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Feral Faun

social control. Ultimately, in such a situation, insurgent rebellion
would only be possible outside the net.

At present, this situation is being forestalled as the new
cybernetic order and the old order have an uneasy truce. The old
order needs the informational technologies which create and are
created by the new order. And the new order is not yet powerful
enough to dispense with some of the harsher means of social
control produced by the old order. The new order has also found
ways of integrating some of the more progressive elements of
the old order, such as multinational organizations, into itself. It is
also quite possible that the cybernet will find continued uses for
cops, prisons and the like within its systemic network of social
control. Or the uneasy truce may go on indefinitely. Since the real
relations between people do not, in fact, fit the formulas of the
cybernet and its systems analysts, there is no way of predicting
what might happen. My own desire is for an insurrection that
will blow all systems of social control to bits.

But cybernetic technology is becoming the dominant
mode of post-industrial capital. It is a mode in which capital,
technology, authority and society become so totally integrated
that they are truly one. Rebellion, in this context, means rebellion
against the cybernet and rebellion against society in its totality
or it means nothing. This is what it means for the insurgent to
face up to the reality of cybernetic technology. The insurgent
individual can no longer do anything less than rebel against the
totality of society—including all of those ‘radical’ perspectives
which are nothing more than the cutting edge of the real ‘new

world order’.
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The Cybernet of Domination

not to question. Information originally meant, literally ‘in for-
mation’ in Latin. The cybernet offers no liberation whatsoever,
merely the illusion of liberation to keep rebels ‘in formation’. It
undermines individual experience and the trust of individuals in
their own experience by creating realms of pseudo-experience,
that is, of ‘the given’, of information which has no connection to
anything outside the cybernet. Individuals, increasingly, rely only
on what they are told by the cybernet, and so become dependent
upon cybernetic society. In this way, the cybernet becomes the
most truly totalitarian system yet—precisely by ‘decentralizing’
and using the integrative methods of process and therapy which
make individuals the agents of their own domestication in a situ-
ation in which no one trusts themselves, but all are dependent
on the cybernet.

There is one flaw in this system. It disenfranchises those
who do not want or cannot afford to have cybernetic technology
in their home. Even when home computers do become available
to the very poor, many may have no interest in even learning
how to use them. It is further quite doubtful that the fully en-
franchised—the technicians and scientists who know how to
produce and fully use these technologies—will be interested
in bringing every one up to their level of knowledge about the
cybernet. So, the disenfranchised—especially the voluntarily
disenfranchised—will tend to become increasingly more so, until
they are nearly completely outside the cybernet. While inside
the cybernet the tendency is toward total control, outside the

cybernet the tendency would be toward the total breakdown of
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undomesticated relating and interaction can be systematized.
While most corporations continue on apace destroying the
environment, it is quite hip now to talk ecology, and the most
progressive corporations even try to act ecologically. After all, it
is to their ultimate benefit. How can you possibly expand capital
if you destroy the resources necessary for such expansion? So
cybernetic capitalism tends toward an ecological practice as a
means of domesticating the wilds without destroying them, of
integrating them into the social system of the cybernet.

Of course, these are all just tendencies which the de-
velopment and increasing power of cybernetic capital seem to
be pushing towards. The old order of industrial capital is still
quite strong, dominating in the political arena, and so still quite
significant as a mode of social domination. But an intelligent
insurgency needs to understand domination in its totality, needs to
be able to recognize its new faces, so that insurgents aren’t duped
into embracing a new form of domination as liberation. Most of
the individuals I know who have embraced some version of eco-
topian, cybernetic, green anarchism seem to be quite sincere in
their desire to live free of all constraints. But they seem to ignore
some very basic aspects of cybernetics. As science, cybernetics
is the study of systems of control. Practically, it is the production
of such systems, technologically and socially—the production of
integrated systems of social control. Some of the most common
words of cybernetic language make this obvious. ‘Data’ comes
from a Greek word which means ‘That which is given’—that is

an axiom, that which you are told, without proof, and are simply
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This book has a lot to say, far more than might seem
at first sight. But it requires a particular disposition on the part
of the reader, a disposition to understand rather than to simply
inform oneself.

