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Then these tim
es cam

e to an end.*

Inasm
uch as it is the age of culture, and the origin of civilisation 

as sedentarisation, agriculture is a care taken of the w
orld: it is 

a therapeutic. It m
ust take care of the w

orld because to produce 

it, to cultivate it, is also to do violence to it: to throw
 it out of 

balance [le déséquilibrer].

Taking care in G
reek is called therapeum

a. The farm
er cares for 

the living at the sam
e tim

e as he does it violence: he w
orks w

ith 

his knife w
hich is at once a plough or the knife w

ith w
hich he 

cuts the cord tying the lam
b to its m

other, and w
ith w

hich he 

cuts the throat of this m
other or this lam

b.

The farm
er has, therefore, his tools and his technical 

know
ledge: he cultivates an art of w

orking the land [terre] 

w
hich is also a violence against the land [terre].

Th
is

 v
io

le
nc

e 
m

us
t 

te
m

pe
r 

an
d 

su
bl

im
at

e 
it

se
lf

 in
 a

 t
ak

in
g 

ca
re

 

of
 t

hi
s 

ea
rt

h 
[t

er
re

].
 T

he
 fa

rm
er

 c
au

se
s 

na
tu

re
 t

o 
su

ff
er

, b
ut

 

w
hi

le
 m

ak
in

g 
na

tu
re

 s
uf

fe
r,

 h
e 

m
ak

es
 o

f i
t 

a 
cu

lt
ur

e—
in

so
fa

r,
 

ho
w

ev
er

, a
s 

he
 d

ed
ic

at
es

 t
o 

it
 a

 c
ul

t.
 T

hi
s 

cu
lt

 is
 a

 s
ub

lim
at

io
n,

 

in
 t

he
 s

en
se

 F
re

ud
 g

iv
es

 t
o 

th
e 

w
or

d:
 t

he
 s

ub
lim

at
io

n 
of

 t
ha

t 

vi
ol

en
ce

 b
y 

w
hi

ch
 t

he
 fa

rm
er

 t
hr

ow
s 

na
tu

re
 in

to
 d

is
eq

ui
lib

ri
um

.

If
 a

gr
ic

ul
tu

re
 is

 t
he

re
fo

re
 a

 p
ar

t 
of

 c
ul

tu
re

, i
t 

is
 a

 v
er

y 
si

ng
ul

ar
 

pa
rt

: i
n 

on
e 

w
ay

 o
r 

an
ot

he
r,

 it
 is

 t
he

 v
er

y 
or

ig
in

 o
f t

ha
t 

w
hi

ch
 

w
e 

ca
ll 

cu
lt

ur
e,

 a
nd

 in
so

fa
r 

as
 w

he
n 

w
e 

sp
ea

k 
of

 c
ul

tu
re

, w
e 

he
ar

 c
iv

ili
sa

ti
on

, s
ed

en
ta

ri
sa

ti
on

 a
nd

 u
rb

an
is

at
io

n:
 c

it
ie

s.
 I

t 
is

 a
 

ve
ry

 li
m

it
ed

 v
ie

w
 o

f h
is

to
ry

 o
r 

of
 p

ro
to

hi
st

or
y 

th
at

 o
pp

os
es

 

“t
ow

n”
 a

nd
 “

co
un

tr
y.

” 
Th

er
e 

ar
e 

on
ly

 t
ow

ns
 in

so
fa

r 
as

 

fa
rm

la
nd

s 
fo

rm
ed

. A
nd

, g
iv

in
g 

th
e 

gi
ft

 o
f c

iv
ili

sa
ti

on
—

th
at

 is
 t

o 

sa
y,

 o
f c

iv
ili

ty
 a

nd
 e

le
va

ti
on

—
na

sc
en

t 
ag

ri
cu

lt
ur

e,
 a

s 
th

e 
ra

is
in

g 

of
 t

he
 li

vi
ng

, a
nd

 t
hr

ou
gh

 t
hi

s,
 t

he
 e

le
va

ti
on

 o
f m

an
 h

im
se

lf
, 

in
au

gu
ra

te
s 

a 
ne

w
 m

od
al

it
y 

of
 w

ha
t 

I 
ca

ll,
 a

ft
er

 S
im

on
do

n,
 t

he
 

pr
oc

es
s 

of
 p

sy
ch

ic
 a

nd
 c

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
in

di
vi

du
at

io
ni

.

