
Anarchism Rewind: Classic Stoics and/or Modern Rebels?

With most of the world population fully dependent on technology and unable to live
anymore a self-sufficient life, with the very technology taking command on every single
subject of this population, an anarchist realm seems to be far and remote. The more
technology  progresses,  the  more  anarchism  gets  less  feasible  and  the  more  the
population gets numbed and unable to be conscious of the recovery of its freedom.

For the minority who has in fact been able to break free from the new and more subtle
but  more  intrusive  yokes  of  the  present  technological  paradigms,  for  those  who in
search  for  the  full  manifestation  of  their  natures  were  able  to  recover  their
consciousness, the question is a most important one. How can an anarchist, therefore a
non-hierarchical,  non-oppressive  community  be  actuated  in  a  world  dominated  by
technologies that are so invasive and are so much used to make ourselves ever more
part of a centralized governance?

Well  my  answer  is  that  there  are  possibilities  and  these  possibilities  lays  in
understanding what is the very base of an anarchist community. Yes, on one hand there
is the very natural solidarity among its members but most importantly today comes the
possibility for these members to fully manifest themselves in their own unique living
according to nature. It is in this very manifestation that the anarchists will find a great
and most spontaneous willing to learn how to sustain themselves in their pursuit.

Right in the pursuit of becoming self-sufficient one automatically becomes more and
more independent not from the community but rather from the technological apparatus
that is so destructive to its environment. So here I am certainly not talking about the
free,  careless  manifestation  of  those  who  express  themselves  freely  yet  have  not
undertaken the most strenuous task to be at least mentally autonomous.

There are today scores of individuals that calls themselves anarchists as they simply defy
the  law.  They  feel  free  to  act  and they  are  rightly  enraged with  the  laws  that  are
enforced upon communities. In a urban discourse their presence is certainly important
but there ought to be a further development, there ought to be concrete examples of
people and community managing to live truly self-sufficiently and not only be anarchist
when it is mere party time.

Moreover  too  many  of  these  anarchists  urban  centers  have  become  legalized  and
somewhat included within the governing constellation turning them de facto into little
sheep among the sheep, at times even promoting tendencies that are merely part of
common and rather capitalist trends only dealing with self-expression rather than a fully
encompassing maturation of self-sufficiency.



Given this premise it is vital to recover more important issues such as can we set in
place an anarchist and libertarian community when the technologies at human disposal
can so easily lead to new forms of oppression from one or more individuals towards
others?

My proposal  here is  what I  have talked about  earlier,  namely a distinction between
effortless technology and effortfull technologies. In an ideal world in which all nations
have been dismantled and only libertarian communities coexist, to press a button and
activate a giant technological process operating on its own accord might in a way or
another certainly compromise the harmony and balance between these communities.

With what  Jacques Ellul  defined as the technology of  the homo faber,  not  only the
subtle coexistence of communities can be more or less directly undermined but in the
long run these effortless technologies also compromise the very environment in which
these communities coexit at least in terms of resources. The pressing of a button to
activate a big technological process is not too far from the will of a king or a queen
telling its army to siege a city and eventually exterminate it.

I think this is the very basic distinction we ought to begin to think of in relation to to
feasibility of anarchism in today's world. Obviously we do not want to regress, we ought
to be able to keep the technology and the know-how we have thus far obtained. We
ought to however shift focus both in the production of this technology as well as in
thinking of the human agent as the main agent to operate it.

In the first place the mindset of having to produce only to gain capital ought to be wiped
out and replaced with an ethic of production that aims to build lasting technologies. In
the  process  of  production  also  these  technologies  are  fabricated  with  other
technologies that are operated by humans and without any type of copyright secret.

In the second place these technologies always have to be created thinking of them as a
direct extension of men and women and not a substitute.  The real  troubles we are
facing is in the tendency to substitute humans and their physical and now even more
scarily so their mental faculties. Only by maintaining the human as the prime agent of
what he or she and his or her community need is the key also to give them what Mikhail
Bakunin would define as the right mindset to self-governance.

