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ETNINOHTIKOTHTA
KAl MHXANIZMOI
THX
AAAHAEITYHE

INVENTIVENESS
AND
MECHANISMS
OF SOLIDARITY

ZHzHE KOTIONHE

2issis KoTIoNIs

Mta Aé€n nou ouxvd xapaktnpidel  ouvBnkn pe-
1aQopdc twv petavaotwy and t Nota Meadyelo
Mpog Tig akTES Tou «EupwnaikoU Kaatpoux givat
n «andyvwaon». OAot yvwpifoupe to vonpa g
«anoyvwaong», nou oto Ae€iko tou TplavtaguAlidn
Kataypagetat wg «noAu peydAn anghmioiax. To
unepBetikd vonpa tng anehniaiag, Ye noAu evoia-
(€povia Tpono, NPOKUNTEL PEoa ano Ta cuvBeTIkd
G AéENG: T OTEPNTIKG «amnG-» Kal TN «yvwony.
Apa n katdotaon tng andyvwaong eival ekeivn n
Katdotaon nou eite ev pnopei va yivel yvwaotn
elte elval n katdotaon péoa otnv onoia dev
eykaBiotatal n yvwaon, wg npoinéBean akpifuwg
dpong g duopevoug oUVBNKNG TOU UMOKELPEVOU.
Yno tn deutepn €vvola, Pla KAaTdoTacn andyvwong
neptypagel v kaBohikn dyvola n, kaAltepa, n
Katdotaon andyvwang ival ekeivn otnv onoia n
yvwon anouatadet yia va dwaoel t Avon. Mpay-
pat, av okeptoUpe n ouvBnkn tagidlou twy
HETAVAOTWY, GMOU ME Tiunpa —ouxva— 1o oUvolo
g neplouaiag toug odnyouvtal o€ €va npoypay-
Ha Quolkng e§0vTwang d1G Tou nviypou, éva €idog
navakpipng eGayopdg Bavdrtou, pag enttpénetat va
unoBéaoupe 0Tl oTo aneyvwopévo autd didpnpa
Aeinel akpiPwg n ouvBNKN YVWoNg TwWV NPAKTKWV
T0U OpwV yla t Auon. H éNAelyn npo-yvwong twv
ouvBnkwv Tou tagid1oU Kat Twv NPAKTKWY 6pwv
eniBiwong eni tonou, otn BdAacoa, ival akpiPwg
€Kelvol ot ouvVTEAETTEG Mou enttpénouy To Tagidl
va yivel ge autov Tov TpOMo Kat ENLTPENOUV Va EXEL
v npodlayeypappévn poipaia tou €kPBaon.

Ot Hardt ka1 Negri atnv Autokparopia Bétouy
10 dikaiwpa g ehelBepng petakivnong wg
BepeAideg paxnto dikaiwpa tou nANBoug. Lto
noAlTikd Toug Npoypappa, 1o dikaiwpa g Yetaki-
VNONG OUMNUKVWVETal atnv anaitnon: «Awaatnpio
yta‘OAougG» (Hardt & Negri, 2002). AutA n anaitnan,
nou potdZet va danvéetal and peaAiopo, eivat pia
peyaAn, puBiotopnpatikn agnynaon, nou oto Népa-
O ToU XpOvou petewpidetal aveknANpwIn endvw
and t Meaoyeto n tn BdAacoa tng TalAavong,
TG UYPEC oKnVES Padikng Bavdtwong —yevokTo-
viag— npooUywv Kal petavastwv. Mapoa autd,
oto evOlapeoo nedio petagl ing vopipononpévng
Kuplapxiag Twv neplppdfewy Kat g npoypappa-
KNG enikAnong tou dikaiwpatog tng eAeuBepng
pETakivnong ava v udpdyelo napouatddetal n
KaBnpeptvotnta TwV PadIKwy HETAKIVAGEWY, NOU
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A word that often describes the circumstance
of the transportation of migrants from the South-
ern Mediterranean to the shores of the “European
Castle” is “despair”, or in Greek, “apo-gnosis”.

Its standard meaning according to the Greek
dictionary is utter hopelessness i.e. loss of all
knowledge or confidence. The superlative degree
ensues from the word’s composites: the privative
“apo-" and “gnosis”, i.e. knowledge. Hence, a
state of despair is one from which knowledge is
precluded and where it will not be reinstated, as
a requirement, precisely, of the lifting of the sub-
ject’s adverse condition. In an extended sense,

a state of despair describes a complete lack of
knowledge of the means available for achieving a
solution. Indeed, if one thinks of the circumstanc-
es of the migrants’ travel, where in exchange

for the whole of their material possessions,
often they are drafted into a program of natural
extermination by drowning, i.e. a purchase of

an expensive kind of death, one is allowed to
assume that yes, such a desperate undertak-

ing lacks precisely knowledge of the practical
means that might provide a solution. The lack of
fore-knowledge of the journey’s conditions and
of the practical requirements for survival at sea
are the very parameters that allow the journey

to take place in the way it does and to have its
predestined, fatal outcome.

