invented a god machine, a deus ex machina. It is necessary to be an atheist of technology! This is not simply anti-technology. I am an amateur of technology. My fetish image is that of the battle of Jacob and the angel. Jacob is a believer, he meets the angel of God, but to remain a free man, he is obliged to do battle. This is the great figure. It is necessary to obey - but also to resist. JAMES DER DERIAN: What about accidents? PAUL VIRILIO: Accidents have always fascinated me. It is the intellectual scapegoat of the technological; accident is diagnostic of technology. To invent the train is to invent derailment; to invent the ship is to invent the shipwreck. The ship that sinks says much more to me about technology than the ship that floats! Today the question of the accident arises with new technologies, like the image of the stock market crash on Wall Street. Program trading: here there is the image of the general accident, no longer the particular accident like the derailment or the shipwreck. In old technologies, the accident is "local"; with information technologies it is "global." We do not yet understand very well this negative innovation. We have not understood the power of the virtual accident. We are faced with a new type of accident for which the only reference is the analogy to the stock market crash, but this is not sufficient.

The destruction from the acceleration of the accident creates the fatal subject in transportation infrastructure. Travelling becomes death as proliferations of accidents and fatalities increase in the precariousness of speed.

Kuswa, 2004 – P.h. D. in Rhetoric from UT, Department of Rhetoric and Communication Studies at Richmond (Kevin, Machinic Rhetoric, Highways and Interpellating Motions, Rhizomes, http://www.rhizomes.net/issue8/kuswa.htm) //BZ

[20] One ramification of the highway is the perpetual event of the accident-the highway machine is always pulling the chair out from under its users. Jolts in the machine are violent and sudden. Society has always found ways to negotiate accidents and large-scale warfare, but nothing has had the monumental impact that the automobile and the road have had in terms of the destruction of human lives. The destruction is also pronounced because it is a result of technology and modes of transport that humans have built themselves. These are not earthquakes or diseases, but colliding vehicles that were intended to "speed up" the process of circulation. Even guns and other weapons are distinct from cars and highways because guns have the express purpose of either injuring another human or scaring that human into submission. How has the subject of the fatal body of the accident victim assumed significant but acceptable status in the United States? [21] To answer, we must return to speed and the accident. Paul Virilio aligns the event of the accident with inertia, forming a link between society and the specificity of automotive motion. The accident-which is the halting of movement in a sudden way-is capable of producing the fatal subject as an effect of highway inertia. Virilio's (1989, p111) contention is that motion and the absence of motion are tied together through the mutation of the automobile and the shrinking of distance: Spatial distance suddenly makes way for mere temporal distance. The longest journeys are scarcely more than mere intermissions. But if, as already shown, the nineteenth century and a large part of the twentieth really experienced the rise of the automotive vehicle in all of its forms, this mutation of it is by no means completed. As before, except now more rapidly, it will make the transition from the itinerancy of nomadic life to inertia, to the ultimate sedentariness of society. In this frame, the accident is the malaria of the Panama Canal: the inertia of highway fatalities. The subject of the driver is now always tied up with the risks and realities of the highway fatality. Again, driving means death. [22] The subject of the driver and the fatal body takes countless directions through the course of the highway machine. Even within one generalization-the subject propelled to death by a vehicle in a collision-multiple figures emerge such as the fatal bodies of the alcoholic, the soldier, and the consumer of safety. Whether or not we attach the figure of the mobile alcoholic to the death parade of the highway machine, the omnipresence of the fatal driver, and society's acceptance of these drivers as an allowable form of collateral damage, gestures toward circulating subjectivities. The driver-soldier, for example, marks the driver as a type of human cannon fodder, putting life on the line in the name of circulation and the highway machine. Defense and security take on new angles: "More than 2 million persons have died in auto accidents in the U.S. in this century or more than three times the 652,000 battle deaths the U.S. sustained in all the wars it ever fought" (McCombs, Aug. 7, 1977). [23] By merging perspectives on traffic and accidents, we find ourselves approaching modernity from an odd direction: within. Traffic and commerce (the movement of people and goods) are typically signs of "health" for a community, yet too much traffic is often cited as an illness that has afflicted society. Too much traffic also risks accidents, spiraling into even greater traffic. The subject-position of the driver is potentially threatened by the accident, while the subject-position of the traffic manager is perpetually warding off the accident. Before and after the accident, the movement of bodies takes place in an attempt to govern the "event" itself. The accident may be an immutable rupture or interruption: a moment when the body can no longer deterritorialize itself through the micropolitics of highway identities. The human body and institutional bodies are thrust together through the everyday trauma surrounding road accidents and highway fatalities. Preceding a given accident, which is inevitable but randomly occurring, an entire assemblage exists to govern safety and security on the road-everything from license requirements (often a critical passage into maturity or adulthood) to vehicle innovations such as shoulder-belts or non-reflective windshields. Through the expansion of highways and the proliferation of the automobile, death and life in America have moved precariously close to the side of the road.
TURNS IR ADVANTAGES

Acceleration of information has overloaded humanity, preventing cognitive conscious thought. The loss of thought and autonomy has resulted in imperceptive political mistakes, irrational economic decisions, and a loss of the collective community. 
Bifo, 2009 – Professor at the University of Bologna, professor of social history of communication at the academia di belle arti of milan (franco, precarious rhapsody, pdf found online) //BZ