In fact, there is not merely ‘information’ here, there are
‘ideas’, something that rarely happens in American (even ‘radi-
cal’) culture, and this is somewhat disturbing. How many of
us are prepared to consider ideas? I don’t know. Those who do
not want to question their certainties will find confirmation of
their beliefs in this book in another guise, ruining the author’s
solicitations to look at reality differently.

Anyone can spend years ‘in the wilderness’, Feral main-
tains, referring to the possibility of entering the reality of which
the ‘wilderness’ marks the extreme limit. It is the moment of
truth when we discover whether we are really capable of break-
ing our bonds with society, the umbilical cord that protects and
domesticates us. That is why this book is revolutionary: because
it does not interpret reality but tries to take us info reality just
as the author himself has ventured, although for no measurable

length of time.
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It is not a question of clinging tightly to the vine that
Feral has thrown down to us from his tree and diving into the
fray. It is not a question of a wild attitude or something ‘sayable’
that can be set out in a formula, but of a totally different idea of
reality. Tourists who travel around the world to ‘wildly inacces-
sible’ places merely take time off from their lives of accumulative
delirium and let themselves go wild within certain well-defined
limits. They are always well equipped, take a guide along with
them, etc. In the face of this obscene spectacle it might seem
that all one has to do to avoid ‘doing the tourist’ is to omit the
safety measures and guide and leave one’s baggage at home.
Feral, I think, is saying that this is pointless because there is
no sense in going to wild places if one carries on seeing them
in the way we have been conditioned to. Nature itself can even
contribute to domesticating us: ‘Nature’ domesticates—Feral
writes—because it transforms wildness into a monolithic entity,
a huge realm separate from civilisation. The same goes for any
‘militant’ ecologist conception we might decide to choose. Ecolo-
gists—even ‘radical” ones—play right into this. Rather than go
wild and destroy civilisation with the energy of their unchained
desires, they try to ‘save the wilderness’. This sheds a ray of
light on some of the inconclusive debates that have been going

on in our papers (and also those of power) for a long time now

Of course, the first (not very shrewd) impression we
might have on reading this book might be that we are face to

face with a ‘primitivist’. And many have had that impression

The Cybernet of Domination

‘progressive’ elements in society create therapeutic approaches
for dealing with social deviance. At present, criminals are still
mostly punished though the language of therapy is used even in
this context. Non-criminal deviance (e.g. ‘excessive’ alcohol use,
‘inappropriate’ sexual behavior, acting up in school, ‘madness’)
tends to be labeled a disease and ‘treated’. The proliferation of
12-step groups and new-age therapies is just a part of this phe-
nomenon. Many of these groups very blatantly teach that you
cannot do anything about your alleged problems by yourself;
you have to become part of an interdependent group of fellow-
victims, helping each other to recover—forever and ever and
ever—and become productive members of society. Occasionally,
even criminals—particularly people convicted of DUI or minor
drug offenses—are given a choice between punishment or forced
therapy. A therapeutic approach to social deviance appears very
humane—enough so that many anarchists have integrated aspects
of therapeutic ideology into their perspectives—but this is de-
ceptive. The purpose of therapy is to reintegrate social deviants
into the social machine as well-oiled cogs.

The science of ecology is the application of systems
analysis to biology. It creates conception of the wilds as inte-
grated systems to be used in an integrated manner by society.
Even ‘deep ecologists’ only reject the integration of civilized
social systems and wild ‘ecosystems’, because they feel that
civilized social systems have strayed too far from the ‘natural’
systems to be capable of integrating (making some sort of so-

cial apocalypse inevitable), not because they reject the idea that
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well with systems analysis because it is an attempt to formalize
decision-making relationships without making anyone involved
feel that they are being coerced. ‘Correct’ process is potentially
the way for the cybernet to integrate everyone as completely
as possible into itself. Process militates against non-participa-
tion, tending to make non-participation appear as victimiza-
tion rather than as a freely made choice. The ideology behind
‘correct’ process assumes that the individual is merely a part
of the process of the system of relationships that is the group
(on the micro-level) or society (on the macro-level). Process is
systems analysis applied to group and social projects. It is the
domination of the ideology of the cybernet in our interactions.
Process is used regularly mostly in radical, ecological, feminist
and similar groups. But many corporations are integrating proc-
ess—consensus, facilitation and the like—with old order chains
of command in experiments designed to make employees feel
that they are more truly part of the corporation. Ultimately, the
‘process’ created by predominantly middle class ‘radical’ groups
provides a system for controlling rebellious tendencies which
fits perfectly into the framework of cybernetic control.

