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When the jacket blurb tells you that 
the book before you "basiealh-

combines a kojesian notion of global mar
ket as post-historv (in this sense akin to 
Fuku\ama's eschatology) with a Fou-
cauklian and Deleu/.ian notion of bio-pok 
itics (in this sense crossing the road of a 
Sloterdijk who also poses the question of a 
coming techniques of the production of 
die humau species)," you can be excused 
for dreading the task of reading it. 

As it happens, going througli almost 
500 pages of klardt's and Negri's often 
ponderous prose pro\ed to be a rewarding, 
e\en c\'e-opcning experience. It con
firmed what I had alwa\s suspected: that 
there can be no alliance that goes "bevond 
die left and righf' in resisting die globalist 
imperialism diat seeks to destroy our cul
ture, our histor\-, our ideutih, and ulti-
mateK our humauih. With brutal frank
ness, die authors, intelligent and ruthless 
men of die left, allow diat Empire is "bad" 
in its present fonn — \iolent, driven by die 
greed and hubris of the ruling elite—but 
tlie\' reject resistance based on an affirma
tion of human nature, faniih', nation, or 
au\ odier form of tradihonal communih'. 
On die contrar}', the\' want to channel the 
"enabling" potential of Empire into a post-
postmodern world of dieir own liking. Ul
timately, Empire is "bad" because it is not 
cnrrenri-i' run 1)\- die likes of Hardt and Ne
gri—but it must not be fought, lest that 
pleasing prospect be jeopardized. 

The authors' opening description of 
the process of globalization is, on the 
whole, accurate. Globalization does 
not produce onlv global markets and 
circuits of production but a global order, 
a new logic and structure of rule, a 
new so\ereignt\'. The process, while not 
spontaneous, is not dictated by any single 
center of rationalih' transcending global 
forces. The decline in the sovereignt\ of 
natifJii-statcs docs not mean die decline 

of so\'ereignh as such; it "has taken a ne\y 
form, composed of a series of national 
and supranational organisms united un
der a single logic of rule .. . ]that] we call 
Empire." This Empire should not be con
fused with "imperialism," wliieh merel\' 
extended the soyereignt\- of European 
states be\ond their boundaries. By con
trast. Empire is a "decentered and deterri-
torializing apparatus of rule that progres-
siyely incorporates die entire global realm" 
with its Inbrid identities and flexible hier
archies, eradicahug nationalist colors of 
the imperialist map of the world and 
blending dieni in the imperial global rain
bow. The creation of vyealth within it 
tends e\er more toward "biopolitieal pro
duction, the production of social life itself" 

kimpire differs from imperialism in 
that it is not based in am one "nation." 
The United States does not form the cen
ter of die project, and America's appar-
enriy priyileged position in Empire will 
not pre\ent its absorption b\ the emerg
ing financial, cultural, and juridical net
works. It goes beyond space and time 
and effectiyely suspends history: Eroni its 
perspeetixe, this is the way things will al
ways be and were always meant to be. It 
is total, creating die wodd it inhabits. It 
not oiih' regulates human nature but 
seeks to rule over it. Last, but by no 
means least, "although the practice of 
Eaiipire is continually badied in blood, 
[its] concept is always dedicated to 
peace." It "presents its order as perma
nent, eternal, and necessarw" 

Empire's designated enemies are at 
once banalized, reduced to an object of 
routine ])olice repression, and absolu
tized as the Enemy, an absolute threat to 
the ethical order. (The book was finished 
long before the bomhing of Kosovo, so 
the authors cite the Gulf War as an articu
lated example of the demonizing process.) 
Empire is formed not on die basis of force 
itself but on die capacit\- to present force 
as being in the .service of right and peace. 
The intenening authorih' can define "e\-
ery hnie in an exeephonal way" the de
mands of intervention and then deploy 
die rhetorical force of the media and the 
police force of "tiie international coiiimu-
iiit\'." Supranational subjects, legitimated 
not bv codified right but b\ ad hoc con
sensus, intervene in die name of any type 
of emergeue}' or overriding moral princi
ple. The rule of law is replaced b\' the le
gitimacy of universal values. 