The mediascape is the universe of transmitters that send to our brain signals according to the most varied formats. The info-sphere is the interface between the media system and the mind that receives the signals, the mental ecosphere, that immaterial sphere in which semiotic fluxes interact with the reception antennae of the minds scattered on the planet. The mind is the universe of receivers that are not naturally limited to receiving but process, create and in their turn put in motion new processes of transmission and provoke the continuous evolution of the mediascape. The evolution of the info-sphere’s activation of always more complex networks of information distribution has produced a leap in the power, speed and the very format of the info-sphere. There is no corresponding leap in the power and format of reception. The universe of receivers, human brains of real people made of flesh, fragile and sensual organs, is not formatted according to the same standard as the system of digital transmitters. The functional paradigm of the universe of transmitters does not correspond to the functional paradigm of the universe of receivers. This asymmetry is manifested by various pathological effects: permanent electrocution, panic, over-excitation, hyper-mobility, attention disturbances, dyslexia, information overload and saturation of reception circuits. At the origin of this saturation, there is a real and proper deformity of formats. The format of the universe of transmitters has evolved, multiplying its powers, while the format of the universe of receivers has not been able to evolve in as rapid a manner, for the simple reason that it is based on an organic support (the human brain-body) that has evolutionary times completely different from the evolutionary times of machines. That which is being determined could be defined as a paradigmatic discrepancy, a schism between the paradigm that models the universe of transmitters and the paradigm that models the universe of receivers. In a situation like this, communication becomes an asymmetrical disturbed process. We could speak in this regard of a discrepancy between cyberspace in unlimited and constant expansion and cybertime. Cyberspace is a network that includes mechanical and organic components whose processing power can be accelerated without limits, while cybertime is an essentially lived reality, linked to an organic support (the human body and brain) whose processing time cannot be accelerated beyond relatively rigid natural limits. Since the time when, in 1977, he wrote the book Speed and Politics, Paul Virilio has maintained that speed is the decisive factor in modern history. It is thanks to speed, Virilio claims, that wars are won, both military and commercial ones. In many of his writings, Virilio shows that the speed of movements, of transportation, of motorization has allowed armies to win wars in the course of the last century. Since then, it has been possible to substitute objects, goods and people for signs. By virtual, electronically transferable phantasms, the barriers of speed have been broken and the most impressive process of acceleration that human history has ever known has erupted. In a certain sense we can say that space no longer exists, given that information can cross it instantly and events can be transferred in real time from one place to another on the planet, becoming virtually shared events. But what are the consequences of this acceleration on the human mind, on the human body? To understand it we must make reference to the capacity of conscious processing, to the capacity for affective assimilation of signs and events on the part of the conscious and sensitive organism. The acceleration of information exchange has produced and is producing an effect of a pathological type on the individual human mind and even more on the collective mind. Individuals are not in a position to consciously process the immense and always growing mass of information that enters their computers, their cell phones, their television screens, their electronic diaries and their heads. However, it seems indispensable to follow, recognize, evaluate, process all this information if you want to be efficient, competitive, victorious. The practice of multitasking, the opening of a window of hypertextual attention, the passage from one context to another for the complex evaluation of processes, tends to deform the sequential modality of mental processing. According to Christian Marazzi, who has concerned himself in various books with the relations between economics, language and affectivity, the latest generation of economic operators is affected by a real and proper form of dyslexia, incapable of reading a page from the beginning to the end according to sequential procedures, incapable of maintaining concentrated attention on the same object for a long time. And dyslexia spreads to cognitive and social behaviors, leading to rendering the pursuit of linear strategies nearly impossible. Some, like Davenport and Beck , speak of an attention economy. But when a cognitive faculty enters into and becomes part of economic discourse this means that it has become a scarce resource. The necessary time for paying attention to the fluxes of information to which we are exposed and which must be evaluated in order to be able to make decisions is lacking. The consequence is in front of our eyes: political and economic decisions no longer respond to a long term strategic rationality and simply follow immediate interests. On the other hand, we are always less available for giving our attention to others gratuitously. We no longer have the attention time for love, tenderness, nature, pleasure and compassion. Our attention is ever more besieged and therefore we assign it only to our careers, to competition and to economic decisions. And in any case our temporality cannot follow the insane speed of the hypercomplex digital machine. Human beings tend to become the ruthless executors of decisions taken without attention. The universe of transmitters, or cyberspace, now proceeds at a superhuman velocity and becomes untranslatable for the universe of receivers, or cybertime, that cannot go faster than what is allowed by the physical material from which our brain is made, the slowness of our body, the need for caresses and affection. Thus opens a pathological gap and mental illness spreads as testified by the statistics and above all our everyday experience. And just as pathology spreads, so too do drugs. The flourishing industry of psychopharmaceuticals beats records every year, the number of packets of Ritalin, Prozac, Zoloft and other psychotropics sold in the pharmacies continually increases, while dissociation, suffering, desperation, terror, the desire not to exist, to not have to fight continuously, to disappear grows alongside the will to kill and to kill oneself. When, towards the end of the 1970s, an acceleration of the productive and communicative rhythms in occidental metropolitan centers was imposed, a gigantic epidemic of drug addiction made its appearance. The world was leaving its human epoch to enter the era of machinic posthuman acceleration: many sensitive organisms of the human variety began to snort cocaine, a substance that permits the acceleration of the existential rhythm leading to transforming oneself into a machine. Many other sensitive organisms of the human kind injected heroin in their veins, a substance that deactivates the relation with the speed of the surrounding atmosphere. The epidemic of powders during the 1970s and the 1980s produced an existential and cultural devastation with which we still haven’t come to terms with. Then illegal drugs were replaced by those legal substances which the pharmaceutical industry in a white coat made available for its victims and this was the epoch of anti-depressants, of euphorics and of mood regulators. Today psychopathy reveals itself ever more clearly as a social epidemic and, more precisely, a socio-communicational one. If you want to survive you have to be competitive and if you want to be competitive you must be connected, receive and process continuously an immense and growing mass of data. This provokes a constant attentive stress, a reduction of the time available for affectivity. These two tendencies, inseparably linked, provoke an effect of devastation on the individual psyche: depression, panic, anxiety, the sense of solitude and existential misery. But these individual symptoms cannot be indefinitely isolated, as psychopathology has done up until now and as economic power wishes to do. It is not possible to say: “You are exhausted, go and take a vacation at Club Med, take a pill, make a cure, get the hell away from it all, recover in the psychiatric hospital, kill yourself.” It is no longer possible, for the simple reason that it is no longer a matter of a small minority of crazies or a marginal amount of depressives. It concerns a growing mass of existential misery that is tending always more to explode in the center of the social system. Besides, it is necessary to consider a decisive fact: at the time when capital needed to suck in physical energy from its exploited and from its slaves, psychopathology could be relatively marginalized. Your psychic suffering didn’t matter much to capital when you only had to insert screws and handle a lathe. You could be as sad as a solitary fly in a bottle, but your productivity was hardly affected because your muscles could still function. Today capital needs mental energies, psychic energies. And these are exactly the capacities that are fucking up. It’s because of this that psychopathology is exploding in the center of the social scene. The economic crisis depends for the most part on a circulation of sadness, depression, panic and demotivation. The crisis of the new economy was provoked in a large part by a crisis of motivations, by a fall the artificial euphoria of the 1990s. This has led to effects of disinvestment and in part even to a reduction of consumption. In general, unhappiness functions as a stimulus to consume: buying is a suspension of anxiety, an antidote to loneliness, but only up to a certain point. Beyond this certain point, suffering becomes a demotivating factor for purchasing. There is therefore an elaboration of conflicting strategies. The masters of the world certainly do not want humanity to be able to be happy, because a happy humanity would not let itself be caught up in productivity, in the discipline over work or in hypermarkets. However, they try out useful techniques to make unhappiness moderate and tolerable, for postponing or preventing a suicidal explosion, for inducing consumption. What strategies will the collective organism follow in order to escape this fabric of unhappiness? Is a strategy of deceleration, of the reduction of complexity possible and able to be hypothesized? I don’t believe so. In human society, potentialities cannot be definitively canceled out, even when they are revealed to be lethal for the individual and probably even for the species. These potentials become regulated and kept under control for as long as possible, but in the end are inevitably used as happened (and will happen again) with the atomic bomb. A strategy of the upgrading of the human organism is possible – of the mechanical adjustment of the human body and brain to a hyperfast info-sphere. This is the strategy that is used to define the post-human. Finally a strategy of subtraction is possible, of distancing from the vortex, but this is a type of strategy that only small communities can follow, constituting spheres of existential, economic, and informatics autonomy with respect to the economic world.
ALTERNATIVE CARDS

Only slowing speed through thinking can experience the beauty in the midst of living life. This thinking process is a rejection of the representations of speed and the accident in the time frame of the 1AC, to slow down the ballot as a moment of contemplation. Transportation infrastructure is a race to the bunker, where fear is hidden. Instead, the architecture of the inclined plane, to slow down is necessary to embrace life. 