If a part of the cybernetic process is not functioning
correctly, you don’t punish it; you try to fix it. In the context of
cybernetic society, punishment of criminals and deviants comes
to appear increasingly inhuman and absurd. Efficient social
control requires everyone to be as fully integrated into the social
system as possible, and punishment does nothing to integrate the

punished—more often than not it does the opposite. So the most
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when reading those of Feral’s articles that we have published
in our papers and reviews here in Italy. | wonder whether Feral
himself with his passion for ‘wildlife’ (in the first place, man) is
sure whether or not he is a ‘primitivist’. Something of the sort
certainly strikes you when he throws you that vine. The evil
wilderness reveals its true essence to him and him alone: ‘from
my own experiences wandering in these places’, making all
the panoply of survival equipment unnecessary. It is as though
someone, having had a different kind of experience, forgets that
this originates within a specific logical itinerary, simply saying
that for him things were different. This is not criticism, simply
to show that at times authors seem to obstruct our understanding
of their ideas. Deliberately? I don’t know. This idea of the world
as an absolute, whole entity is something we are reasonably
well equipped to grasp on this side of the ocean. It comes as a
shock to see it reach us from an American experience, not least
from walks among the millenary redwoods. Indeed, one of the
significant points of this book is that it has dug into the myth of
wild American nature.

Now we are beginning to see that the vine which we
caught hold of at the beginning of this introductory adventure
does not belong to the specifically ‘natural’ world of exotic ad-
venture that constantly summons us in our dreams, telling us to
abandon the trials and tribulations of daily life. Feral’s vine is a
rediscovery of the significance of humanity as a whole.

This allows us to see the man-nature relationship differ-

ently. There can be no doubt that, in the beginning, nature was
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considered to be a living being, alive and separate from that
weak, naked being, man. But it is not considered hostile until
history begins to unfold alongside human beings’ separation from
nature as a result of technological conquest, aided by religion.
The ancient Greek concepts physis and logos appear at the same
time, marking this separation. They denote the transition from
the old idea of mother nature to that of nature as something to be
possessed and dominated. Man subsequently studied, catalogued,
dissected and categorised this nature so as (in all appearances)
to make it his kingdom to dominate and exploit.

The ideas expressed in this book all convey a “vital en-
ergy’ that has been numbed, often killed, by the domestication
of civilisation. The real wild, not the caricature circulated by
travel agencies in illustrated brochures, cannot be tolerated by
civilised society. The latter must eliminate it in order to guarantee
its own survival and preserve order. As Feral writes, ‘Civilisation
will not tolerate what is wild in its midst. But I never forgot the
intensity that life could be. I never forgot the vital energy that
had surged through me. My existence since I first began to notice
that this vitality was being drained away has been a war between
the needs of civilised survival and the need to break loose and
experience the full intensity of life unbound’.

But what is this ‘vital energy’? Feral does not tell us
exactly, although evidence of it is to be found in many parts
of this book. Like all leading concepts, it appears indirectly in
considerations that would be meaningless without its logical

premise. The violent response to the aggression
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is, at least politically, connected to everyone else who ‘owns’ a
computer. [t would be no surprise if some form of personal com-
puter becomes available to even the poorer people in the more
advanced areas of capitalist domination since this would more
fully integrate them into the cybernet. If everyone in a particular
nation had a computer, they could be easily convinced that they
could make the real decisions that effect their lives—that they
could vote ‘directly’ through their computers on all significant
issues. That this constitutes as complete a separation between
decision and action as may be possible is conveniently forgotten,
as is the fact that the cybernetic system itself cannot be questioned
significantly in this way since this system itself controls what
can and cannot be questioned by the very nature of its technol-
ogy. Cybernetic language is a high-tech newspeak. The ‘direct’
democracy it offers is only that which can reproduce cybernetic
society. It does not eliminate representation; it can merely center
it in technology rather than in elected human beings. But like all
representations, this technology will act as a ruler.

