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eIntroduction-

Trusting INSEIitUTIONS AGaiN? i et sttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eae et eeeeeeeeeeetersarrrar b aaanaans i
A shocking question addressed to a climatologist (02) that obliges us to distinguish values from the ac-
counts practitioners give ofthem (06).

Between modernizing and ecologizing, we have to choose (08) by proposing adifferent system of
coordinates (10).

Which leads us to define an imaginary diplomatic scene (13): in the name ofwhom to negotiate (13) and
with whom to negotiate? (15)

The inquiry at first resembles the one involving speech acts (17) while we learn to identify different
modes of existence (19).

The goal is, first, to accompany apeople vacillating between economy and ecology (22).

Part O ne

Howto Make an Inquiry into the M odes of Existence of the M oderns Possible

<Chapter -
Definingthe ObJeCtoT N gijiry e e e e e s reaaeaeeas 27
An investigator goes offto do fieldwork among the Moderns (28) without respecting domain bounda-
ries, thanks to the notion ofactor-network (30), which makes it possible to distinguish networks as re-
sultfrom networks as process (31).
The inquiry defmesafirst modeofexistence,the network [NET],throughaparticular"pass,” or passage (33).
But networks [net] havealimitatiomtheydonotqualify values(35).
Law offers apoint of comparison through its own particular mode of displacement (38).
There isthus adefinition o f*boundary >that does not depend onthe notions of domain or network (38).

The mode of extension of objective knowledge can be compared with othertypes of passes (39).
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Thus any situation can be defined through agrasp ofthe [net] type plus a particular relation between
continuities and discontinuities (41).

Thankstoathirdtypeof‘pass/'thereligioustype,theinvestigatorsees why values are difficultto detect
(42) because oftheir quite particularties to institutions (43), and this will oblige herto take into account

ahistory ofvalues and their interferences (45).

<Chapter 2-
Collecting Documents FOrthe INQUITy e 47
The inquiry begins with the detection of category mistakes (48), not to be confused with first-degree
mistakes (49); only second-degree mistakes matter (50).
A mode possesses its own particular type of veridiction (53), as we see by going back to the example
oflaw (54).
True and false are thus expressed within a given mode and outside it (55) provided that we first de-
fine the felicity and infelicity conditions of each mode (56) and then the mode's interpretive key, or its
preposition (57).
Then we shall be able to speak of each mode in its own tonality (58), asthe etymology of"category” im-
plies (58) and asthe contrast between the requirements oflaw and religion attests (60).
The inquiry connects understandings of the network type [net] with understandings of the preposi-
tionaltype [pre] (6i) by defmingcrossingsthatform aPivotTable (63).
A somewhat peculiar [net * pre] crossing (63), which raises a problem of compatibility with the actor-
networktheory (63).
Recapitulation ofthe conditions forthe inquiry (64).

Whatisrational iswhatfollowsthe threads ofthe various reasons (65).

<Chapter 3-
APerilousChangeofCorresSpOnNdenCe . ..ottt e ssttrare e e e e e s s ssiarrreaaaaeeeaannnns 69
To begin with what is most difficult, the question of Science (70) by applying principles of method that
entail identifying passes (73), which allow usto disamalgamate two distinct modes of existence (73).
Description ofan unremarkable itinerary: the example of a hike up Mont Aiguille (74) will serve to de-
fine chains ofreference and immutable mobiles (77) by showing that reference is attached neitherto the
knowingsubject nortothe known object (77).

The notion of Subject/Object correspondence conflates two passes (8i) since itisclearthat existents do
not passthrough immutable mobiles in order to persistin being (82).

Although there isno limitto the extension of chains ofreference [ref] (83) there are indeed two modes
ofexistence that co-respond to each other (86).

We musttherefore register newfelicity conditions (86) thatwill authorize adifferentdistribution between
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language and existence (88). This becomes particularly clear inthe prime example ofthe laboratory (89).

Hence the salience ofa new mode ofexistence, [rep], for reproduction (91) and ofacrossing [rep * ref]

thatis hard to keep in sight (93) especially when we have to resistthe interference of Double Click (93).