For all of Empire's powers of oppres
sion and destruction, Hardt and Negri 
warn that we should not feel nostalgic for 

the order of yore, which to them was 
nothing but the "old forms of domina
tion." The passage to Empire and glob-
alizafion "offer[s] new possibilities to the 
forces of liberation," and "our political 
ta.sk . . . is not simpl\- to resist fliese pro
cesses but to reorganize them and redi
rect dieni towards new ends." 

For the authors, the emerging Empire 
is useful and necessap,- because it de.stroys 
the barriers to Hardt's and Negri's pre
ferred eschatological model. It cleanses 
societies of the burden of traditional 
identity and clears the way for the even
tual unleashing of the political energies 
of the multitude —the Third World mul
titude, to be precise. The new, global
ized world makes the march of that mul
titude across "Western" national borders 
and the destruction of the host societies' 
construct (the present Empire) in
evitable. And so the resulting new bar
barism will not be the end of histon', but 
die beginning of a better world: 

I he new barbarians destroy with 
an affirmative violence and trace 
new paths of life widi tiieir own 
material existence. These barbaric 
deployments work on human rela
tions in general, but we can recog
nize diem today first and foremost 
in corporeal relations and configu
rations of gender and sexuality. 
Conventional norms of corporeal 
and sexual relations between and 
widiin genders are increasingK 
open to challenge and transforma
tion. Bodies themselves mutate to 
create new posthuman bodies. 
The first condition of this corporeal 
transformation is the recognition 
that human nature is in no wa\-
sc]3arate from nature as a whole, 
that there are no fixed and neces-
sar\' boundaries between die hu
man and the animal, the human 
and the machine, die male and die 
female, and so forth; it is die recog
nition that nature itself is an artifi
cial terrain open to ever new niuta-
fioii, mixtures and hybridizations. 

When such ideas, made in Frankfurt, 
first gained credence with the 1970's 
New Left, they had a Utopian ring. The 
critical mass required to make the trans
formation possible could not be found 
within the West, while flic revolutionary 
potential of die Third World proved re
peatedly disappointing. Following the 
tall of tiie Berlin Wall in 1989, the out-
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look seemed preth- grim from the Marxist 
perspective, but—as Hardt and Negri 
point out—the end of the Cold War has 
clear«:d the way for the rise of global Em
pire, and with it the new hope that all 
iiia\ turn out well in the end. 

This is the key message of the book. 
Hardt and Negri are true revoluhonaries 
who want to move beyond the Grams-
cian "long march," wliich has yielded 
ample results but cannot deliver the coup 
de grace, hi the apparent defeat of revo
lutionary struggle —epitomized bv the 
triumph of liberal capitalism overbolshe-
vism —they find the seeds of future victo
ry for revolutionary Marxism, which Em
pire makes possible b\- eradicating 
traditional structures capable of making 
one last stand. Empire admittedly intro
duces new forms of capitalist command 
and exploitation, but it is "objectivelv" an 
ally of the revolution C'liberation") not 
onlv because it destroys the remnants of 
the old order but because it contains the 
germ of another form of globalization: 
the counter-Empire of global commu
nism that will be made possible by demo
graphic change. The "political subjectiv
ity" that emerges within this phase of 
histor\' is the most cxpansi\e and funda
mental political subject of all: The multi
tude is about to come into its own. 

In summary, Hardt and Negri rejoice 
in all that we abhor. Read Empire to un
derstand why Karl Marx is alive and well 
and supports the emerging global order 
of Albright, Blair, and Gates. 

Srdja irifkovic is the foreign-affairs editor 
for Chronicles. 
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Restless Nation is an enjoyable explo
ration of the American national 

character. The book presents a plausible 
hypothesis, supported by the author's 

broad knov\ledge of the nation's history 
and social trends and illustrated through
out by aptly chosen literary references 
that reflect admirabh- wide reading. The 
problem is that, despite all these posi
tives, I just don't buy the central argu
ment, howexer much I have been forced 
to define exactly why I reject the basic no-
fion of national rcsticssness. 