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 59-64) //BZ

And now we would have to say: Save Our Planet. Space is shriveling up now in favor of time, and time belongs to no one. The world is no longer on a world scale. We are confronted with the phenomenon of confinement. Michel Foucault analyzed the great imprisonment in the eighteenth century with the closing of asylums, the disciplinary politics of the Great Enclosure. But the Great Enclosure isn’t behind us with Bentham’s Panopticon, it is ahead of us with globalization. And I would say that this is the grey ecology. Besides the ecology of substances, the green ecology, there is an ecology of distances. The telluric contraction of distances, the pollution of distances, as I call it—not the pollution of nature but the pollution of distances in nature—this will make the Earth uninhabitable. People will suffer from claustrophobia on the Earth, in the immensity of the planet. I can go to La Rochelle for thirty dollars round trip with my senior citizen card. Virilio just moved from Paris to La Rochelle, an old fortified harbor on the Atlantic coast]. But tomorrow we will go to Montreal or Tokyo for three dollars, for nothing. And then? How far can we go? That’s what I always say: to what point? When are we going to understand the notion of closure? The world is limitless? No. It is increasingly closed and contracted. In a sense, these places will all equal nothing. Incarceration will become a mass phenomenon, an apocalyptic phenomenon. In fact, we will no longer feel like traveling. Howard Hughes wont be the only one:people will experience “polar inertia” on a mass scale.22 You go for a walk by the sea, and on the beach you watch the waves, as in “The Day After, ” not a bad film, either. Except, now, the last shore is not the atomic bomb, it’s the dromic bomb, it’s the contraction of the world. The bomb does not explode, the world implodes. The day is not far off—just a few generations, or so they say—when the world will be reduced to nothing, both on the level of telecommunications and on the level of supersonic trans-portation. Then the world will implode in the soul of humanity. They will be totally trapped, totally asphyxiated by the smallness of the world on account of time and speed. This has nothing to do with demographics. They once thought that the world would be unlivable because there would be billions and billions of peo-ple. Before we get to that point, it will become uninhabitable from speed, from pollution. This explains the urgency to get back to the body, to the scale of nature, as long as they exist... What would be needed is a political economy of speed that refers to sensations. The political economy of wealth—it concerns the Physiocrats. It’s Quesnais. Who was Francois Quesnais? He was a doctor, a man interested in bodies and their pathologies, their sensations.23 And it is my belief that today we have given up on all that. Sensations today are virtual reality, cassettes, robots. But perceptual sensations, politically perceptual sensations, those of the masses—not simply those of the individual—it is a field that has been left totally fallow. They want to get rid of humanity to replace it with Supermen... In Architecture Principe, you wrote: “Consciousness must be awakened by the absolute, inescapable necessity of slowing down the rhythm of architecture to keep it from following the acceleration of the human mutation. ” This isn’t only true of architecture. That is the role of the brake. Architecture is a brake, but in a pos-itive sense. Ten years ago I did this big exhibit on speed at Cartier, in Jouy-en-Josace, and what image did I use at first? The Pharaoh. Why? Deleuze and I discussed it quite a bit. What is the Pharaoh? The two hands crossed on his chest are holding, on the one side, a hook, and, on the other, a whip. According to Egyptologists, the whip is a fly-chaser. I said: You’ve got to be joking. Think of a chariot: there is a hook to pull the reins, and a whip to accelerate. What the Pharaoh possesses is the power of the Pontif, the one who directs energies. The hook is wisdom, it’s the brake. It is also the Pope’s hook or the Bishop’s cross. Then, on the other side, you have the fly-chaser? I’m sorry, things like that drive me crazy. The whip no one discusses anymore is Ceausescu, the con- ducator. Except today we don’t have a whip anymore, we have a pedal. So this is the idea: there will be no truly philosophical politics, I mean, any political philosophy other than barbarism if we don’t control speed the way we monitor wealth, if economy is not extended to time, since time is money and speed is power. Political Economy of Speed Fluidity is not synonymous with speed, on the contrary. Speed pushes towards abstraction whereas fluids remain always material or corporal. You write as much in your book: “Thus, in our time, any attempt to interrupt the slow movement of architecture, to artificially adapt it to the acceleration of the rhythm of space by the introduction of notions of high speed like evolution, technology, mobility, flexibility, are doomed to failure... ” I still believe it’s true. Speed is carrying us along, but we have yet to master it. An accident is bound to happen, so when I talk about dromology or dromocracy I mean inventing a political economy of speed just as we innovated a political economy of wealth. The two are connected in my thinking. I am certain that as long as we do not bring about the dromocratic or dromological revolution, we are heading for the total, the global accident. And certainly one way of reducing speed is the dwelling. The very word in French for building, “im-meuble,” un-moving, and the word for dwelling, “demeure,” to stay or remain—they are the speed reducers of his-tory. No one can deny that the city reduced the speed of the nomads by sedentariness. We are faced with the necessity of rein-venting a politics of speed, whose means and place should be the city, since the city [polis] and politics are connected. Slowness can be a means of resistance. Inclined planes slow down movement. In my view, slowness is just one speed among many, don’t you agree? I never talk about slowness. I am talking about slowness as intensity. The gait of nomads in the desert is always extremely slow and aquatic. In the Sahara people move like kings or scuba divers, it’s extraordinary. And it’s not just due to the heat: in Timbuctu a Touareg friend of mine told me that as a child he was asked to walk even slower. Each of their gestures in slow motion had an unimaginable grace. For them walking was a dance. And yet they jumped on top of their camels like tigers. That’s why I’m interested in William Forsythe, in choreography.24 Speed is choreography. Sometimes it goes really fast, sometimes really slow. The body movements of time and space is what I call choreography. It’s the Sumo wrestler frozen like a statue and then... .. .and then wham! The tiger. That’s politics. There is a politics of bodies in dance that was forgotten in the industrial revolution, all in favor of the robot, in favor of the car in which you are tossed around. Like the oblique, the body collapses space into time. Oh yes. From the moment you consider a human body in motion—this is the choreographic dimension, and not simply the geographic and scenographic dimensions: the gesture of the body in space—the question of time is raised. Dance is an art of time, just like the theater
A2: ALT FAILS

The world has become enframed with speed and technology. Transportation has rendered space knowable and consumptive, creating obsession with speed has displaced all other thoughts and paradigms, making the total accident inevitable. Critique is the only political action to regain autonomy and the very demand that the alt “do something now” is proof of our argument. 