<Chapter 4
Learning t0 M ake RO O M et e e e e e e e e e et re e e e e e e e e e eannarees 97
Togive the various modes enough room (98) we mustfirsttry to grasp existents accordingto the mode
ofreproduction [rep] (99) by making this mode one trajectory among others (too) in orderto avoid the
strange notion ofan invasive material space (103).
Ifthose who have occupied allthe space nevertheless lack room (104) itisbecausethey have been unable
to disamalgamate the notion of matter (105) by the proper use ofthe [rep * ref] crossing (106).
Now, as soon as we begin to distinguish two senses ofthe word "form" (106), the form that maintains
constants and the form that reduces the hiatus of reference (107), we begin to obtain anonformalist de-
scriptionofformalism (io8), which turns out, unfortunately, to be wiped out by athird sense ofthe word
"form” (109).
Atthis point we risk being mistaken aboutthe course followed by the beings ofreproduction (no) in that
we risk confusing two distinct courses inthe idea of matter (m).
Aformalistdescription ofthe outing on Mont Aiguille (112) generates adouble image through ademon-
stration perabsurdum (114) that would lead to adivision into primary and secondary qualities (115).
But once the origin ofthis Bifurcation into primary and secondary qualities has been accurately identi-
fied (115) it becomes ahypothesistoo contrary to experience (n6) and the magic of rationalism vanishes
(117) since we can no longer confuse existents with matter (n8), amatter that would no more do justice

to the world than to "lived experience" (120).

<Chapter 5

RemovingSome Speech IMpediments e 123
Ifwe had to begin with the hardest part (124) it was because of an insistence on "straighttalk" that con-
nects formalism with closingoff discussion (125).

Although this straight talk cannot rely on the requirements ofreference [ref] (126), it leads to the dis-
qualification ofall the other modes (127) by creating adangerous amalgam between knowledge and pol-
itics [ref * pol] (128), which makes it necessary to abandon the thread of experience in orderto put an
endto debates (129).

Fortunately, the method that allows us to recognize a crossing (131) will succeed inidentifying averidic-
tion proper to politics [pol] (132), which has to do with the continual renewal of a Circle (133) that the

course ofreference cannotjudge properly (134)-



Thuswe haveto acknowledge thatthere is more than onetype ofveridiction (136) to foil the strange amal-
gam of“indisputable facts” (137) and thus to restore to natural language its expressive capacities (138).
The mostdifficult task remains: going back to the division between words and things (139) while liberat-
ing ourselves from matter, that is, from the res ratiocinans (140) and giving ourselves new capacities of
analysis and discernment (142) in orderto speak ofvalues without bracketing reality (143)-

Language iswell articulated, like the world with which itis charged (144), provided that we treat the no-
tion of sign with skepticism (145).

Modes ofexistence are indeed at stake, and there are more than two ofthese (146), afactthat obliges us

to take the history ofintermodal interferences into account (148).

<Chapter 6-
Correcting a Slight Defectin ConNStruUCtiON . ...ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirss s e e e e e e e e aaaeens 151
The difficulty ofinquiring into the Moderns (152) comes from the impossibility of understanding in a pos-
itive way how facts are constructed (153), which leads to acurious connivance between the critical mind
and the search for foundations (155).
Thuswe haveto come backtothe notion ofconstruction and distinguish three features (157):i. the action is
doubled (157); 2. the direction ofthe action isuncertain (158); 3.the action is qualified asgood or bad (159).
Now, constructivism does not succeed in retainingthe features ofagood construction (159)-
We thus have to shiftto the concept of instauration (160), but for instauration to occur, there must be
beings withtheirown resources (161), which impliesatechnical distinction between being-as-beingand
being-as-other (162) and thus several forms of alterity or alterations (163).
We then find ourselves facing a methodological quandary (164), which obliges usto look elsewhere to
accountforthe failures of constructivism (164): iconoclasm and the struggle againstfetishes (165).
It is as though the extraction of religious value had misunderstood idols (166) because of the con-
tradictory injunction of a God not made by human hands (167), which led to a new cult, antifetishism
(168), as well asthe invention of beliefin the beliefof others (169), which turned the word “rational”
into afighting word (170).
We haveto try to putan endto beliefin belief (171) by detecting the double root ofthe double language of
the Moderns (172) arisingfromthe improbable link between knowledgeand belief (174).
Welcometothe beings ofinstauration (176).

Nothing but experience, but nothing less than experience (178).