C
ul

tu
re

 is
 t

ha
t 

w
hi

ch
 c

ul
ti

va
te

s.
 W

ha
t 

is
 c

ul
ti

va
te

d 
is

 t
ha

t 
w

hi
ch

 

is
 w

or
th

y 
of

 b
ei

ng
 t

ak
en

 c
ar

e 
of

 b
y 

th
e 

ra
is

in
g 

of
 a

 c
ul

t.
 C

ul
tu

re
 

is
 w

ha
t 

su
pp

os
es

 n
ot

 s
im

pl
y 

a 
ru

pt
ur

e 
w

it
h 

na
tu

re
, b

ut
 a

 

tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

of
 t

he
 p

ro
ce

ss
 o

f v
it

al
 in

di
vi

du
at

io
n 

th
ro

ug
h 

a 

pr
oc

es
s 

of
 p

sy
ch

ic
 a

nd
 c

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
in

di
vi

du
at

io
n 

w
hi

ch
 c

au
se

s 
a 

th
ir

d 
pr

oc
es

s 
of

 in
di

vi
du

at
io

n 
to

 a
pp

ea
r,

 w
hi

ch
 is

 t
he

 t
ec

hn
ic

al
 

sy
st

em
.

Th
e 

pr
oc

es
s 

of
 p

sy
ch

ic
 a

nd
 c

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
(t

ha
t 

is
 t

o 
sa

y,
 s

oc
ia

l)
 

in
di

vi
du

at
io

n,
 is

 t
ec

hn
ic

al
: i

t 
re

st
s 

on
 a

 p
hy

si
ol

og
ic

al
, t

ec
hn

ic
al

 

an
d 

so
ci

al
 o

rg
an

ol
og

y 
w

hi
ch

 d
ep

lo
ys

 s
ys

te
m

s 
co

nc
re

ti
si

ng
 t

hi
s 

ev
ol

ut
io

n,
 w

hi
ch

 is
 a

n 
in

ce
ss

an
t 

tr
an

s-
fo

rm
at

io
n 

an
d 

w
hi

ch
 o

ne
 

ca
lls

 h
um

an
 h

is
to

ry
. T

hi
s 

pr
oc

es
s 

co
ns

ti
tu

te
s 

th
e 

th
re

ad
s 

[t
ra

m
es

] 
fr

om
 w

hi
ch

 a
re

 w
ov

en
 t

he
 m

ot
if

s 
of

 p
sy

ch
ic

 a
nd

 

co
lle

ct
iv

e 
in

di
vi

du
at

io
n,

 b
ut

 s
uc

h 
th

at
 t

he
se

 t
hr

ea
ds

 a
re

 

ov
er

de
te

rm
in

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
te

ch
ni

qu
es

 a
nd

 t
ec

hn
ol

og
ie

s 
of

 t
hr

ea
di

ng
 

[t
ra

m
es

].

Th
is

 is
 t

he
 d

om
ai

n 
of

 a
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

 in
so

fa
r 

as
 it

 c
ar

ef
ul

ly
 

ar
ra

ng
es

 d
if

fe
re

nt
 t

yp
es

 o
f s

ys
te

m
s,

 b
ut

 w
he

re
 t

he
 g

eo
gr

ap
hi

c 

an
d 

bi
ol

og
ic

al
 s

ys
te

m
s 

ea
ch

 p
la

y 
a 

ve
ry

 s
pe

ci
fi

c 
ro

le
 in

 a
 

te
rr

it
or

ia
lit

y 
w

hi
ch

 b
ri

ng
s 

to
 it

s 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t 
a 

su
bs

is
te

nc
e 

ba
se

 w
hi

ch
, m

os
t 

of
te

n,
 is

 n
ot

 s
im

pl
y 

a 
m

at
te

r 
of

 s
ub

si
st

en
ce

, 

bu
t 

al
so

 o
f m

od
es

 o
f e

xi
st

en
ce

 a
nd

 c
on

si
st

en
ce

.