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 160-163) //BZ

It seems that theory no longer even needs to project itself forward that much to apprehend phenomena: it is enough to bring together what already exists. As William Burroughs said, paranoia is knowing the facts. Theory is knowing the facts. Theory is construction. Right now I am trying to understand the nature of the Total Accident—what I call the total or global accident. The old techniques in the transportation revolution provoked accidents that were specific, local. Invent the luxury liner, and you invent the “Titanic.” Invent electricity, and you invent Chernobyl. These are local accidents. And I am deliberately saying that Chernobyl is a local accident. Even if the melt-down contaminates Europe, it is still a local accident. On the other hand, by virtue of cybernetic technologies, the accident is total. It simultaneously concerns the entire world at the same instant. The colossal dimension of the accident surpasses us, and that’s why I am so passionate about it. Once we discussed the accident in terms of the stock-market crash. Yes, that is an image of instantaneity. What crumbled in the crash is obviously a system of values—it is science itself. Science is in danger of dying. It is going to be next How could it die? First I will say: by an excess of speed. When we denounce the computer and artificial intelligence, what is it that we are denouncing? We are not against machines and robots, that’s just fairy tales. Rather, the excess of speed can be a denial of science. If one considers that speed is a power, this power can supplant all the others, including the power of scientific knowledge. This excess of speed goes through the ideology of artificial intelligence and robotics, but it goes farther than that. Much farther. And this, too, is part of the Total Accident. This is a logic which is difficult to analyze, because the accident of science that we were just discussing is linked to this total accident. And the total accident is the other name for the absolute interactivity that regulates information, free trade and the global market. It is linked to the cybernetic dimension of information, so it is quite complex. The work remains to be done on it. But I believe that there is nothing else to do now than to scope out its negative dimension. Contrary to the many who tell me that critique is no longer possible, I say: the opposite is true; there is no longer anything possible, except critique. Only critique is possible now, precisely because we no longer have the power to stem these tendencies. Why not? Because we can no longer fall back on a philosophical power or on a religious power in the broad sense of wisdom. Runaway Train There are as well powerful interests at stake: corporations, multinationals... But is there something in science itself that would actually prevent us from curbing all this? In my opinion, it’s speed. The rapidity of a phenomenon liquidates you. When a phenomenon reaches an absolute speed, it sets a “runaway” in motion. This is true in every field—if you walk by a billboard slowly, you can read it; if you go by really fast, you see nothing. But this is no longer happening at a personal level. This stunning effect of speed is being felt through and in power itself. The power of speed has become more potent than the power of wealth. The two are linked, of course. Time is money, and speed is power. Today, the power of absolute speed, of live transmission, of cybernetic information technology is such that traditional power, which used to rely on force, on armies, on police, etc., and even on wealth, can no longer hold it back. The “runaway” is under way. This is a state of emergency. This is simultaneously true of every field. Genetics will make trees grow more quickly, abolish the seasons, anticipate evolution... It’s theater. It’s the deus-ex-machina, a theater machine, which is being carried out on a global scale. The machine used to be nothing more than speed. Today it is being applied to the real, to political reality, to sociological reality, and to the military reality, whence it came. Because don’t forget that all of this came out of the scientific and military industrial complex. I will never forget what Eisenhower said, his last speech in 1961, when he was leaving the White House. He said: “Beware of the military-industrial complex. It can destroy all of our democratic values.” Well, it’s started. It’s done. It is in the process of destroying everything. We don’t even need the competition between the East and West blocs anymore to destroy everything, or rather multiply exponentially our power of destruction. No, it works all by itself. From this perspective, the Gulf War— you read my book—illustrated the search for a second deterrence. We cannot understand the test, the weapons maneuvers which took place in the Balkans, without the search for some other deterrence, which in effect would be based on the accident. The accident is going to become the pursuit of politics by other means. It is no longer a traditional war with armies that is going to continue politics in the way Clausewitz described it. It is the accident, but the Total Accident. The big mystery is the nature of this accident. And it goes hand in hand with the new deterrence. We are standing before a kind of putsch, but it is a military-scientific putsch, not the putsch of a few generals.
A2: FRAMEWORK

Debate is only possible with communicative thought and freedom. Dominated by speed, individuals have no voice, no autonomy, no politics, and no meaning. This foreclosing of the political realm has upheld a façade of democratic participation, but politics of the self is necessary to break from the governing puppeteers. 
Virilio, 2005 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, the information bomb, verso, print, 65-66) //BZ
‘Brevity is the soul of e-mail,’ Nicholas Negroponte tells internauts in Being Digital. And the billionaire George Soros for his part asserts, ‘I am capable of reducing the most complex situation to its simplest expression! Technological acceleration initially brought about a transference from writing to speech - from the letter and the book to the telephone and the radio. Today it is the spoken word which is logically withering away before the instantaneity of the real-time image. With the spread of illiteracy, the era of silent microphones and the mute telephone opens before us. The instruments will not remain unused on account of any technical failings, but for lack of sociability, because we shall shortly have nothing to say to each other, or really the time to say it - and, above all, we shall no longer know how to go about listening to or saying something, just as we already no longer know how to write, in spite of the fax revolution which was allegedly going to give letter-writing a new lease of life. After the brutal extinction of the host of dialects spoken by tribes and families, and their replacement by the academic language of expanding nations, a language now unlearned and supplanted by the global vocabulary of e- mail, we may now envisage planetary life becoming progressively a story without words, a silent cinema, an authorless novel, comics without speech-bubbles . . . But also, in the generalized violence of acceleration, we can envisage suffering passing without complaint; horrors going unbewailed, not that there would be anyone to hear the wailing; and anxieties going without a prayer - and without even an analysis. As Caspar David Friedrich sensed, ‘The peoples will no longer have a voice. They will no longer he allowed to be aware of themselves, take pride in themselves.’ ‘Politics is a theatre often played out on a scaffold,’ said (more or less) St Thomas More, who learned the lesson to his cost. The screen has today replaced the scaffold where, according to the author of Utopia, the political was killed in the past. In fact, the audiovisual dilemma has become the most certain threat hanging over our old democracies, which are so aptly named ‘representative’. The foremost political art was eloquence, that democratic eloquence which, in return, gathers to it the voice of the nation - the popular votes, the popular suffrage. Our statesmen were men of the forum, the platform and the public meeting. Their speeches might last three or four hours. They were lawyers, publicists, journalists, writers, poets . . . One may ask oneself today this simple question: how would great historic tribunes like Churchill or Clemenceau be made to look today on those television programmes of the Spitting Image type which daily clutter the screens of the world’s democracies with their gesticulating, inept political clones? And after being put through the audiovisual mill in this way, would these statesmen still have enough charisma to mobilize populations and, ultimately, save democracy from pure and simple disappearance? One may legitimately doubt it. Once this question on the future of political representation has been raised, one can better understand that the dream of most of the major parties is to have members of parliament who are so ‘soft’, so much like silent soap stars, that no grotesque puppet could be made of them, no stupid comment attributed to them.
The destruction of distance creates hyperindividualism and undermines the basis for traditional politics
Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 83-86) //BZ

