SUPER-HYBRIDS - - _ w

Other 'stfateéies of knowledge.are equally
impessible yet ‘drive the capacity for
theoretical invention and subversion. Knowledge
[in its other waysl knows how to excavate the
stubborn conformism in the Duch lampian
‘ready- made. We see, for example, in notes, and
the hand-written d,lstcsslons. of diaries and
notebooks, or story and mood boards, how a
thought is being constructed, how the theo-
retical montawe is to take the place of the
book, becoming a fi eld of viguialised ;
possibilities, or making a series of folds in
the road where the ‘text, which is in
general thotre narratlve and oriented, refuses
to lead us. The u,nfo],ded, %exz can be a book'
: destroyed mou]ded. - )
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There might be more than one personality living in such a hybridised body without interaal
/iﬂ organs. The bady is as such an atlas to determine one's sexgal, splritual, and political
multiplication into ‘a world whose Surfac«e. is dec mpoSed and recemposed If Fernando Pess
the poet, realised t,‘nai, Fernasmdo Pessoa invented/Pessoa’ among his other fragmentary selveu.,
each of his writings contingent, contradictory, Andgincomplete, yet forming a ‘whole from the
' S ‘ fi ssures, or cracks o its authorshin

anima l too late to tulnk an hlde hls head
in the sand? Ethics apply here if the border
that defi nes the animal and the machine, start
to interfere with th 1e defl nition of ‘human, as
Stephen Hawking pgedlctv. disappearing on the
edge of the ‘singularity. N

If bullets are no longer bullets, bones are

/ no longer bones. Everything can be veassemb
and remade from its detritus. The whole

ecology (of found things) can be welded to new

forms. A1l that glitters is not gold, but glit

M still turns out to carry value. I think of
‘diamond dust and the ecolour of its artifi ce,

its digital glow and allure, its ‘sex’. This

is a possibility -~
engendew/of%ne imagination, whose W
narratives agsemble around the impossible thinking
of a cr\anged universal
dimension wheré technology is writing 1ts own §
' scripts, and whether we are included becomes a
problem. The footprints in the sand are washed
away, yet what can be imagined redrawn in
the sand and by what 6r whom? The process is
incomplete, and cannot P&=compromised by re-
solved endings. These are fragile evidences of
multiple causes and their irresolttion.
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