PART TWO

Howto Benefit from the Pluralism of M odes of Existence

<Chapter 7-
Reinstitutincthe Beingsof M etamorphoSiS et 181
We are going to benefit from ontological pluralism (182) while trying to approach certain invisible be-
ings (183).
Thereisnosuchthingasa'Visible world," any more than there are invisible worlds (184) ifwemakeanef-
forttograspthe networks [net] that produce interiorities (185).
Since the autonomy of subjects comes to them from the “outside" (186) it is better to do without both
interiority and exteriority (188).
Back to the experience ofemotion (189), which allows usto spotthe uncertainty asto itstarget (190) and
the power ofpsychic shifters and other “psychotropes” (192).
The instauration ofthese beings has been achieved intherapeutic arrangements (193) and especially in
laboratories of ethnopsychiatry (194).
The beings of metamorphosis [met] (195) have ademandingform ofveridiction (196) and particular on-
tological requirements (198) that can be followed rationally (198), provided thatthe judgmentofDouble
Click [dc] isnotappliedtothem (i99).
Their originality comes from a certain debiting of alteration (201), which explains why invisibility is
amongtheir specifications (202).
The [rep *met] crossingisofcapital importance (202), butit has been addressed mainly bythe other col-

lectives (203); thus it offers comparative anthropology anew basis for negotiations (204).

<Chapter 8
Making the Beings ofTechnologyVisibBle e, 207
The singular silence imposed on technologies (208) and on their particular form oftranscendence (210)
requires, in addition to an analysis interms of networks [tec *net] (212), the detection of an original
mode ofexistence (214) different from reproduction [rep - tec] (215).
We need to return to the experience ofthe technological detour (216), which is hidden by Double Click
and the form/function relation (217).
Bydrawing outthe lessons ofthe [rep ¢ ref] crossing onthis point (219) we shall no longer confuse tech-
nology with the objects it leaves in its wake (221).

Technology offersaparticularformofinvisibility (222):thetechnological labyrinth (223).
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Its mode ofexistence depends onthe [met « tec] ruse (224) as much as on the persistence ofthe beings
ofreproduction [rep *tec] (225).

The veridiction properto [tec] (226) depends on an original folding (227) detectable thanks to the key
notion ofshifting (228).

The unfolding ofthis mode gives us more room to maneuver (230).

<Chapter 9-
SITUATINCTHE Beingsof FiCcTion ettt 233
Multiplying the modes ofexistence implies draining language ofits importance (234), which isthe other
sideofthe Bifurcation between wordsandthe world (235).
To avoid confusing sense with signs (236) we have to come back tothe experience ofthe beings offiction
[fic] (238).
Beings overvalued by the institution of works of art (238) and yet deprived of their ontological
weight (239).
Now, the experience ofthe beings of [fic] invites usto acknowledge their proper consistency (240) an
original trajectory (241) aswell as aparticular set of specifications (242).
These beings arise from a new alteration: the vacillation between raw material and figures (243), which
givesthem an especially demanding mode ofveridiction (245).
We are the offspring of our works (246).
Dispatching a work implies a shifting (246) different from that of the beings of technology
[tec « Fic] (248).
The beings offiction [fic] reign well beyond the work of art (249); they populate a particular crossing,
[fic *ref] (250),where they undergo asmall difference in the discipline of figures (251) that causes the
correspondence to be misunderstood (252).
We can then revisit the difference between sense and sign (254) and find another way of accessing the

articulated world (256).

<ChapteT io-
Learning to ReSpect AP PEaranCeS . ..iiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeti s s e e e e e e e e e e e aaeaaaaaeaaeeeaeeeeeaeeneees 259
To remain sensitive to the momentas well asto the dosage of modes (260) the anthropologist hasto re-
sistthetemptations of Occidentalism (261).
Isthere amode ofexistence proper to essence? (262)
The mostwidespread mode of all, the one that starts from the prepositions while omittingthem (264),
habit [hab], too, isamode ofexistence (265) with aparadoxical hiatus that produces immanence (266).
By following the experience of an attentive habit (267) we see howthis mode ofexistence managesto

trace continuities (268) owing to its particularfelicity conditions (268).
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Habit hasits own ontological dignity (270), which stems from the factthatitveils but does not hide (272).
We understand quite differently, then, the distance between theory and practice (273), which allows us
to define Double Click more charitably [hab ¢ o0c] (274).
Each mode has its own way of playing with habits (275).
This mode ofexistence can help define institutions positively (277), provided that we take into account

the generation to which the speaker belongs (278) and avoid the temptation of fundamentalism (280).