The ideology behind cybernetic technology is systems
analysis. Systems analysis seeks to understand all interactions
in terms of systems or networks of relationships in which each
thing affects all other things. It attempts to scientifically (i.e.
mathematically) understand these systems of relationships in
order to better control them. Thus, the concept of ‘process’, as
opposed to chains of command, becomes increasingly important
in cybernetic society. ‘Process’—a radical buzzword for ‘politi-

cally correct’ ways of communicating and relating—fits in very
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computer—are part of a potentially unified, global network.
This network is becoming the center of authority and power. It
includes both the material technology of cybernetic machines and
the social technology of cybernetic systemic structures. Those
who are too poor to buy the material machinery are encompassed
in the network by its making them dependent on social programs
that are part of this network—this dependence stemming from a
lack of access they have to knowledge which would allow them
to create their lives for themselves. the decentralization offered
by cybernetics can even extend to industry, fitting in well with
the visions of certain techno-anarchists. Some corporations are
already experimenting with having some of their production done
in the form of cottage industry. What can’t be done this way could
probably be so automated that only a few technicians would be
needed in a factory as trouble-shooters. (I’ve seen a huge fac-
tory which seemed to have only four workers.) So cybernetics
allows for the apparent decentralization of production. But, of
course, production itself remains unquestioned. This is because
cybernetic ‘decentralization’ is not the least bit anti-authoritarian;
it merely centers authority in a socio-technological network that
has no spatial or material center, because the network is itself the
center and it is (almost) everywhere. And it can easily intrude
into all of our lives.

Along with apparent decentralization, cybernetic tech-
nology offers the possibility of apparent ‘direct” democracy. This
is what seems to attract those anarchists and libertarian leftists

who drool over this technology. Everyone who ‘owns’ a computer
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and control constantly exercised by power is an attempt to free
ourselves from the domesticating conditioning that civilisation
has brought to every moment of our lives, and cannot simply
be seen in terms of defence. That would be a losing battle. You
might as well just accept the structures of power and find a niche
to survive in. This rebellion—contrary to that of the pacifists
who maintain that nonviolence is the best form of defence (not
realising that the latter is simply the other side of the same coin
as violence)—is an ‘aggressive, dangerous, playful attack by
free-spirited individuals against society’. What characterises the
attack is its insurrectional nature. In the thesis developed here it
is not a question of something that is clearly visible and trans-
formed into codified behaviour with projects and programmes.
It is more a question of the ‘vital energy’ mentioned above.

I don’t know if Feral realises how radical the conse-
quences of these ideas are. In the first place, how fruitful they
will be to the readers who have the courage to penetrate his
theses completely and not be influenced by first impressions
of ‘primitivism’. But if this path—or perhaps Heidegger’s idea
of a clearing in the woods would be more exact here—is to be
travelled, there must be no doubt about the fact that the world is
constantly making distinctions between what is transformable
and what is produced by the logic of power. If this unity of the
world where nature is not distinct from humanity, or the wilder-
ness from the Japanese city with its advanced urban technology,
has any significance at all, it is in this ‘going beyond’. That is

to say it is to be found at the very moment in which one’s own
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personal tension and wild vital energy comes alive and sets to
transforming the conditions of domestication. If we were to
imagine this going beyond as one single, circumscribed event
to take us to a condition forever free from domestication—as
was the case with the Marxist thesis—the point of arrival would
be no more than a higher level of domestication, one where we
would not even be aware of being domesticated.

But let us not lose sight of our argument. Adventure, in
order to be such, is always adventure in act. If it were simply
adventure tout court it would end up being institutionalised
and the wild, vital instinct would become limitless and with no
measure of contrast, so we would be unable to dream or attack.
When Feral says: ‘All social relationships have their basis in the
incompleteness produced by the repression of our passions and
desires. Their basis is our need for each other, not our desire for
each other,’ that certainly doesn’t mean to say that the objective
is the abolition of society and the creation of a new human condi-
tion to take the place of the incompleteness that comes from the
repression of our passions and desires today. The elimination of
this repression is a process, a going beyond, it is not something
one simply finds around the corner, the opposite of domestica-
tion. Even if things were to go according to Stirner’s idea of the
‘use of the other’ rather than the ‘need for the other’, that could
never become something finite. Anything I know to be finite is
to be found in the graveyard, and even there more surprises than
the wildest revolutionary fantasy might imagine possibly await

us.
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fi fantasies, I’d ignore them, but the socio-political structures
to fit their visions are being actively promoted and created by
various quasi-libertarian ‘radical’ groups and individuals (e.g.
the Greens, libertarian municipalists, social ecologists, Robert
Anton Wilson, Timothy Leary...).