Your term "critical” should be understood in the sense of “crisis. ” Yes, in the sense of space being put into a state of crisis. A critical time—you know that it’s a time that will pass. The man who is going to die in five seconds is in critical temporality; he’s reached the end. But in this case, it is the real space of the globe—not space in the sense of outer space, cosmic space— that is critical. As I said in my book, Lost Dimension, it was no longer just time that was critical, the critical moment; the new thing was that space itself had entered a critical dimension with relativity and at the same time with the fractals. On the one hand, you have relativity, space-time, philosophy: Bergson, Einstein. On the other hand, you have whole dimensions called into question, which is an important event that went unnoticed. We imploded dimensions. History has lived through whole dimensions: zero dimension, the point, line and surface; here you find Kandinsky, volume plus time. One dimension, two dimensions, three dimensions. This is fundamental in the West: the history of the relationship in space with Greece, with the perspectivists, etc. Then we exploded it. So, I wanted to say that the big event was critical space.Critical space is at the intersection of relativity, the fractals, and of course the notion of the accident, since the Big Bang is the origin of history and what gives us dimensions. But now we explode them. Whole dimensions are simulacra. So you have this fundamental anxiety linked to the notion of space. You cannot separate the notion of space from the notion of dimension. In the East, it is well known that the notion of dimension doesn’t exist, but it is replaced by the Ma, the interval. It is the equivalent of the interval in music. This is really important. In the East, the musical interval in the tempo also has to do with the interval in space. Dimensions don’t exist without going through the interval. And here I will refer you to the “Third Interval,” one of the chapters in Speed and Politics. If it is the crisis of earth space, architecture, being the art of that space, should be in crisis as well. Critical space is the dimension of the retention of distances: this pollution of temporal distances through interactivity is already leading to effects of claustrophobia and incarceration, which are going to be the big questions for urbanism and architecture tomorrow. Faced with this sudden foreclosure of the real space of globalization, resulting from the temporal compression of inter-activity, exclusion becomes a necessity with the “global-city,” implying a new relationship to bodies, to the territorial bodies of the geographic habitat. Exclusion with respect to what exactly? With respect to critical space. The body proper is not outside a world proper, a world that has been appropriated. The world proper was the world of the terrestrial globe. All of history, the whole of psychology, all of philosophy happened within a sym-biosis of these two elements: world proper, body proper. The absolute retention of the body proper leads the individual to be excluded from this world. Hence all the research to leave the goddamn planet behind. Many of the practices since the Second World War, including the conquest of space by the Nazis, already are attempts to achieve exclusion. To exclude oneself from a world that is too small. It’s the lebensraum—the breathing space—and the right to expand territorially in the Nazis’ case. Exactly, the right to exclude oneself from an incarcerating world. Exclusion becomes a psychological necessity that implies a new relation to bodies, to the terrestrial bodies of the geographic habi-tat, but also to the social body of geopolitical societies, and finally to the animal body of an individual caught in mass individualism. Ancient societies were different in that they were collective masses, and the world itself used to be vast. We’re back to the same effect I mentioned earlier. Faced with the compression of the world proper, individualism becomes dominant. This is the fractal aspect of being. The body becomes the whole. Hence mass egoism, mass egotism, mass individualism. We still live in a mass society, yes! but a mass society of individuals. In this way, after centuries, millennia dedicated to the urbanization of the real space of the world proper—it’s the history of cities since the dawn of time—now begins the urbanization of the real time of the body proper of mankind. Hence synchronization. The cybernetic synchronization of collective interactivity is replacing the old standardization of activity—the standardized social behaviors and disciplinary behaviors from the age of mass collectivism. Portable-Self So forget Foucault? No more Foucault either. On that topic, Professor Kevin Warwick’s recent experiment considered to be a lark, in which he implanted in his own body an electric chip to interact with his working environment, is the beginning of a new way of life. I said it a number of years ago: the transplant revolution is nothing but the colonization of the body by technology. You have again the contraction between the world proper equipped with Roman ways, railways, highways, and the body proper equipped with bionics and microchips, etc. After the era of home-city domestic life during the fifties and sixties, thanks to the electric cleaner, the TV, comes not only the era of the portable city “on-self,” such as the computer and the cell phone, but now the era of the “in-self,” when implants, bionic prostheses, and other electrodes wire us up. The movement is always the same: simply, instead of saddling the body of the world with equipment, you equip the body of the individual. It’s also another form of nomadism, but internal, so to speak. The body has become the world. The world proper is no longer only outside; it is inside. The habitat is the inhabitant. The inhabitant becomes the habitat...of technology. He is “phagocyted,” if you prefer. And that’s what exclusion is, you see. A man who is equipped like a territory is no longer an inhabitant; he becomes a habitat. He is no longer only mentally inhabited, but physically too. He is no longer habited; he is in-habited. Architecture possesses him. Now I remind you that in computer talk they refer to the “system architecture.” The word “architec-ture” doesn’t just qualify buildings of brick or concrete, it refers to a system. There is not only a system architecture, but one of habits. Warwick is in instantaneous interaction through his body, no longer through his will, but through the grafts, electrodes, and microchips that occupy him.
Acceleration distances humans, tearing the social fabric and sacrificing the public sphere. This technological takeover has mechanized the individual and created a reductionist planet.

Virilio, 1997 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, Open sky, verso, print, 17-19) //BZ

If last century’s transport revolution already brought about a mutation in urban territory throughout the continent, the current revolution in (interactive) transmission is in turn provoking a commutation in the urban environment whereby the image prevails over the thing it is an image of; what was once a city becoming little by little a paradoxical agglomeration, relationships of immediate proximity giving way to remote interrelationships. The paradoxes of acceleration are indeed numerous and disconcerting, in particular, the foremost among them: getting closer to the ‘distant’ takes you away proportionally from the ‘near’ (and dear) — the friend, the relative, the neighbour — thus making strangers, if not actual enemies, of all who are close at hand, whether they be family, workmates or neighbourhood acquaintances. This inversion of social practices, already evident in the development of communication equipment (ports, stations, airports), is further reinforced, radicalized, by the new telecommunications equipment (teleports). Once more we are seeing a reversal in trends: where the motorization of transport and information once caused a general mobilization of populations, swept up into the exodus of work and then of leisure, instantaneous transmission tools cause the reverse: a growing inertia; television and especially remote control action no longer requiring people to be mobile, but merely to be mobile on the spot. Home shopping, working from home, online apartments and buildings: ‘cocooning’, as they say. The urbanization of real space is thus being overtaken by this urbanization of real time which is, at the end of the day, the urbanization of the actual body of the city dweller, this citizen-terminal soon to be decked out to the eyeballs with interactive prostheses based on the pathological model of the ‘spastic’, wired to control his/her domestic environment without having physically to stir: the catastrophic figure of an individual who has lost the capacity for immediate intervention along with natural motricity and who abandons himself, for want of anything better, to the capabilities of captors, sensors and other remote control scanners that turn him into a being controlled by the machine with which, they say, he talks.3 Service or servitude, that is the question. The old public services are in danger of being replaced by a domestic enslavement whose crowning glory would surely be home automation. Achieving a domiciliary inertia, the widespread use of techniques of environmental control will end in behavioural isolation, in intensifying the insularity that has always threatened the town, the difference between the (separate) ‘block’ and the (segregated) ‘ghetto’ remaining precarious. Curiously, papers given at an international symposium on disability recently held in Dunkirk in many ways echoed the critical situation evoked here, as though recent technological and economic imperatives to produce continuity and networks, wherever discontinuities still exist, failed to distinguish between the various kinds of urban mobility. Hence the above-mentioned idea of scrapping the notion of public transport and opting instead for the broader one of transit corridors. This was Franfois Mitterrand’s noble conclusion to the Dunkirk conference: ‘Cities must adapt to their citizens and not the other way round. Let’s open up the city to the physically challenged. I ask that an overall policy on the disabled be a firm axis of Europe as a social institution.’ Though none of us would dispute the inalienable right of the disabled to live the same way as everyone else, and therefore with everyone else, it is none the less revealing to note the convergences that now exist between the reduced mobility of the well-equipped disabled person and the growing inertia of the overequipped able- bodied person, as though the transmission revolution always yielded an identical result, no matter what the bodily condition of the patient, this terminal citizen of a teletopical City that is going up faster and faster. At the end of the century, there will not be much left of the expanse of a planet that is not only polluted but also shrunk, reduced to nothing, by the teletechnologies of generalized interactivity.
The state model of politics is bad—its securitizing telos imposes citizens’ dependence on the structures of speed.  This appropriation of power is based on logistical control of society that makes the accelerated war possible. 

Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, speed and politics, verso, print, 139-141) //BZ

In fact, the government’s deliberately terroristic manipulation of the need for security is the perfect answer to all the new questions now being put to democracies by nuclear strategy—the new isolationism of the nuclear State that, in the U.S., for example, is totally revamping political strategy. They are trying to recreate Union through a new unanimity of need, just as the mass media phantasmatically created a need for cars, refrigerators... We will see the creation of a common feeling of insecurity that will lead to a new kind of consumption, the consumption of protection; this latter will progressively come to the fore and become the target of the whole merchandising system. This is essentially what Raymond Aron recently said, when he accused liberal society of having been too optimistic for too long! The indivisible promotion of the need for security already composes a new composite portrait of the citizen—no longer the one who enriches the nation by consuming, but the one who invests first and foremost in security, manages his own protection as best he can, and finally pays more to consume less. All this is less contradictory than it seems. Capitalist society has always tightly linked politics with freedom from fear, social security with consumption and comfort. But as we saw, the other side of this obligatory movement is assistance; since the war of movement, the infirmity of unable bodies has taken on a social consistency through the demands of the military worker. If the Treaty of Versailles is concerned with assistance, it’s because the inevitability of national Defense requires it, and henceforth imposes a plan of social action on the States as part of their general defense. As Gilbert Mury notes, the first true social workers were not neutral because they came from places like Colonel de la Roque’s “French Social Party.” It’s a good thing to remember: the promoters of the new “Social Security” in Great Britain (Sir Beveridge, for example, in 1942) had made it an objective of total war. Furthermore, it was to encounter similar groups of fascist or Petainist inspiration on the European continent, such as the National Aid movement. It is interesting to note the enrollment in these movements of certain members of the fascist denunciation forces (who were formerly occupied with civilian surveillance and repression), their integration into the new personnel of social aid, as we take advantage of the experience of common-law prisoners today. This is because the activities of these technicians of standardization are inseparable from the hegemonic aims of the State administration. The tasks of the “social worker” increase and change with the opportunities afforded. Currently known as a tutor, educator or group leader, he also performs other functions: after decolonization, the department of “native affairs” becomes the department of “social affairs”; in their own country the Portugese colonial troops establish a “ministry of social communication.” And General Pinochet, who doesn’t mince words, very simply creates in Chile a department of “civilian affairs!” Several years ago in France, in a period of full economic prosperity, the social workers declared, “We are workers like any other because we repair the socio-productive apparatus.” After ’68, they were less sanguine: “The social workers feel very strongly the ambiguity of the notion of social work and are sensitive to the misunderstandings it can generate.” In fact, in the new economy of survival, it is no longer a matter of participating in a society of (more or less futile) abundance. Mr. Berlinguer said it in January 1977: “ We are the ones who want austerity, in order to change the system and construct a new model of development." And strangely enough, he immediately refers to the transportation system, “to the revision of the myth of the personal automobile with the reorganization of cities. The solution to the transportation problem should lead to a radical transformation of State mechanisms through a modification of the nature of business.” Thus, everywhere, the mobile mass’s vehicular power is repressed and reduced; from limits on speed or fuel to the pure and simple suppression of the personal auto, the myth of the car is condemned to disappear along with the myth of the worker, the central historical agent of the logistical State. The austerity preached by Enrico Berlinguer, as we know, had disastrous repercussions even within the Italian Communist Party, and many comparisons were made to the Spartan regime. But doubtless it would have been more correct to speak only of the end of the Lycurgean system, of the decomposition into anomie of a “society” whose members had been trained for centuries only to launch an attack, and who no longer knew what to do with their existence when this occupation was suddenly denied them. If you take away the Westerner’s car or motorcycle, what will be left for him to do?—if not completely fulfill the prophecy of M.I.S. Bloch, who, in 1897, announced: “War having become a kind of stalemate in which neither side can gain the upper hand, the armies will remain face to face, constantly threatening each other but unable to strike the deciding blow. This is the future: no combat, only famine; no killing, only the bankruptcy of nations and the collapse of any social system.”
A2: HEGEMONY

Hegemony is an impossible fantasy of control—the slow ongoing destruction of American society makes collapse and blowback inevitable

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 164-166) //BZ

Yes. In deterrence, the adversary is everybody else. When I spoke of first deterrence, with respect to the second which the Americans have been looking for, I was speaking of this honeymoon period when the United States was the only one to have the bomb, I mean that unprecedented moment in which one power had the possibility to control the entire world. It didn’t last very long because, there were the Rosenbergs, and then bye-bye. So, I feel like saying that it is this search which is now in the works, any attempt to find once again new forms of deterrence. In other words, block everything, control everything. You could say that it is totally terroristic. Imperial Illusion Hence the decision by the American Senate, in 1999 not to sign the treaty against nuclear proliferation. We can’t understand its refusal otherwise. At the moment, it seems to me that the American Empire is trying to maintain its dominance through a two-fold strategy: on the one hand, imposing globalization and free trade; on the other, perfecting its war technology. One strategy is to open up borders world-wide, the other to impose U.S. supremacy over the rest of the world. Clintons carrot on one side and Bush Jr. ’s stick on the other. The American wager is to use these two movements of deter- ritorialization like pliers, monitoring the turbulence that laissez faire is creating throughout the world—local strife, fundamentalist threats, abysmal poverty, etc.—-from the height of its electronic might. It is totally aberrant. It’s totally utopian. As I said, you cannot compose with a decomposing society. Trying to keep decomposi-tion at a distance is a misunderstanding of how chaos works. No one can remain immune from chaos, globalization being chaos extended to the totality of the world, including America, including each of us. Each one of us as a person, as a body, is subjected to the threat of chaos, or to real chaos. America like the others. America too is a decomposing country. It has been founded on chaos from the very beginning. That’s what America is. Yes, yes. But what I really want to say is: we can save ourselves when the rest of the world is composed. But when we are in a decomposing world, when everything decomposes because of the acceleration of exchange, the deconstruction of instances and of institutions, then there is no future. Therefore I believe that it is an imperial illusion. It still is a geographical illusion, a naval illusion. America is a colony, actually the only colony that has never been colonized. Hence the role of the Navy in the United States, of aircraft carriers, etc. What is a colony? It means controlling a country by coasting around one’s land. It is gunboat politics. And they forgot temporal compression, the fact that there is no more coasting, or that the last coasting now is aero-orbital. But this aero-orbital coasting can’t solve the problem of social decomposition in the cities, of decomposition of the social fabric into anomy. Because we are not confronted with a Balkanic situation, we are in front of an anomic situation. The big threat, I realized it in 1968, is not anarchy, or Balkanization, but Sicilianization, that is, anomy. Everything is breaking down, organization, laws, communal values... Leonardo Sciascia used to say that that the world is threatened by Sicilianization, not Balkanization. And I would go even further and say that what threatens the decomposing world of globalization is anomy, and by this I mean the loss of references, the loss of all distinctions. This goes together with the disqualification of a good portion of humanity under the pressure of the new technologies. Decomposition is everywhere, everywhere. What is decomposing is the geographical space, the psychophysical and psychophysio- physical space of being. It affects at once the big territorial body, the small animal body and the social body. The social body is decomposing. You can tell by the end of the states, and maybe the end of the possibility of having a world-state, that is, a final state, a total state. The American utopia. Yes, the American utopia. And the last body, the animal body, not to say the human body itself, is subjected to two pressures. The pressure of the body proper, of the territorial body reduced to nothing, and the pressure of the decomposing social body, where structures of procreation, of production, and of course of resistance in any area, are themselves unsettled. And this, in the first stage, brings about the Mafia. This is happening now in Colombia, in Sierra Leone: anything goes. Everything is interconnected. In times to come, everything will be interactive. The general tendency, everything. The American Empire can only assert its superiority by creating larval countries, monsters or chimeras on the political scale, and not just at the genetic level; by keeping conflicts simmering, so that they don’t escalate beyond repair. In other words, managing mayhem. And if I give you my feeling: America is done for. When I say America is done for, I mean that the world is done for. Globalization is a phenomenon that surpasses Americanization. Many of our old French Marxists. are still preoccupied with anti- Americanism or anti-first worldism. I believe that we are past all that. Globalization, this is the end of America. When America becomes the world, the world is finished. The world is finished and therefore America is finished. But all of this goes way beyond the White House. We are faced with a phe-nomenon that is a runaway train. And this applies as well to transgenic plants, and transgenic beings. And this does not concern the United States alone. No.It involves the whole world. Everybody. So, in a certain way, that’s where we’re headed to. We’re on our way. It’s all over, we’re on our way. The runaway is on the way.
A2: “NIHILIST!”