Negri and Hardt in Empire posit the right to
free movement as a fundamental, battle-worthy
right of the multitude. In their political agenda, the
right to movement is expressed in a nutshell as:
“A Passport for Everyone” (A. Negri & M. Hardt, 2001),

anoteAei évav tpono padikng e§oviwang —yevo-
KTOV{aG— TwV PETaKIVOUPEVWY. Opwg, ano 1o €nog
tou Oduoo€a pag €xel yivel and alwveg yvwoto
ot n emPiwon kat n nepdtwaon tou taidiov eivat
{ntnpa pnxdveuang Kat KatdAANANgG epappoyng
€v0G €idoug yvwang. Auth n pnxaveudpevn, npa-
KTIKN yvwon ovopadetat pntg. Ynootnpidw o6t ol
«Mpaktukég AAnAeyyUng», epdoov dev petéxouy
0T0 KUPIapXa YVWOlaKG ougTAPATa TNG OLKOVOpiag
Kal TN KPATIKAG Npévolag, Jnopouv va avantu-
xBo0v povov wg pnxaveloelg, o€ evoidueaoug
XWPOUG, HE PIKTA PETA, O€ N DEOUIKEG XPOVIKEG
opyavwoelg. Aopalwg n épeuva tou Michel de
Certeau kat n ava\uon ToU yla TG ENIVONCELG Kal
TG PNXaVEUOELG OTIG MPAKTIKES TOU KatavaAwtn
napapévouv napadelypatikég otnv kateuBuvan
Bewpntikng digpelvnong tou nparttelv. H epap-
HOYN TNG ENVONTIKOTNTAG KAl TNG PNXAVEUOEWS
TWV UNOKELPEVWY o€ 0X€0€IG aAnAeyyUNng, dpa n
napaywyn Kat Jetapopd yvwang ival 1o factko
noAitiko epyaleio enkovwviag kat niteugng tou
aMnAéyyuou okonou. Nati, 6pwg, n envontikdn-
1a yivetal noMtiko epyaleio;

0 Paolo Virno, otn Ipapuatixn tou lAnBoug;,
KAvovtag pla avaluon g JETAQOPVTIKNG EPYATi-
ag Kat napaywyng, pe ta dedopéva g alyxpovng
TEXVOAOYIKNG EMIKOIVWVIAKNG ouvBnKNg, odnyeital
otn pidikn avaBewpnaon tou Heap0U NG YeVIKIG
oavorag (General Intelect) —n onoia diapkwg
envoei— ano to nediov tng epyaciag oto nediov
g noAitikng. H diatlnwon tou éxel pwINPATKG
Xapaktnpa: «To anoQacioTiKG EpWINPa aKoUyETal
€tol: eival duvatdv va diaxwpiooupe auté nou
onpepa gival evwpévo, npdypa nou onpaivel in
Awdvota (to General Intellect) kat tnv (pioBwn)
Epyaoia, kat va evwooupe onpepa autd nou ivat
dlaxwpiopévo, dnhadn t Aidvota kat tnv noAttikn
Apdon; Eivat duvatdv va nepdooupe and ty
“naAid ouppaxia” Aidvolag/Epyaaiag o€ pia “véa
ouppaxia” Aigvolag/MoAikng Apdang;» (virno,
2001), To evOlapépov €dw €ival 0Tl ap€owg PeTd o
Virno opiCet €évav véo tonoloyikd opiovia yia tnv
MPAKTIKN Npoaéyylan tou nediou g ouppaxiag
g Aidvotag pe v noAtikn Apdon. Eivat «n
N Kpatikn dnpéala opaipa nou diapoppwvetat
oUp@wva pe tov T1pono Unapgng tou nAnBoug».

And 1o pakpo-1otopikoé nedio ouvavinong
g Aidvotag pe v MoAtikn Apdon BéAw va



Although this demand appears infused with
realism, is in fact a great, novel-like narrative
that, with time, hovers unfulfilled above the
Mediterranean or the sea of Thailand, scenes

of the mass killing —genocide- of refugees and
migrants. In the middle distance between the
legitimized sovereignty of fence building and the
programmatic invocation of the right to move
freely about Europe, the everyday reality asserts
itself of mass relocations which amounts to a
form of mass elimination —extermination— of
those moving. Nonetheless, the epic of Odysseus
has taught us centuries ago that survival and
the journey’s completion require ingeniousness
and the proper application of a special kind of
knowledge. This ingenious, practical knowledge
is called metis: (unic). | hold that the “Practices
of Solidarity”, insofar as they do not belong to
the dominant epistemic systems of the economy
and social welfare, may only evolve as inven-
tions in intermediate spaces, using mixed media,
within non-institutional, temporal organizations.
Certainly, the research of Michel De Certau and
his analysis of inventiveness and ingeniousness
in consumer practices remain exemplary in the
direction of a theoretical articulation of daily
action (npdéic). The application of ingenuity and
inventiveness in relations of solidarity amongst
subjects, hence the production and transfer

of knowledge, are the basic political tool of
communication and of the attainment of mutually
supported aims. Still, how come inventiveness
becomes a political tool?

Paolo Virno in A Grammar of the Multitude,
analyzing post Fordian work and production in
terms of the condition of contemporary commu-
nication technology, is led to a radical reconsid-
eration of the bond of General Intellect —~whose
function is to be constantly inventing— from the
field of work to that of politics. His formulation
takes the form of a question: “The decisive ques-
tion sounds like this: is it possible to separate
what is joined today, which is to say General
Intellect and (paid) Work, and is it possible to join
together what today is separated, which is to say
Intellect and political Action? Is it possible to go
from the “old alliance” Intellect/Work to a “new
alliance” Intellect/Political Action?” (Virno, 2001). It

138

nePACOUE OTO HIKPO-10TOPIKO Nedio piag tétolag
ouvavineng, o€ €vav aoTiko Xwpo, o€ €va Ndpko,
onou n dnpdaia opaipa duvntikd dlapoppwvetat
«OUHQWVa PE Tov Tpono unapgng tou nAnBoug».
Tn pikpo-totopia Ba 6inynBei éva noinpa tou
BaaiAn Nouha (to onoio BpéBnke 010 KEVTPO TG
npoBAnpatikng tou epyactnpiou «Mpaktkég AA-
AnAeyyung», €netta ano pia anpoBAentn napaive-
on tou Xplotégopou Mapivou):

XXXVIII. AAMMHAETTYH

L BpUon an’ 6rou ot HOAAKEG

€X0UV NApEL T OTPOPLYYd

Kanotog agnaoe duo khaddkia.