N
ow

, w
he

n 
pe

op
le

 a
re

 t
em

pt
ed

 t
o 

se
t 

fi
re

 t
o 

A
m

er
ic

an
 fl

ag
s 

or
 

to
 c

ut
 d

ow
n 

th
e 

fi
el

ds
 o

f t
ra

ns
ge

ni
c 

pl
an

ts
, t

he
y 

ar
e 

ca
st

in
g 

bl
am

e 
fo

r 
th

e 
de

st
ru

ct
io

n 
of

 w
ay

s 
of

 li
fe

 a
nd

 o
f s

av
oi

rs
 v

iv
re

 

fo
r 

w
hi

ch
 a

re
 s

ub
st

it
ut

ed
 m

od
es

 o
f e

m
pl

oy
m

en
t:

 t
he

y 
fe

el
 

di
sp

os
se

ss
ed

, e
xp

ro
pr

ia
te

d,
 d

ep
ri

ve
d 

of
 t

he
 r

ig
ht

 t
o 

ex
is

t.
 

Th
es

e 
re

ac
ti

on
s 

ar
e 

th
en

 c
om

bi
ne

d 
w

it
h 

th
e 

re
je

ct
io

n 
of

 

te
ch

no
sc

ie
nt

if
ic

 b
ec

om
in

g 
an

d 
sc

ie
nt

if
ic

-in
du

st
ri

al
 b

ec
om

in
g,

 

an
d 

w
it

h 
th

e 
re

je
ct

io
n 

of
 g

lo
ba

lis
at

io
n.

 I
t 

ha
s,

 h
ow

ev
er

, 

al
w

ay
s 

be
en

 t
hi

s 
w

ay
, s

in
ce

 t
he

 o
ri

gi
n 

of
 c

iv
ili

sa
ti

on
, t

he
 

pr
oc

es
s 

of
 d

et
er

ri
to

ri
al

is
at

io
n 

w
hi

ch
 a

t 
th

e 
sa

m
e 

ti
m

e 
co

nt
ra

di
ct

s 

an
d 

is
 t

he
 c

au
se

 o
f t

he
 d

yn
am

is
m

 o
f t

er
ri

to
ri

al
is

at
io

n,
 in

 w
hi

ch
 

fe
el

in
g 

of
 r

es
po

ns
ib

ili
ty

. I
 m

us
t 

ta
ke

 c
ar

e 
of

 s
om

et
hi

ng
 fo

r 

w
hi

ch
 I

 a
m

 r
es

po
ns

ib
le

 a
nd

, o
bv

io
us

ly
, t

he
 fa

rm
er

 h
as

 a
 

re
sp

on
si

bi
lit

y:
 t

hi
s 

is
 t

he
 m

ea
ni

ng
 [

se
ns

] 
of

 t
he

 p
la

ce
 h

e 

oc
cu

pi
es

 in
 t

he
 O

ld
 T

es
ta

m
en

t.
 I

t 
is

 c
le

ar
 t

ha
t 

he
 d

oe
s 

no
t 

ne
ce

ss
ar

ily
 p

er
ce

iv
e 

th
is

 r
es

po
ns

ib
ili

ty
, b

ut
 t

ha
t 

th
ro

ug
h 

hi
s 

sa
vo

ir
 v

iv
re

 a
nd

 h
is

 s
av

oi
r 

fa
ir

e,
 h

e 
ex

er
ci

se
s 

th
is

 

re
sp

on
si

bi
lit

y 
w

hi
ch

 is
 a

ls
o 

hi
s 

ex
is

te
nc

e,
 a

nd
 it

 is
 in

 t
hi

s 

se
ns

e 
th

at
 h

is
 e

xi
st

en
ce

 is
 in

 r
el

at
io

n 
w

it
h 

hi
s 

co
ns

is
te

nc
e.