Negativity is a positive thought process that grants autonomy through interpretation of historical events.

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 144-146) //BZ

You always say that accidents are positive, because they reveal something that wouldn’t have been perceived otherwise. So in a sense Auschwitz is also there to reveal what is the real nature of the genetic bomb. Accidents always reveal something that is indispensable to knowledge. You can’t create the positive without creating the negative. Why do people censure negativity? We should always look for the negative side, including in my own work. Where is Virilio’s negativity when he talks about dromology? This would really interest me. That would be a real critique. Negativity is a positive task. For instance I have led a campaign to classify negative objects as “historical monuments..” The Renault factories, the assembly-lines. That there are negative monuments for me is an extraordinary advance. How do you see this negative? Negative means that we remember in order not to do it again. The pyramids were not preserved to remember the tyrannical character of the Pharaohs who wanted to live forever, but history has been anxious to preserve this memory of Egyptian civilization. As for us, in the twentieth century, we have begun to preserve the concentration camps...If there were no accidents, we couldn’t even begin to imagine what the industrial revolution or the revolution in transportation are about. So for me the accident is something like a secular miracle. What is a miracle? It’s something that is being given so that one believes, so that there would be a superior hope. In a sense, an accident is a miracle in reverse. Don’t forget that my logic of the accident is tied down to Augustine’s: when there is no worrying, there is no hope. If we take Auschwitz seriously, beyond all the nihilism, it is the first sign of the Total Accident—of science. It is not just an accident of morality and civilization, no: it is an accident that had a scientific basis. In my view, we have not gone beyond it. On the contrary, we are coming back to it because what is happening right now in genetics is its continuation. The Shoah wasn’t a break in history, an event separating us from everything that went before, to the contrary: it showed the way... It was a prefiguration. The Shoah is not an end but the beginning. On this account it is very different from communism. Nazism, unfortunately, still has a future while communism doesn’t. Indeed there’s a tragic fate of fascism, the one that involves science. Not simply the fascism of Aryans, of the S.S., of Goebbels, of Hitler—the fascism of laboratories. Here we have reached a limit. Furthermore, we are confronted by limits. There are definitive “limits” in the geometrical sense of the word, not “ends” in the historical sense. We are like goldfish up against the fishbowl. We are looking through the glass, and we have no way of going beyond it. For the moment this is where we are. We’re like up against the wall. Already the twentieth century is past, over. We’re heading towards the unknown, towards a world that has no history. All the bases for interpretation are insufficient, not only critical sociology, or psychoanalysis, or Marxism, obviously. We’re entering a world devoid of cognitive interpretation, without references that would allow us to interpret what is emerging in peace, in war, in politics, in the universe, including in genetics, which is about to replace atomic science and become the major science in the coming century. We’re entering the black hole.
A2: REALISM, ETC

The MAD logic of offensive countermeasures relies on the exponential increase of speed creating autonomic viciousness of war. This political degradation has made war inevitable through the automation of speed.
Virilio, 2006 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, speed and politics, verso, print, 162-166) //BZ
Can we deter an enemy from inventing new weapons, or from perfecting their performances? Absolutely not. We thus find ourselves facing this dilemma: The threat of use (the second component) of the nuclear arm prohibits the terror of actual use (the third component). But for this threat to remain and allow the strategy of deterrence, we are forced to develop the threatening system that characterizes the first component: the ill omen of the appearance of new performances for the means of communicating destruction. Stated plainly, this is the perpetual sophistication of combat means and the replacement of the geostrategic breakthrough by the technological breakthrough, the great logistical maneuvers. We must face the facts: if ancient weapons deterred us from interrupting movement, the new weapons deter us from interrupting the arms race. Moreover, they require in their technological (dro- mological) logic the exponential development, not of the number of destructive machines, since their power has increased (simply compare the millions of projectiles in the two World Wars to the several thousands of rockets in contemporary arsenals), but of their global performances. Destructive capabilities having reached the very limits of possibility with thermonuclear arms, the enemy’s “logistical strategies” are once more oriented toward power of penetration and flexibility of use. The balance of terror is thus a mere illusion in the industrial stage of war, in which reigns a perpetual imbalance, a constantly raised bid, able to invent new means of destruction without end. We have proven ourselves, on the other hand, not only quite incapable of destroying those we’ve already produced (the “waste products” of the military industry being as hard to recycle as those of the nuclear industry), but especially incapable of avoiding the threat of their appearance. War has thus moved from the action stage to the conception stage that, as we know, characterizes automation. Unable to control the emergence of new means of destruction, deterrence, for us, is tantamount to setting in place a series of automatisms, reactionary industrial, and scientific procedures from which all political choice is absent. By becoming “strategic,” in other words, by combining offense and defense, the new weapons deter us from interrupting the movement of the arms race, and the “logistical strategy” of their production becomes the inevitable production of destructive means as an obligatory factor of non-war—a vicious circle in which the inevitability of production replaces that of destruction. The war machine is now not only all of war, but also becomes the adversary/partners' principal enemy by depriving them of their freedom of movement.3 Dragged unwillingly into the “servitude without honor” of deterrence, the protagonists henceforth practice the “politics of the worst,” or more precisely, the “apolitics of the worst,” which necessarily leads to the war machine one day becoming the very decision for war—thus accomplishing the perfection of its self- sufficiency, the automation of deterrence. The suggestive juxtaposition of the terms deterrence and automation allows us to understand better the structural axis of contemporary military-political events, as H. Wheeler specifies: “Technologically possible, centralization has become politically necessary.” This shortcut recalls that of Saint-Just’s famous dictum: “When a people can be oppressed, it will be”—the difference being that this techno-logistical oppression no longer concerns only the “people,” but the “deciders” as well. If only yesterday the freedom of maneuver (that aptitude for movement which has been equated with the aptitude for war) occasionally required delegations of power up to the secondary echelons, the reduction of the margin of maneuver due to the progress of the means of communicating destruction causes an extreme con-centration of responsibilities for the solitary decision-maker that the Chief of State has become. This contraction is, however, far from being complete; it continues according to the arms race, at the speed of the new capacities of the vectors, until one day it will dispossess this last man. In fact, the movement is the same that restrains the number of projectiles and that reduces to nothing or almost nothing the decision of an individual deprived of counsel. The maneuver is the same as the one that today leads us to abandon territories and advanced bases, and as the one that will one day lead us to renounce solitary human decision in favor of the absolute miniaturization of the political field which is automation. If in Frederick the Great’s time to win was to advance, for the supporters of deterrence it is to retreat, to leave places, peoples and the individual where they are—to the point where dromo- logical progress closely resembles the jet engine’s reaction propulsion, caused by the ejection of a certain quantity of movement (the product of a mass times a velocity) in the direction opposite to the one we wish to take. In this war of recession between East and West—contemporary not with the illusory limitation of strategic arms, but with the limitation of strategy itself—the power of thermonuclear explosion serves as an artificial horizon for a race that is increasing the power of the vehicular implosion. The impossibility of interrupting the progress of the power of penetration, other than by an act of faith in the enemy, leads us to deny strategy as prior knowledge. The automatic nature not only of arms and means, but also of the command, is the same as denying our ability to reason: Nicbt raisonniren! Frederick the Second’s order is perfected by a deterrence that leads us to reduce our freedom not only of action and decision, but also of conception. The logic of arms systems is eluding the military framework more and more, and moving toward the engineer responsible for research and development—in expectation, of course, of the system’s self sufficiency. Two years ago Alexandre Sanguinetti wrote, “It is becoming less and less conceivable to build attack planes, which with their spare parts cost several million dollars each, to transport bombs able to destroy a country railroad station. It is simply not cost-effective.” This logic of practical war, in which the operating costs of the (aerial) vector automatically entail the heightening of its destructive capability because of the requirements of transporting a tactical nuclear weapon, is not limited to attack planes; it is also becoming the logic of the State apparatus. This backwardness is the logistical consequence of producing means to communicate destruction. The danger of the nuclear weapon, and of the arms system it implies, is thus not so much that it will explode, but that it exists and is imploding in our minds.
A2: SCIENCE GOOD