Epappddoviag katdAAn)a ta §ulapdkia

autd

YUpw ané tov Jetaliko d&ova

0nou aAAote unnpxe n oTPOPLYYa

Kl 0oKwWvTag nion

Hnopeic va KAvelg

Tov petaMiko d€ova va yupioet

Kal 10 vepo va tpEgel and t Bpuon.

Kat otpépoviag tov autooxédio

pnXaviopo npog tnv avtiBetn gopd

KAgivelg t Bpuon

KL a@nvelg ta duo khaddkia

Mpog ENOPEVN XpNAan. (NodAag, 2013)

‘Onwg eivat yvwaotd, ol «PaAdkeg nou €xouy
ndpet tn oTPoOQLyya» €ival ot undAAnAot tou Anpou
ekteAwvtag tnv noAitikn andgacn dlakonng g
Mapoxng vepou aToug dnpdoloug Xwpoug yla Ty
anoQuyn NG XpNang ToU ano Toug XpNOTES Twv
ndpkwv. Edw akpifwg tibetat 1o BEpa tng dikato-
doaiag oto vepod n aliwg o Bépa piag alykpou-
ong avayeoa otnv Kpatikn-onpdata dikatodoaia
010 an6Bepa Twv KOVWV Kat 1o Xpnotikd nAnBog.
To UNOKEiPEVO «HaNAKeS», GnAadn 1o UNoKeipevo
«Kkpatkn eGouaiax, tiBetat évavtl NG UNoKelPevL-
KOTNTag Twv aipepPévwy, n onoia NPooTpEXEL o€
Hia gnxdveuon KNG KAHAKag yla v avakinan
T0U Kolvou ayaBou.

Ta 600 §ulapdkia, kdvovtag duvath t xpnon
T0U vepoU 0to Napko, padi pe tn Bplon Kat 1o vepod
anotehouv évav HIKpG pUnxaviopd, éva apparatus,
anédoong Twv Kowvwv ato dnpdato xwpo. H
envenon twv 600 piKpwv EUAwY, wg epyaleiwv
Holpdopatog Tou vepou, ival Tautéxpova pia
oxealakn npagn, kaBwg yivetat €va €idog kwdika



is of interest here that immediately afterwards,
Virno does define a new topological horizon for
a practical approach to the field of the alliance
of Intellect with political Action. It is “the non
state-affiliated public sphere that is formed in ac-
cordance with the Multitude’s way of existence”.
From the macro-historical overlapping field

of Intellect and Political Action, let us pass to the
micro-historical field of such an encounter, to an
urban space, a park, where the public sphere is
potentially shaped “according to the multitude’s
way of existence”. The micro-history is narrated
by a poem of Vassilis Noulas, (which found its
way to the centre of the workshop “Solidarity
Practices”, following a surprise prompting by
Christoforos Marinos):

XXXVIIl. SOLIDARITY

At the water fountain from where the

jackasses

have stolen the stopcock

someone has left two twigs.

By fitting those twigs appropriately

around the metal axis

where the stopcock used to be

and pressing down

it's possible to make

the metal axis turn

so that water starts running.

And by turning the improvised

apparatus in the opposite direction

you turn the faucet off

and leave the two twigs in place

for the next user. (Noulas, 2013)

As is well known, the “jackasses who've
taken the stopcock” are municipal employees
putting into effect the political decision to halt
the provision of water to public spaces, so that
it is not used by the visitors to park areas. Here
the issue comes up of legitimate access to
water or else, the issue of a conflict between
the state-public sovereignty and the using
crowd over the stock of common resources.
The subject “jackasses”, i.e. the subject “state
power” is placed in opposition to the subjec-
tivity of the disaffiliated who find recourse to a
small scale ingenuity for the repossession of a
common good.
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apavoUg guvevvonaong Kat dlavopng avapeoa og
Hia Kowotnta e anpoadiopiotn ocuvBeon Kat tau-
totnta. Auto o népacpa and pia mbavn apnpnpé-
vn diekbiknon (tunou «dwoate 1o vepd ato dnpdato
XWPO») 0TNV EUPNUATIKN autooxedia AUan ival
akpIBwG 1o Népacpa anod T napadoolakeg diek-
BIKNTIKES OTPATNYIKES OTIC EMVONTIKEG NPAKTIKEG
aMnAeyyUng tou nAnBoug. H diekdiknaon enagietal
otnv Unoxpéwan tou avtndAou va dwaoet tn AUon.
AvuBétwe, n avundkoun envontikotnta evouva-
Hwvel To autevepyd mAnBog yia tn AUon.