<Conclusion, Part Two-
Arrangingthe M odes OF EXiSteN C e ittt e et e e e eara e 283
Wherein we encounter an unexpected problem ofarrangement (284).
Inthe firstgroup, neither Objects nor Subjects are involved (285).
Lines offeree and lineages [rep] emphasize continuity (285), while the beings of metamorphosis [met]
emphasize difference (286) and those of habit [hab] emphasize dispatch (287).
A second group revolves around the quasi objects (288) [tec], [fic], and [ref], originally levels n+1 of
enunciation (289), produced by arebound effect atlevel n-i (289).
Thisarrangement offers aconciliatory version ofthe old Subject/Objectrelation (290) and thus another

possible position for anthropogenesis (291).

Part Three

Howto Redefine the Collectives

<ChapteT n-
Welcomingthe BeingsSensitivetothe Word.......ooccccciiiiiiiiiiiiiececeee 295
Ifit isimpossible notto speak ofa religious mode (297), we must not rely on the limits ofthe domain of
Religion (298) but instead return to the experience ofthe love crisis (300) that allows usto discover an-
gels bearing tumults ofthe soul (303), provided that we distinguish between care and salvation as we
explore their crossing [met * rel] (304).
We then discover aspecific hiatus (305) that makes it possible to resume Speech (306) butwithout leav-
ingthe pathways ofthe rational (307).
The beings ofreligion [rel] have special specifications (307)—they appear and disappear (308)—and
they have particularly discriminating felicity conditions (310) since they define a form of subsistence
that isnot based on any substance (311) but that ischaracterized by an alteration peculiarto it: "the time
has come" (312) and by its own form ofveridiction (313).
A powerful but fragile institution to be protected (314) as much against the misunderstandings ofthe
[rel « pre] crossing (315) as againstthose ofthe [met * rel] crossing (316) and the [ref mrel] crossing,

which produces unwarranted rationalizations (318).
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Rationalization iswhat produces beliefin belief (319) and causes the loss of both knowledge and faith
(321), leading to the loss of neighboring beings and remote ones alike (322) as well asto the superfluous
invention ofthe supernatural (323).

Hencethe importance ofalways specifyingtheterms ofthe metalanguage (324)-

=Chapter 12-
Invoking the Phantoms of the Political . 327
Can acontrast be lost? The case ofthe political (328).
An institution legitimately proud of its values (329) but with no grasp of practical description (330): be-
fore it can be universalized, some self-examination isrequired (331)-
To avoid giving up reason in politics [pol] too quickly (333) and to understand that there is no crisis of
representation (334) we mustnot overestimate the unreason of [pol] (335) butrather follow the expe-
rience of political speech (336).
An object-oriented politics (337) allows usto discern the squaring ofthe political Circle (338), provided
that we distinguish accurately between speaking about politics and speaking politically (339).
We then discover a particular type of passthat traces the impossible Circle (340)>which includes or ex-
cludes depending onwhetheritistaken up again or not (342).
A first definition ofthe hiatus ofthe [pol] type: the curve (344) and a quite peculiar trajectory: au-
tonomy (345)-
A new definition ofthe hiatus: discontinuity (346) and a particularly demanding type of veridiction
(348), which the [ref ¢ pol] crossing misunderstands (349).
[pol] practices avery distinctive extraction of alterity (350), which defines a phantom public (359 'n
opposition to the figure of Society (352), which would make the political even more monstrous than it
isnow (353).

W ill we ever be able to relearn the language of speaking well while speaking “crooked"? (354)

<Chapter 13-
The Passage of Law and QUasi SUD JECTES oottt e e 357
Fortunately, itisnot problematic to speak aboutlaw "legally” (358) since law isits own explanation (359).
It offers special difficulties, however (360), owingto its strange mix of strength and weakness (361), its
scarcely autonomous autonomy (362), and the factthat it has been charged with too many values (362).
Thus we have to establish aspecial protocolin orderto follow (363) the passage oflaw paved with means
(364)andto recognizeitsterriblydemandingfelicity conditions (366).
The law connects levels of enunciation (368) by virtue ofits own particular formalism (369).

We can now understand what is distinctive about quasi subjects (371) while learning to respect their
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contributions: first, beings of politics [pol] (373), then beings of law [1aw] (373), and finally beings of
religion [rel] (374).

Quasi subjects are all regimes of enunciation sensitive to tonality (375).

Classifyingthe modes allows us to articulate well what we have to say (376) and to explain, at last, the
modernist obsession with the Subject/Object difference (378).

New dread onthe partofour anthropologist: the fourth group, the continentof The Economy (379).