Monolithic science is based on a technocratic exploitation of the truth. Resigned to a race to the death, modern science saps individuality, reducing humans to mere calculable risk. This marks the disappearance of knowledge as science takes on unjustified hegemony. 
Virilio, 2005 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School (Paul, the information bomb, verso, print, 1-2) //BZ
The civilianization or militarization of science? If truth is what is verifiable, the truth of contemporary science is not so much the extent of progress achieved as the scale of technical catastrophes occasioned. Science, after having been carried along for almost half a century in the arms race of the East-West deterrence era, has developed solely with a view to the pursuit of limit- performances, to the detriment of any effort to discover a coherent truth useful to humanity. Modern science, having progressively become technoscience - the product of the fatal confusion between the operational instrument and exploratory research - has slipped its philosophical moorings and lost its way, without anyone taking umbrage at this, except for a few ecological and religious leaders. Indeed, if the ‘experience of thought’ does in fact lie at the origin of the experimental sciences, we cannot but notice today the decline of that analogue mental process, in favour of instrumental, digital procedures, which are capable, we are told, of boosting knowledge. Operational reality of the technical instrument, resolutory truth of scientific thought - two fundamentally distinct aspects of knowledge, which are fused here without anyone apparently becoming alerted to the situation. Science, which is not so attached to ‘truth’ as once it was, but more to immediate ‘effectiveness’, is now drifting towards its decline, its civic fall from grace .... As a panic phenomenon - a fact concealed by the success of its devices and tools - contemporary science is losing itself in the very excessiveness of its alleged progress. Much as a strategic offensive can wear itself out by the scale of its tactical conquests, so techno-science is gradually wrecking the scholarly resources of all knowledge. Like an Olympic sport in which the performance drugs, the anabolic steroids and such like, destroy the meaning of the athletes’ effort by an abuse of the pharmacopoeia, extreme science is moving away from patient research into reality to become part of a phenomenon of generalized virtualization. After having been drawn, against its own better nature, inresto the planetary death race of the ‘balance of terror’, ‘post-modern’ science is now engaging in a new type of competition that is equally insane: a race to achieve limit- performances in the fields of robotics or genetic engineering, which in its turn draws the various scientific disciplines on to the path of a ‘post-scientific extremism’ that exiles them from all reason. Science, which was once a rigorous field thriving on intellectual adventure, is today bogged down in a technological adventurism that denatures it. ‘Science of the excess’, of extremes — a limit-science or the limit of science? As everyone knows, that which is excessive is insignificant. ‘Science without conscience is mere ruination of the soul’ (Rabelais), and a techno-science without a consciousness of its impending end is, however unwittingly, merely a sport. ‘Extreme sports’ — those in which one deliberately risks one’s life on the pretext of achieving a record performance. ‘Extreme science’ - the science which runs the incalculable risk of the disappearance of all science. As the tragic phenomenon of a knowledge which has suddenly become cybernetic, this techno-science becomes, then, as mass techno-culture, the agent not, as in the past, of the acceleration of history, but of the dizzying whirl of the acceleration of reality - and that to the detriment of all verisimilitude. Only a few centuries after having been, with Copernicus and Galileo, the science of the appearance of a relative truth, techno-science is once again becoming a science of the disappearance of that same truth with the coming of a knowledge which is not so much encyclopaedic as cybernetic, a knowledge which denies all objective reality.
Instead of blindly following the rationalism of science in speed, reflection through slowing reality and dwelling is necessary to overcome the acceleration of reality that sacrifices our interactivity. 

Virilio and Lotringer, 2002 – Professor of Philosophy at the European Graduate School; Professor Emertius of philosophy at Columbia (Paul and Sylvere, crepuscular dawn, verso, print, pg 150-153) //BZ

Science no longer has any limit. It no longer has any ethical or even any physical limit. It is even attempting to become automated by means of artificial intelligence. We are standing before a phenomenon without equal, one which puts an end to the philosophical aspect of science. And science was not philosophical in the banal sense of the word, but fundamentally so. Science was grounded in philosophy. It was the cogito. Existence and reality were founded on reflection. But this is precisely what is now being automated. And when the Pope says: “We are witnessing the militarization of science,” it means that we are witnessing the end of science. The end of science does not mean that it will stop, or that we are going back to the wheelbarrow. No. It means that we are entering a post-scientific era. Techno-science is post-scientific. And the information bomb is its means, its absolute weapon. It’s become a posthumous science. It didn’t survive to itself. It’s a posthumous science. And all this, alas, confirms my ideas, since speed is more important than time. When one looks at Saint-Augustine’s philosophy and Heidegger’s philosophy, each with respect to their conception of time—I don’t see the progress. I mean, really, it is not much when compared to the considerable progress that has been made in other domains. It seems to me that speed has changed everything. We have made progress in the order of speed and at every level of speed. At every level—not simply calculation, knowledge, transmission, but transportation, etc. And that exploded the philo-physical nucleus. So we could say that speed is aging the world. Speed is wearing out the world. Speed is the exhaustion of the world. We are coming back to confinement. We are coming back to enclosure and incarceration. And also exclusion. Whence the escape velocity which offers us a way out, but a way out to nothing. To emptiness and the black hole. There is no light outside the atmosphere. Artificial Intelligence Is the automation of intelligence also a relationship to speed? Or is it merely a prosthesis? We have gone from reflection to reflex. When a situation is accelerated, one does not reflect. One has a reflex reaction. Acceleration and speed, not only in calculation, but in the assessment and decision of human actions, have caused us to lose what is time proper, the time for conception, the time for reflection. We enter into a feedback loop. Without an interface, either. When we drive faster than one hundred and seventy miles per hour, we are no longer ourselves. We are plugged in. It is no longer a philosophical, reflective activity, but a pure reflex. It’s delirium, essentially. It is a technological delirium, but not just the delirium of the “Formula One” driver in his race car. It is the delirium of the politician, of all those who are trapped in this milieu of speed. I keep on saying it: speed is not only a problem of time, it’s a problem of milieu. Speed is a milieu, and it even is the milieu. Everything that we have discussed concerning architecture shows that the milieu is not only spatio-temporal, it is dromospherical. It is a milieu that is applied to the body of the earth by means of the human body. Tomorrow, however, it could be applied to just about anything. The great revelation, the great revolution, therefore, is the dromological revolution. No one can deny it. Dromology is beyond history in the sense of time, in the sense of chronology. I am not talking Fukuyama here. It is not history, but the historical tempo that has changed. And this acceleration of the tempo has become an acceleration of reality, modifying our relation to the real to the point that the question of telepor- tation has been raised. We discussed this a little while ago—not the decomposition and recomposition of atoms and molecules, but a transfer of presence and action at a distance. We are coming back to interactivity. 