Me toug dpoug tou Agamben, and to diaitepa
endpaotiko keipevo tou What is an Apparatus, o
HNXaVIoHGG anoKatdotaong g Napoxng TouU Vepou
elval éva avti-apparatus. 0 Agamben xpnatponotei
autov tov 0po dna€ oto keipevo Tou BENovTag va
neplypayel ta anoteAéopata piag npagng Bepn-
Awong. Miag npaéng, dnAadn, nou enavagépel o€
Kolvh Xpnan auto nou ixe anoonacBei ano toug
avBpwnoug Kat eixe neptéABet diaxwpilopevo og
Katdotaon teponoinang. «H BePnAwon eival 1o
avti-apparatus nou anokaBlotd v kotvn xpnon»
(Agamben, 2009), Ba nBeAa, oto undAotno g Napou-
olaong pou, va eotidow oto ¢ntnpa autd, endvw
otV €vvold TOU «avTi-apparatus» Kat tn duvatotn-
1a nou pag divel va §avaoKePTOULE TG NPAKTIKES
aMnAeyyung tou nAnBoug. Ba xpnaiponoinow do
napadeiypata ané npdogatn HIkN pou douheld.

'vwpidoupe 6ot tnv napadon autn ouvBnkn,
0mou and t pia peptd n alyxpovn PNTpenoAn,
onwg n ABnva, o€ ouvBNnKeg kpiong yepidel pe
doteyoug, eaipepévoug NG napaywylkng diadi-
Kao{ag Kal Tng Kpatikng npoévolag. Tnv idia atiypn,
n {61a n kpion au§avel dpaotika 10 KINPLaKO
andBepa nou eival o diaBeoipdtnta. Zevoikiaata
diapepiopata kat adela Ktnpia givat 10 PoVIo g
doteyng dlapoving atoug dpopoug tng noAng. Ta
abela Kpla napapévouy v duvapel xpnatya, otov
Babud nou napéxouv tn duvatdtnta otéyaong.
Autd nou onpatodotel Ty Kevetntd Toug eivat Ot
dev 61aBétouv mAéov ouvdeon pe ta biktua Twv
QOTIKWV Unodopwv (vepd, NAeKTPIKG, Beppikn
evépyela). Etal, 10 Ktnplakd andBepa napapével
€va pn evepyo apparatus, otov BaBuc nou dev
ekmAnpoi 6poug KatolknaolpotNTag Adyw anoolv-
deong and ug unodopég. Edw Ba xpnatponoin-
ooupe Tov unoBetiké Adyo. Eav unnpxe o tponog
Hiag kdnotou eiboug evepyonoinong unodopwv,



The two twigs, by making possible the use of
water in the park, alongside with the fountain and
the water, make up a small device, an appara-
tus, of redistributing goods in public space. The
invention of the two small twigs as instruments
of the water’s distribution is simultaneously a
relational act since it uses a kind of code for an
unstated understanding and distribution, within
a community of unspecified composition and
identity. This transition from a possible abstract
claim (i.e. “give the water back to public space”) to
the ingenious improvised solution, is precisely the
transition from traditional strategies for laying a
claim to the inventive practices of solidarity within
the multitude. To lay claim is to rely on the oppo-
nent’s obligation to provide a solution. By contrast,
disobedient inventiveness empowers the self-acti-
vating multitude to come up with the solution.

In Agamben’s terms, from his especially
influential essay What is an Apparatus, the
mechanism for restoring the provision of water
is an anti-apparatus. Agamben uses that term
once in his text, wishing to describe the effects of
a defiling act. That is to say, an act that restores
to common use what had been segregated and
sanctified. “Defilement is the anti-apparatus
which restores common use” (Agamben: 2009),
| would like for the length of this essay to focus on
this issue, on the meaning of the “anti-apparatus”
and the occasion it provides for us for rethinking
the multitude’s practices of solidarity. | will use
two examples from recent projects of my own.

We are all familiar with the paradoxical con-
dition whereby on the one hand, a modern me-
tropolis such as Athens is filled with homeless,
excluded both from the productive process and
from stat welfare. At the same time, the crisis
itself is the cause of an increase in the number
of disused buildings. Unrented apartments and
empty buildings are the background to homeless
life in the city centre. The empty buildings remain
potentially useful in that they provide the possi-
bility of shelter. What signifies their vacancy is
that they are no longer connected to the networks
of the urban infrastructure (water, electricity,
heating). Thus, the stock of buildings constitutes
a non-active apparatus, in that it does not meet
the requirements for habitation, due to its discon-
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onwg ta uhapdkia nou evepyonotolv tn Bpuan,
Ba ywotav opat n KATOIKNGIPATNTA TOU KIN-
ptakoU apparatus. la Tov NPaKtikG Tpono plag
unoBetikng «AUong» enavakatoiknong Twv Gdelwv
diapepiopdtwy pe autdpkn unodopn, Neplypapw
€V apXITEKTOVIKO apparatus, popnto Kat €vBeto,
oe adelo dapépiopa: «TPIAPI. Autdpkng Movadda
Karoiknang (A.MO.K.)».*

«TPIAPI, 2012. Eykatdotaon, S1aotdoetg 1,86x1,86x1,86 .

Toinfid

yne P

“Three-room bedsit”, 2012. Installation,
dimensions 1,86x1,86x1,86 m. Digital collage.

«Méaa aTov evepyELaKO Kal Tov dlatpoPike
KUKAO TN Katoiknong, 1o (d1o 1o {wvtavé cwya
elvat unonpoidv tng dadikaciag petafoAiapou.
To “TPIAPI” givat 1o otoixelwdeg evbiaitnpa piag
HIKpNG opddag katoikwv. H kataokeun tou avayetl
G unodopéc evépyelag kat petafoliopou og
otoixela nou HopoUV TOV XWPOo Katoiknong.