In the new order, the dominant form of capital is cy-
bernetic/informational capital. This does not mean the end of
industrial, financial and mercantile capitalism, but rather their
subjection to the cybernetic mode of social reproduction. This
new mode allows for some changes in social structures that,
on the surface, appear almost anarchic—changes such as those
promoted by Murray Bookchin, the Greens, R.A. Wilson and
other libertarians of the left and right. These changes are not
only possible, but are probably necessary to some extent for the
efficient reproduction of cybernetic society. Decentralization is
amajor rallying cry of many cybernetic radicals. This apparently
anarchic goal is, in fact, not the least bit anti-authoritarian in the
context of cybernetic capitalism. Cybernetic technology not only
allows, but promotes, a decentralization of authority. Industrial
capitalism began the process by which authority would come to
exist increasingly in the very physical machinery which repro-
duces society. Cybernetic technology is perfecting this process to
the extent of even bringing technologies of social control into the
realms of leisure—the home computer, video games and the like.
All of these apparently individual bits of cybertech—which have
permeated workplaces, schools, game arcades and, at least in the

US, homes of nearly anyone who’s not too poor to get a personal
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gies than does the old order; increasingly, it is becoming those
technologies. A comparison of the old order—which still is the
main source of domination in most of our lives—and the new
order—which is perfecting the tools of domination, but at the
expense of the old order—would be worthwhile here.

The old order is that of industrial/financial capital. But it
is more than this—it is also the order of the nation-State and of
real political power. Authority is blatantly centralized and openly
hierarchical—no one else can pretend they are not being ruled.
This is blatant because essential power in this order actually re-
sides in human beings in their roles as part of the social structure.
The political mode of this order is representational democracy
or one of its variants, such as fascism, socialist dictatorship and
other forms of dictatorship. The domination of civilization over
all non-human-made existence is openly accepted as a positive
and necessary thing. Commands and voting on a choice between
various commands are the methods for getting things done. Pun-
ishment is the way of dealing with aberrations from the social
norms (though even the old order frequently uses the language
of therapy to describe its punishments). In other words, the old
order is quite open about its authoritarian nature.

At present, in much of the world (quite noticeably in the
US), the technology of the new order is still mostly controlled
by the old order, which is incapable of using it efficiently, be-
cause it can’t be understood in the old order’s terms. The social
potential of cybernetics is, thus, best discovered by reading and

listening to the cyber-mavericks. If their visions were pure sci-
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I quite agree that ‘social roles are ways in which indi-
viduals are defined by the whole system of relationships that
is society in order to reproduce the latter’, and so ‘society is
thus the domestication of human beings—the transformation
of potentially creative, playful, wild beings—who can relate
freely in terms of their desires, into deformed beings using each
other to try to meet desperate needs, but succeeding only at
reproducing the need and the system of relationships based
on it’. But, due to the principle of the man-nature unity that sees
separation as something that is useful only to power, I believe
that the elimination of this condition could never be completed
once and for all.

This is an essential point as far as I can see. If we were
to imagine a condition where the explosion of vital (wildly
insurrectional) energy had become something permanent, that
is to say, become a fait accompli, we would be doing no more
than finishing off the job of domestication. In other words, we
would simply have become more sophisticated domesticators.

This is what happened to the Marxist ideas that appeared
in the wake of Hegel’s theses: the proletariat were to bring about
their own extinction and be victors in their struggle against
the bourgeoisie. This would mark the end of class society and
philosophy, i.e., of the ideas that had reflected this contradic-
tory movement throughout the various phases of its historical
development. Stirner was also a prisoner of this schema when he
founded the union of egoists as the free condition of the future.

This was to be realised from the (vital?) energy activated by
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one’s own personal insurrection, but again was to be realised
once and for all. We can no longer have any faith in models that
predict a clear future, not even one that would give space to the
‘fullness of the passions’.

But perhaps I am exaggerating here. Perhaps Feral has
nothing complete and finite in mind, and there are points in his
book that seem to indicate this. When he writes, ‘The playful
violence of insurgence has no room for regret. Regret weakens
the force of blows and makes us cautious and timid’, he is talking
of finishing with the past. In the joyous rebel violence of insur-
rection and individual liberation we cannot take a retrospective
look at the already done: having no regrets cannot mean anything
else. But anyone who has no regrets has no history either. His-
tory is a retrospective look at what one has done as opposed to
what one might have done, and the difference is always a sorry
list of mistakes to be avoided in future.