<Chapter 14-
Speaking of Organization in [ts Own Language ... eeeeeeeeeeens 381
The second Nature resists quite differently from the first (382), which makes it difficult to circumvent
The Economy (383) unless we identify some gaps between The Economy and ordinary experience (385).
Afirstgap, intemperature: cold instead of heat (386).
A second gap: an empty place instead ofa crowded agora (386).
Athird gap: no detectable difference in levels (387).
Allthis allows usto positan amalgamation ofthree distinct modes: [att], [org], and [mor] (388).
The paradoxical situation of organization [org] (389) iseasierto spotifwe startfrom aweakly equipped
case (390) that allows usto see how scriptsturn us"upside down" (391).
To organize is necessarily to dis/reorganize (393).
Here we have a distinct mode ofexistence (393) with its own explicit felicity and infelicity conditions
(395) and its own particular alteration of being-as-other: the frame (397)-
Sowe can dowithout Providence for writingthe scripts (398), provided that we clearly distinguish piling
up from aggregating (399) and that we avoid the phantom metadispatcher known as Society (401) while
maintainingthe methodological decision thatthe small serves to measure the large (402), the only way
tofollowthe operations of scaling (403).
This way we can bring the arrangements for economization into the foreground (404) and distin-
guish betweentwo distinct senses of property (406) while includingthe slight addition of calcula-
tion devices (407).

Two modes notto be conflated underthe expression "economic reason" (409).

mChapter 15
M obilizing the Beingsof Passionate INterest.....cccocs ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 413
Whereas the whole is always inferior to its parts (414), there are several reasons for making mistakes
aboutthe experience of organization (415): confusing it with the Political Circle [pol *org] (415); con-
fusingorganizationwithorganism [rep * org] (4i7);ballastingscriptstechnologically [tec *org] (418);
confusing unequal distribution ofscripts with scaling (420); all this leadsto an inverted experience ofthe

social (421).



By returning to the experience of what sets scripts in motion (422) we can measure what has to be
passed through in order for beings to subsist (423) while discovering the beings of passionate interest
[att] (424).

Butseveralobstaclestothe depiction ofthisnewexperience haveto be removed:first,the notion ofem-
bedding (426); then the notion of calculating preferences (427); then the obstacle of a Subject/Object
relation (427);fourth, the obstacle ofexchange (429); and fifth and last, the cult of merchandise (430)-
Then aparticular mode of alteration of being appears (432) with an original pass: interest and valoriza-
tion (434) and specific felicity conditions (435)-

This kneading of existents (437) leadstotheenigmaofthe crossing with organization [att *org] (438),

which willallowustodisamalgamatethe matter ofthe second Nature (439)-

<Chapter 16-
INTENSIFYINGTHE EXPERIENCE OF SCRUPLES.......coiiiiiiic e 443
Detectingthe [att *org] crossing(444) oughttoleadtopraiseforaccountingdevices (445).
However, economics claims to calculate values via value-free facts (447). which transforms the experi-
ence of being quits (448) into a decree of Providence capable of calculating the optimum (449) and of
emptyingthe scene where goods and bads are distributed (450)-
While the question of morality has already been raised for each mode (452), there is nevertheless anew
source of morality inthe uncertainty over ends and means (454)-
Aresponsiblebeingisone who responds to an appeal (456) thatcannot be universal without experience
ofthe universe (457)-
We can thus draw up the specifications for moral beings [mor] (458) and define their particular mode of
veridiction: the taking up ofscruples (459) andtheir particular alteration: the questforthe optimal (461).
The Economy istransformed into a metaphysics (462) when it amalgamatestwo types of calculations in
the [ref *mor] crossing; (462) this makes it mistake adiscipline for ascience (464) that would describe
only economic matter (466).
SoThe Economy putsanendtoall moral experience (466).
The fourth group, which links quasi objects and quasi subjects (467), isthe one thatthe interminable war
between the two hands, visible and invisible, misunderstands (469).
Can the Moderns become agnostic in matters of The Economy (470) and provide anew foundation for

the discipline of economics? (472)

Conclusion-
Can WePraise the Civilization t0 COmMe? .ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicee ettt 475

Toavoid failure, we must use aseries oftests to define the trial thatthe inquiry must undergo (476):

Firsttest: can the experiences detected be shared? (477)
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Secondtest: doesthe detection ofone mode allow usto respectthe other modes? (478)

Thirdtest: can accounts otherthanthe author's be proposed? (480)

Fourth test: canthe inquiry mutate into adiplomatic arrangement (480) sothat institutions adjusted to
the modes can be designed (482) while anew space isopened up for comparative anthropology (482) by
aseries of negotiations overvalues? (483)

For new wars, anew peace (484).