Ot pidAec uypagpiou Kat o1 vievekEdeg Tou Aadiol
yivovtal ol avtikataotdotpeg KOAGVEG Nou otn-
piCouv v Kataokeun. Ta PEPOVTA Kat Ta Kivntd
otoixela aAddouv, alAd to evdiaitnpa napapévet
otaBepd. Oiloevouvtat 6Uo N Tpelg kdtotkot. And
dnoyn tunoloytkn, n povada anotelel napaAiayn

* «Tpidpt. Autdpkng Movada Katoiknang (A.MO.K.)», €pyo ae ékBeon pie titho
«Ynonpoidvta» (2012), oe enipéAeta tou ANEEn WuxoUAn, otnv TexvonoAn, ato
npwnv Epyootdato tou Mkaliol, tnv Kapdid, KANOTE, TG EVEPYEIAKAG NAPAYWYAG
Kat popodoaiag tng ABAvag. To Keipevo eivat and tov katdhoyo g £kBeang.
Tuvepyareg: Kwotng Kuatdkng, lwdvva Z06n, ANikn Zapapa.



nection from the infrastructure. Here, we need
to use a conditional clause. If there was some
means to somehow activate the infrastructure,
such as the twigs that activate the flow of water,
then, the habitability of the apparatus of buildings
would come to the fore. As a practical means for
a hypothetical solution, the re-inhabiting of empty
apartments with a self-sustaining infrastructure,
| describe an architectural apparatus, portable and
insertable in an empty apartment: “THREE-ROOM
BEDSIT. Self-sufficient Residential Unit (SRU)".*
“In the energy and nutritional cycle of habita-
tion, the living body itself is a by-product of the
process of metabolism. The ‘Three-Room’ is the
basic shelter for a small group of residents. Its
construction renders the infrastructures of energy
and metabolism into aspects that define the
residential space. The bottles of propane gas and
the large tin cans of oil become the replaceable
pillars that support the construction. The movable
and immovable elements change but the shelter’s
stability is not compromised. Two or three res-
idents can be put up. Typologically, the unit is a
version of the typical three-bedroom apartment in
an apartment building. Instead of three rooms ar-
ranged horizontally, we have three layers of MDF
in perpendicular arrangement. The unit’s critical
volume is 6.6 cubic meters. The corresponding
volume of a typical three-bedroom apartment
is over 200 cubic meters. The Bedsit can be
installed in the interior of vacant apartments,
in industrial spaces and roofed public sites
that have exhausted their old function and their
interconnection with the urban infrastructures.
One adverse manifestation of the crisis in Greece
is the inability of many households to make
ends meet financially and to remain connected
to the networks of public resources (water,
energy, food). The SRU provides the option —and
symbolically suggests it— on the residents’ part
to remain within the construction, inside empty
urban spaces, without being connected to the
city’s expensive infrastructure networks.”

(Fig. 1lFig._2]

! “THREE-ROOM BEDSIT. Self-sufficient Residential Unit”, the work is from the
exhibition “Byproducts” (2012), curated by Alexis Psychoulis, in Technopolis, at
the former Gasworks, which used to be the heart of the energy production and
distribution of the city of Athens. The text is from the exhibition catalogue.

TOU TUNMIKOU TpLaptol tng noAukatolkiag. Avti 1o
TPIdpt va ival tpia dwpdtia og opdovtia didtagn
elvat tpeig nAakeg MDF, o€ katakopuen didtagn.
0 kpiowpog dykog tng povadag eivat 6.6 KuPika
pétpa. O avtiotoixog GyKog eveg TUntkoU TpLapiou
€enepva ta 200 kuBikd pétpa. Ta “Tpidpla” pnopei
va evtaxBolv 010 E0WTEPIKO KEVWV dlapepiopd-
Twv, o€ BlopnxavikoUg XWPOUG Kal OTEYAOHEVES
dnpdoleg enikpdteleg, mou €Xouv XAoEl TOUG
naAioUg AeltoupytkoUg Toug NpooplopoUs Kat
dlaolvdeon toug e TIg aotikég unodopég. Mia
duopevng ekdnhwan tng kpiong otnv ENAGSa eival
n aduvapia noAA@V volkoKuplwV va avianegeA-
Bouv otkovopikd Kat va napayeivouv ouvdedepéva
pe ta iktua Twv Kovwv (vepd, evépyela, Tpogn).
H A.MO.K. npoa@épet Tn duvatdtnta —kat v uno-
delkvuel aupPolika— twv Katoikwv va diapeivouv
0TNV KATaoKEUN, EVIOC GOEIWV AOTIKWV XWPWV,
xwpic va eival ouvbedepévol e ta akpiPa dikta
unobdopwv tng noAng.» EEEH, ETEA

H unoBetikn évBean tétolwv povadwv «Au-
1dpkoug Katoiknong» péoa ata adela keAupn
g noAng Ba pnopouce va cupPaliel og kanola
0TéYAON TWV A0TEYWY, XWPIG Va TOUG HETATPENEL
o€ Beopikoug evoikiaotég. Opwg, yla va yivel autn
n «BePniwaon npog Kowvn xpnon» twv adetwv oi-
apeptopdtwy, Ba anartotvtav n aAlayn twv opwv
nPoowpIvAg 1blonoinang plag akivning neplouai-
ag, NéPa ano v yvwaotn ae 6Aoug pag evoikiaaon.
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Eikéva 2 [IE0

PPOpHAVG S wpWV 010 «TPIAPI». Texvo-

noAn, 2012. Luvteheotéc: Kwothg Kuotdkng, lwdvva Z46n, AAikn Zapapd.