So, anyone who, rather than dedicate themselves to
this necrophilic pastime prefers to cultivate their own life of
destructive passion in the eternal present of revolt against eve-
rything that is aimed at regulating their life, can have no future
either. The culture that suffocates us sees this lack of future as
something negative, proposing a perspective in the logic of ‘a
little at a time” in its place, the method suggested by Popper in
the scientific field. The present world is entirely based on such
theories of accommodation. The fire only reaches a few who, like
Feral, are burning their fingers to support the thesis of the oneness

of the world and the fact that it is quite inseparable. That might
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aspects of this domination.

Cybernetics innovators tend to be young (as compared
to most of the political leaders of the ‘old order’) and consider
themselves rebels of sorts, at the cutting edge. The anarcho-
technophlies I have met are quite sincerely rebellious and con-
sider themselves to be opposing all authority. But most of the
cybernetic rebellion—including a fair amount of the ‘anarchist’
cybernetic rebellion—seems like a rebellion of entrepreneurs,
arebellion to liberate a mode of production/reproduction not to
liberate individuals. Since these cybernetic innovators are the
human agents of a qualitative change in the nature of capitalism,
it is no surprise that they choose to play a role similar to that of
earlier capitalist revolutionaries. Most of the cybernetics freaks
I know are too poor and too sincerely anarchic to ever become
part of a new ruling class. But cybernetic innovators with money
are creating just such a ruling class—though, as I will attempt
to show below, this ‘class’ might more accurately be perceived
as a system of relationships in which the technology itself rules
and the human ‘ruling class’ of cybertechnicians and scientists
only serves the instrument, the machine. The rebellion of the
cybernetic innovators is, from its birth, purely a coup d’état.
There is nothing truly liberating about it.

Asbanal as it is, it seems to need constant repeating: we
live in a society in which the image dominates reality, in which
most people see the image as reality. This makes it very easy for
the cybernetic order to recuperate rebellion, because this new

order not only has a far better grasp of image-making technolo-
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The dictatorship of the instru-
ment is the worst kind of dictatorship.
Alfredo M. Bonanno

There is a revolution going on. By this I do not mean an
insurrection, an uprising of individuals against authority (though
this revolution has managed to recuperate some anti-authoritarian
tendencies towards its ends). I mean a substantial, qualitative
change in the modes of social reproduction. The domination of
industrial capital over these processes is being replaced by the
domination of cybernetic capital. As with all such revolutions,
this will not be a smooth, easy, peaceful transition. The old ruling
order and the new ruling order are in conflict. The strength of
reactionary elements in American politics over the past several
years shows the tenacity with which the old order is trying to
maintain its dominance. But increasingly that dominance is
purely political, and the cybernetic new order dominates the
economy. Some of my technophilic anarchist friends have told
me that I ‘need to face up to the realities of the cybernetic age’.
To me, this means examining the nature of domination in the
cybernetic age and relentlessly attacking. All that [’ve observed

indicates that cybernetic science and technology are essential
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make us wince, but it is the way things are and corresponds to
our original thesis. If we eliminate all regulating ballast we have
no reserves to put in the place of what we destroy. Otherwise it
is not really a question of destruction. When Durruti said in the
early months of the Spanish revolution that the workers could
destroy everything because, having built it all once they could
do so again, he was referring to a situation that has now disap-
peared for ever.

The same problem arises concerning certain passages in
‘The Cops in Our Heads’. Here Feral points out: ‘The attempt to
make a moral principle of anarchy distorts its real significance.
Anarchy describes a particular type of situation, one in which
either authority does not exist or its power to control is denied.
Such a situation guarantees nothing—not even the continued
existence of that situation, but it does open up the possibility for
each of us to start creating our lives for ourselves in terms of our
own desires and passions rather than in terms of social roles and
the demands of social order. Anarchy is not the goal of revolu-
tion; it is the situation that makes the only type of revolution that
interests me possible—an uprising of individuals to create their
lives for themselves and destroy what stands in their way. It is
a situation free of any moral implications, presenting each of us
with the amoral challenge to live our lives without constraints.
Since t