James Jasper develops a familiar theme 
in the national self-concept, nanicK", the 
cliche that a country born on the mo\c 
has never really ceased bcliexing tiiat a 
better life is to be found o\'er the next hill, 
hisofar as there is a fundamental Ameri
can mvih, it is this national cult of restle.s.s-
ness, the faith in movement and change. 
Erom earliest times, y\mericans ha\e be
lieved that their real dcstin\ lies some
where else, w here they will find the big 
break, the big nroney. Americans switch 
jobs and houses frec|uentiv, they change 
religions, they adopt new identities. Not 
for nothing is a \en ' common hpe of in
discriminate religious enthusiasm known 
simply as "seeking." 

And the concept of a nation of seekers 
is anything but new. As Tocqucville 
wrote in the 18^0's, 

An American will build a house in 
which to pass his old age and sell it 
before the roof is on; he will plant a 
garden and rent it just as die trees 
are coming into bearing. . . . At first 
sight, there is something astonish
ing in this spectacle of so man\' 
lucky men restiess in the mid.st of 
abundance. 

The reference to "men" is appropriate, 
since Jasper stresses faith in mo\enient as 
a distinctiveh masculine trait, one that 
appeals particularly to boys and \oung 
men. The shades of Buck and Jim arc 
ne\er far from the author's mind, but we 
could find countiess other examples in 
culture high and low. Road films such as 
Wild at Heart or Thelma and Louise are 
obvious updatings of the Huck Finn 
myth, while Louis Malle's classic At
lantic City (1980) lovingly examines the 
world of those perpetual losers who have 
wandered to seek their fortune in this lat
est El Dorado. To take a sentence from a 
much-less-reputable film, Sam Peckin-
pah's Convoy, "The aim of the con\'oy is 
to keep on moving." Eor Jasper, this 
could be a national nrotto quite as valid 
as E Pluribus Unum. 

Jasper sees restlessness and movement 
underlying political attitudes, the potent 

ideas of individualism and self-sufficien
cy that cause so much distrust of goveni-
ment. hrdeed, American history has 
been shaped at least as much b\- its 
modes of transportation, its opportunifies 
for seeking, as bv its political ideologies. 
The successive societies created b\' the 
sailing ship, the Concstoga wagon, the 
steamboat, the train, and the automobile 
differed from each other t|uite as much as 
the eras so often described by mercK' polit
ical labels. This is especially true of urban 
life. As Thoreau wrote in the 1850's, 

Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Charleston, New Orleans and the 
rest arc the nanres of wharves pro
jecting into the sea (surrounded b\ 
the shops and dwellings of the mer
chants), good places to take in and 
to discharge a cargo. 

Eortv' years later, anotiier observer might 
well ha\c described the cities of that era 
as chiefly rail depots, while modern cities 
have been shaped by the automobile. 
And the nature of American cities has an
other interesting connection to national 
restlessness, since the lack of an over
whelming metropolis such as London or 
Paris prex'ented the kind of total concen
tration of wealth and talent that occurred 
in other lands. People were tiius encour
aged and enabled to spread out o\'er the 
continent. 

hiccssantK' on the mo\e, America has 
al\\a\s been a nation in tiie process of re
newing itself, a process constantiy rein
forced by successive waxes of immigra
tion. Though nrigration has occmred 
since the dawn of humanit\', Jasper .stress
es both the astonishing volume of Ameri
can immigration and the fact that it lias 
never dried up, not e\en in the years of 
the most strict legal controls. And immi
grants, he stresses, are by definition wed
ded to notions of novelts' and rootless-
ness. The\' have a natural comprehen
sion of the idea of constant flight, con
stant seeking, the fresh start. As D.H. 
Lawrence explained, "That's why most 
people have come to America, and still 
do come. To get away from everything 
they are and have been." 

Erom the national characteristic of 
restiessness, Jasper moves on to describe 
what he sees as the negative conse-
ciuences of the phenomenon in terms of 
anomie and lack of connection, and to 
wonder v\'hether Americans arc read} 
now to grov\' up and settie down. To a 
substantial degree, he explains mobilih 
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