Performance of staying in the “Three-room bedsit” for 24h.
Technopolis, Athens, 2012. Contributors: K. Ktistakis, . Ksidi, A. Samara.
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The projected insertion of such units of “Self-
sufficient Habitation” in the empty husks through-
out the city, may contribute to the alleviation of the
problem of the homeless without turning them into
conventional tenants. But this “defilement serving
common use” of the empty apartments, would
require a change in the terms for the temporary
appropriation of a piece of real estate, an alterna-
tive to what we are now familiar with as “renting”.

The juridical/canonizing framework that would
allow or impose joint use of the empty husk, along
with the mechanism of the “Bedsit” is first of all,

a defilement of the apparatus of the apartment:
“The problem of the defilement of the apparatus,
that is, the restoration to common use of the things
held captive and separate, is gaining increasing
urgency.” Despite all that, on the occasion of the
“Bedsit” as an example of an anti-apparatus, |
would like here to sound a critical note with regard
to Agamben'’s, in my view, idealizing approach:

the condition of a mechanism of sovereignty
(apparatus) may only be countered by an anti-ap-
paratus, thus casting considerable doubt on what
the Italian philosopher invokes with much aplomb
at the conclusion of his essay as “the generalized
Ungovernable”. Here, a great issue is at stake: De-
filement on its own causes but does not vouchsafe
the perpetual common use of those things which
an ulterior financial sovereignty, of a religious
type, constantly enforces. This theoretical lacuna,
of what might truly constitute an anti-apparatus —
apart from brightly signalling the general “ungov-
ernable”— may be countered only at the level of
practice and invention. This does not at all mean
that the inventions and practices of solidarity sanc-
tify human relationships as ones of domination and
subjugation. This task, this major supporting role
has for centuries belonged to philanthropy.

| proceed to the second and last project: The
police and security forces in general, are one of the
most emphatic apparatuses in the exercise of pow-
er. In metropolitan centers, in conflicts between the
congregated crowd of bodies and these apparatus-
es, their violent action is directed at an opposing
configuration of unarmed and vulnerable bodies. In
the course of the clash, the political bodies are in
a state of exemption from any juridical regulation
that might protect their bodily integrity. Precisely

To dikalaké/kavovioTiké ekeivo nAaiolo nou
Ba enétpene n Ba enéBale v Kotvn xpnaon tou
abetou keAUPoug, padi Pe Tov pnxaviopo tou
«TplaptoU», katd npwtov anoteAei pia Pefniwan
Tou dlapepiopatikou apparatus: «To npofAnua
g BefnAwong twv apparatuses, dnAadn n
anokatdotaon g KOWVAG XpNONG autwv Nou
Bpiokovtav aixpalwtiopéva kai dlaxwpiopéva,
elvat 6Ao Kat neploodtepo eneiyovx. MapoAa auta,
HE a@opun To «Tpldpi», WG kanoto napddetypa
avti-apparatus, 8a nBeka €dw va akouotel n
KpItkn otnv e€eldavikeutikn —katd t yvwpn
pou— npoagyylon tou Agamben: pia cuvBnkn
pnxaviopoU Kuplapxiag (apparatus) dev pnopei
napd va avapetpnBel e éva avu-apparatus
Kavovtag €101 XAWHN TNV NPOONTIKNA ENEAEUANG
1ou kaBohikd Akupidpxntou (Ungovernable), tnv
onoia nopnwdwg enikaAeital otnv katakAeida
T0U Kelpévou o ltahdg piddoo@oc. Edw aniwg
avoiyet éva peydAo ¢atnpa: H Befniwaon and pdvn
g npokalei, ald kaBoAou dev aopalilet v
enavanoBnkeuon g KOWVAG XpRONG 00wV Hia
anwTaTn OIKOVOHIKN Kuplapxia, Bpnokeutikou
wnou, dtapkwg entBAAlet. Auto 1o kevo otn Bew-
PNTIKN OKEWYN, TOU Tl NPAYHATIKG pnopel va givat
€va avti-apparatus —népa ano 1o va eivat €vag
QWTEIVOG ONPATOdOTNG TOU YEVIKOU «aKUPLApXN-
T0U»— Unopel va avupetwniotel povo ato nediov
NG MPAKTIKNG Kal Tng enmtvonang. Touto kaBoAou
dev onpaivel 0Tt o1 EMVONCELG Kal 01 MPAKTIKEG TNG
aMnAeyyung kaBayiadouv g avBpwniveg OXEOEIG
WG OXEOELG KUplapxiag Kat unotéetag. Auth tn
douleld, v kuplapxikn unofonBnan, v KAvel
anod aiwveg n eilavBpwnia.
Mpoxwpw oto 6eUTepo Kat TeAeUTaio NPOTdeKT:
‘Evag and toug nio pntoug pnxaviopgoUg Kuplap-
xiag eivat n aotuvopia Kat ot Suvapelg acpaleiag
€V YEVEL. LTIC OUYKPOUCELG TWV PNXAVIOHWY
Kuplapxiag otig NTPOnOAELG E TO GUYKEVIPWHEVO
nAnBog Twv cwpdtwy, and v a\An pepid, o pn-
Xaviopog ekdimAwvet tn Biain 6pdon tou anévavu
o€ pia avtinaAn didtagn donAwv Kat eudAwtwy
owpdtwv. Ltn didpkela g oUYKpouong T no-
Aitika owpata Bpiokovral og ouvBnkn e€aipeong
wG npog onolovdnnote dikalakd kaveva niBavov
va NPootateve Kal va aopahde v akepaldnta
Kat v uyeia toug. AKpIBWG T oTLYHN TNG YEVIKNG
dlatinwaong tou «OIKalwpatog va éxelg dikalwpa-
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at the point when it is possible to articulate “the
right to have rights” —as Judith Butler puts it with
reference to mass demonstrations and the occupa-
tion of public squares in Bodies in Alliance (2012)—,
the multitude of bodies is deprived of any kind of
rights as it comes face to face with the powers of
suppression. How, then, is it possible to formulate
a vital requirement and arrive at practical solutions
regarding the safety and protection of the body