Now perhaps what it is really missing in those contemporary type of anarchists most
frustrated about their oppressive urban environments and the society they live in is
really the lack of this direction, the developing of not the specialized skill but the full
holistic view over the survival and the well-being of a community. Why do anarchists
ought to be so toxic and violent and more recently without their pants when in fact they



could show how a life without a ruler can be?

The answer to the question, the answer to what contemporary anarchism has become
associated  with  lies  with  the  very  gentrification  of  the  urban  space  living  these
individuals the only option to become the new cynics of a new Roman empire with all its
new hegemonic morality, its neo Christian faith. Anarchists might have been tricked in
thinking of the rightfulness of the state apparatus who has become so benevolent as to
include the former opressed minorities in its ranks.

As I claimed earlier, as anarchists we ought to discredit such "minions" intrigues only
creating a new authoritarian class of a different colour and sexual appetite yet still a
governing class  one ought  to utterly  scorn.  As this  commanding class  is  growing its
power and demands,  the  fundamental  question  is  how much are  would they  allow
freedom-loving people to create and organize their own anarchist communities based
on their own instincts?

I am afraid that these communities would be tolerated for some time but not for long.
The  more  the  new  governing  class  with  the  new technological  apparatus  grows  its
authority, the more any expression of spontaneous freedom outside of its dogmas and
canons will be prohibited or even accused as not comply to the new law-like notion of
freedom.

Only the perversion allowed by the new hegemony will be allowed while any other form
of free expression, even the very mature that has grown out of the self-discipline of an
individual will be considered the new form of perversion to be at first censured, then
condemned and at last  persecuted. How many Jesus-like figures have died trying to
resist to the imposition of the Jesus imperial religion on the colonies?

This is the dilemma we are now facing, a dilemma most neatly covered up by a even and
ever more morality of victimization, only bringing forward the other side of the medal of
a most authority wanting crowd. To this the individual pursuing out of his or her own
nature ihis or her own freedom is kept unarmed and vilified and might in fact resort to
violence unless he or she finds great strength to pursue, unless he or she finds the bullet
proof barrel where to keep on most content and cynic.

As  everything  outside  this  Diogenes-like  barrel  gets  radio-activated,  within  lies  the
germs for a new beginning, at least this his the only hope for the anarchist's incredible
undertaking; he or she is not so much as a human being going against the current but
trying to live according to nature in an empire going completely against it.

Maybe this barrel will roll down on its own accord, maybe it will explode or maybe it will



be  gently  disclose  and  the  meaning  will  be  receive  from  other  freedom-seeking
individual. It is all  a natural process, the process of human environment which like a
jungle  have  its  predators  and  preys  but  also  god-like  figures,  the  anarchists  who
understand  the  possibility  of  an  egalitarian  community,  who  sees  the  possibility  to
realize this ideal but are taken aback from ever new forms of predominance.

Only the constant living according to our own nature can make us aware of the constant
rise  of  new  forms  of  predominance  and  only  then,  and  only  a  community  with
individuals who subject themselves to their own nature without any given scheme but
adopting the one that is most suitable to them, only then can anarchists promptly cut
off  the infesting  weed,  a  constant  labour  along with the labour  of  self-survival  and
community care.

Now these greedy weed has grown bigger than the forest trees themselves, it is literally
suffocating them yet once these trees will die there is no other way for this parasitic
institutional and capitalistic weed to sustain itself but to also die along with the human
capital,  the  once  fully  sustainable  forest  who  was  just  to  tolerate  and  too  trick  in
allowing these new and ever more pervasive and ever more fakely moralist forms of
power structures.

The anarchists are violent in that they shake off and categorically refuse the beautiful
dress, the comfort that this weed promise to provide them by climbing on their mast, by
dressing them in the last fashion but in fact by fully outsourcing their nature within. This
is the initial violence, a total  and most drastic refusal of the social parasitic uniform
which leaves the anarchist unwanted, an outsider whom, if left alone must be keeping
up his growth,  if  not with his  branches at  least  by strengthening its roots,  by really
feeling the soil and learn to feed itself from it, providing when and if the time will come
the fruits and seeds for the a new era of authority free unrestricted and natural freedom
to come.