of demonstrators? Moreover: How to retain in an
active capacity the possibility of public speech by
the activated crowd, in the face of the suppression
of that capacity, how to vouchsafe public speaking
in the exceptional circumstance of the occupation
of public space and demonstrations? These prac-
tical questions imply the possibility of assembling
an anti-apparatus, whether standing or moving,
for countering the apparatus of suppression and
domination by the forces of state security.

| will describe the architectural proposal
for the possibility of such an anti-apparatus:
“A.D.A.P.T.: Apparatus for Defense Against Police
Terror”.?

In recent years, the mobilization of the met-
ropolitan multitude in the public spaces of cities
is continual at a global scale, thus highlighting in
multiple ways the question of democracy and of
emancipation from the structures of domination
by bio-political authority. The uneven confronta-
tion results in the denuding of the human body
from its protective cover of political rights and
renders the active stay in public space uncertain
and vulnerable to attack.

A.D.A.PT. is a construction which engages with
the issue of the demonstrators’ self-protection and
defense against the violent, suppressive means
employed globally by state security forces when
dealing with mobilized citizenry in public spaces.
The construction is composed of four triangular
panels 2x3m, which are fitted together in such a
way as to define an area that is variable. For pur-
poses of transportation, the construction becomes
a two-dimensional panel, in order to be used by
demonstrators as a shield, it folds into a protective
arch and with further folding, it can assume the

2 "A.D.A.P.T.", project for the 4th Athens Biennale “Agora”, 2013, by Zissis
Kotionis, collaborator: Vassia Lyri, curator: Christoforos Marinos.
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1a» 10 NAnBog Twv owpdtwv otepeital kabe €idog
dikalwpatog anévavt otnv KataotaAtikn e§ouaia
—«the right to have rights», dnwg to dtatunwvel
HE a@opun TG padikég dladnAwaelg Kal Kata-
AMyeig nhatelwv ato Bodies in Alliance n Judith
Butler (2012). NMwg pnopei, Aowndv, va diatunwei
éva {wTko {nToupevo Kal va undp§ouv npaktikeEg
\Uoeglg wg npog tn duvatdtnta ac@dAelag Kat npo-
otaciag Tou owpatog twv diadnwtwv; Kat aképa:
MNwg pnopei va napapeivet evepyn n duvatdtnta
dnpdatag opihiag (speech) tou evepyol nAnBoug
anévavtl gty KatagtoAn autng tg duvatdtntag
—ng dnpdolag ekpopdg Tou Adyou— otnv e€alpe-
TIKN Katdotaon twv KataAnyewv dnpdotou Xwpou
Kat v dtadnAwoewy; Ta npaktikd autd epwin-
pata unovoouv Tn duvatdTnta CUYKPOTNONG €VOG
avti-apparatus, I0TAUEVOU N KIVOUHEVOU anévavtl
0T0 apparatus KataoToANng Kat Kuptdpxnong twv
duvdpewv tng Kpatkng acpaleiag.

Meptypdpw t diatinwon NG apXITEKTOVIKNG
npPotacng yla T duvatdtnta evog TET0loU avil-
apparatus: «A.D.A.P.T.: Apparatus for Defense
Against Police Terror».?

Ta teheutaia xpovia n evepyonoinon Tou pn-
tponoAttikoU nAnBoug otoug HNPGGLOUG XWPOUG
WV N6AewV, o€ KAIPaKa OIKOUEVIKN, Elval ouve-
xng, Bétovtag pe noAanAoug tpdnoug to {Atna
g dnpokpatiag kal Ing xelpagétnang anévavtl
oTg KUpLapXxIkEG dopég tng Pronohitikng e§ouaiag.
H nnyaia enitehegtikdtnta tou nAnBoug €pxetat
QVTIPETWNN HE TNV 0PYAVWHEVN, CTPATIWTIKA
EMIXEIPNOLAKOTNTA TWV dUVAKEWY TNG KATAGTOANG.
H aoUppetpn ouykpouon enpépet Tnv anoyUpvw-
on tou avBpwnivou owpatog and to NePIKAAUMHa
TWV NOATIKWY dikatwpdtwy kat kaBlota ty
€vepyo dlapovn atov dnPOoIo XWPOo EKKPEPN Kal
gunpoofAntn.

To A.D.A.P.T. gival pia kataokeun, n onoia
diaxeipietal to epwInpa TG autonpootaciag Kat
g dpuvag wv dladnwtwy évavt twv Bialwy,
KaTaoTaATIKWV JEOWV MOU XpNatponolouv dieBvwg
0l KpaTIKEG duvapelg ao@aleiag, yia tnv avupe-
TWMLON EVEPYONOINUEVWYV NOAITWV 0OV dnpOaLo
xwpo. H kataokeun anoteAeitat ano €ooepa
TPIYwWVIKG navéha diaotdoewy 2X3 pétpa, ta onoia

2 «A.D.A.P.T.», €pyo yia tnv 4n Mnievake tng ABhvag «Ayopd», 2013, Zhang
Kouwvng, ouvepydug: Baaia Aupn, empehntng: Xplotégopog Mapivog.



function of a protective tent for a temporary stay

in public space. The organic logic of the shellfish,
whose opening and closing are determined by
survival reflexes, serves above all the possibility of
articulating public speech, by means of a loud-
speaker, amidst the exceptional conditions of the
protest march, the demonstration, the occupation
and the collective stay “out there in the open.”

As a symbolic installation in an exhibition
space, A.D.A.P.T. emits periodic sound messages,
as a reminder of the performative function of the
collective voice and the chanted slogan in public
space GTHEl, G*H.

Wneuakh avanapdotaon tou «A.D.A.P.T.» oe Stabhlwon.
Rendering of “A.D.A.P.T.” in a demonstration.

Finally, | would like to offer these three exam-
ples, the three apparatuses of practical solidarity
inventions, as a form of critique of the way
Agamben completes his theoretical exposition in
Apparatus. We come back to the text's concluding
paragraphs where it is argued that defilement,
as a practice of opposition to mechanisms of
power, can lead to the arrival of the generalized
Ungovernable. This invocation is underpinned by a
metaphysical teleology, an archaic Hegelianism,
as if history were to find its dynamic closure in
the overarching Ungovernable. This, however, is
a tradition in radical thinking which we need to
reject once and for all, even if that means coming
up against our own self. History is under no ob-
ligation to humanity to have an end of messianic
absolution, either in the guise of communism or
of a generalized Ungovernable. Hence, we merely
need to rethink political action in conjunction with
the intellect for the production of mechanisms
and conditions of solidarity in staunch opposition
to the mechanisms of generalized domination.

144

ouvapBpwvovral Pe TEtolo TPono, WOTe N guvlnkn
XWPOU Nou napdyetal va eivat getapAntn.

H kataokeun yia va petapepBel petatpénetal

o¢ 61061a0tato nave, yia va xpnaipgonotnBel

wG aoniba opyddag dradbnAwtwy ntuxwvetal og
OHUVTIKNA KOIAGTNTA, EVW MEPAITEPW MTUXWON TNG
eMTpEnel va entteAel Tov poAo NPOOTATEUTIKNG
0KNVNG Yl TV npoawptvh dlagovi atov dnpdato
xwpo. H opyavikn Aoyikn tou ootpakoeldouc,
nou avoiyel Kat KA€ivel e 1a avakAaotikd g
eniBiwong, unnpetel ndvw and 6Aa T duvatdtnta
€KQopdc dnpdatou Adyou, PEOW HEYAPWVOU,

oG €KTAKTESG OUVBNKeG Tng dlapaptupiag, tng
diadnhwong, tng katdAnyng Kat tng SUAOYIKAG
Napapovag «ekel £€wo.

To A.D.A.P.T., wg oupBoAikn gykatdotaon o€
ekBeolako xwpo, petadidel nxntikd pnvipata
avd diaotnpata, o€ avapvnon g ENITEAETTIKAG
Aettoupyiag tng sUMOYIKAG PWVAG Kal Tou ouvBn-
patog otov dnpoato xwpo EEEE, ETEA.

Oa nBela, €hog, va Kavw @avepn T xpAan
TWV TpLWV napadelypdtwy, Twv Tplwv apparatuses
MPAKTIKWY Pnxaveloewv g aAnAeyyling, wg
€va €idog KpITkAG otov Tpdno nou o Agamben
oAokAnpovel T BewpnTIKN TOU NPOCGEYYLON GTO
Apparatus. Enavepxépacte otnv KatakAeida tou
KEPEVOU, Onou dlatunwvetal To enixeipnya ot n
BePnAwan, w¢ NPAKTIKA Evavtiwong 0Toug Pnxa-
viapoug e§ouaiac, pnopei va odnynoet otnv ené-
Aeuaon tou yevikou Akupidpxntou (Ungovernable).
H enikAnon autn evéxetal and pla HETAQUOIKN
teheoAoyia, €vav apxaiko eyeAiaviopod, oav va
MPOKELTaL n 1oTopia va €xel €va ev duvdpel TéAag,
oto kaBoAkd Akupidpxnto. Eival, Opwg, autn pia
napadoon otn pidoonactikn oKEYN TV onoia,
€0TW KAl EPXOHEVOL EVAVTIO OTOV EQUTO A,
opeiloupe va v anoppiyoupe TEAEIWTIKA.
Enedn akpiBwg n 1otopia dev xpwaotdel atny
avBpwnotnta va éxel €va AUTPWTIKG-PEaaIav-

KO téA0g, €ite 0T ouvBNKN ToU KopHoUVIopoU
elte otn ouvBnkn tou KaBoAikd Akupiapxntou,
opeiloupe va EavaokeptoUpe anAwg Ty NoMTKA
dpdaon o€ ouykAion e t didvola, yia v avoixtn
napaywyn ouvBnkwv Kal pnxaviopwv aAAnAey-
yung o€ ndyta avtiBeon pe T0UG PNXAVIGHOUG TNG
kaBoAIkNg Kuplapxiag.
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