 

Th
e 

fa
rm

er
 h

as
 a

 v
er

y 
or

ig
in

al
 r

el
at

io
n 

to
 t

he
 o

ri
gi

na
l 

qu
es

ti
on

 o
f t

he
 a

rt
ic

ul
at

io
n 

be
tw

ee
n 

lif
e,

 t
ec

hn
iq

ue
, a

nd
 

th
e 

sy
m

bo
lic

, o
ne

 w
hi

ch
 m

ai
nt

ai
ns

 t
he

 fe
el

in
g 

of
 a

 

re
sp

on
si

bi
lit

y 
fo

r 
th

e 
liv

in
g 

w
hi

ch
 h

e 
do

es
 n

ot
 w

an
t 

to
 

lo
se

, f
or

 e
xa

m
pl

e,
 t

hr
ou

gh
 w

ha
t 

bi
ot

ec
hn

ol
og

y 
pe

rm
it

s 

im
ag

in
in

g 
as

 t
he

 e
xp

ro
pr

ia
ti

on
 o

f h
is

 k
no

w
le

dg
e,

 a
nd

 

w
hi

ch
 c

on
st

it
ut

es
 in

 t
he

 s
tr

ic
t 

se
ns

e 
a 

pr
ol

et
ar

ia
ni

sa
ti

on
 

of
 t

ha
t 

kn
ow

le
dg

e.

Si
m

on
do

n 
cl

ai
m

ed
 t

ha
t 

th
e 

w
or

ke
r,

 lo
si

ng
 h

is
 k

no
w

le
dg

e 

as it passes into the m
achine, w

as condem
ned to the 

status of proletarian in the sense that he w
as thereby 

deprived of the capacity to becom
e an individual, and 

the present transgenic techniques are part of this sam
e 

process of disengagem
ent.

The w
hole question here is to not m

ake the refusal of 

this state of affairs a com
portm

ent consisting in the 

refusal of biotechnological evolution itself.

I w
ould not claim

 to be qualified to offer any judgm
ent 

on the necessity or not of genetically m
odified organism

s 

[O
G

M
]: I have not done the w

ork w
hich could authorise 

such a judgm
ent—

insofar as it is ever possible to settle 

such questions in a clear m
anner. Today, then, I do not 

have a firm
 opinion on this subject; but I am

 how
ever 

inclined to think that the future of hum
anity passes 

thr

-
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Th
e 

B
ib

le
 a

pp
ea

rs
 a

s 
a 

di
sc

ou
rs

e 
on

 fa
rm

er
s 

[a
gr

ic
ul

te
ur

s]
—

sh
ep

he
rd

s 
[p

as
te

ur
s]

 a
nd

 c
ul

ti
va

to
rs

: a
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

 is
 

a 
ne

w
 m

od
e 

of
 b

ei
ng

 o
f c

ul
tu

re
, w

hi
ch

 is
 n

o 
lo

ng
er

 t
ha

t 
of

 t
he

 

hu
nt

er
-g

at
he

re
rs

, b
ut

 m
or

e 
th

at
 o

f t
he

 fa
rm

er
 w

ho
 t

ak
es

 c
ar

e 
of

 t
he

 

liv
in

g.

H
e 

ta
ke

s 
ca

re
 o

f t
he

 li
vi

ng
 w

it
h 

a 
vi

ew
 t

o 
pr

ov
id

in
g 

su
bs

is
te

nc
e,

 

an
d 

th
us

 t
o 

cu
lt

iv
at

in
g 

lif
e,

 t
ak

in
g 

go
od

 c
ar

e 
of

 e
xi

st
en

ce
 s

o 
th

at
 it

 is
 

no
t 

re
du

ce
d 

to
 s

ub
si

st
en

ce
: i

t 
is

 t
hu

s 
in

 t
hi

s 
se

ns
e 

of
 t

ak
in

g 
ca

re
 o

f 

liv
in

g 
th

at
 h

e 
m

ak
es

 s
ac

ri
fi

ce
s.

Th
is

 s
ac

ri
fi

ce
 is

 c
al

le
d 

a 
cu

lt
—

an
d 

th
is

 c
ul

ti
va

to
r 

is
 t

hu
s 

al
so

 t
he

 

on
e 

w
ho

 c
on

se
cr

at
es

 a
 c

ul
t.

Th
is

 c
ul

t 
is

 t
hu

s 
on

 a
n 

ot
he

r 
pl

an
e 

th
an

 t
ha

t 
w

hi
ch

 m
er

el
y 

su
bs

is
ts

 a
nd

 w
hi

ch
 e

xi
st

s:
 it

 is
 a

 p
la

ne
 w

hi
ch

 c
on

si
st

s 
in

 t
ha

t,
 a

s 

co
ns

is
te

nc
e,

 it
 e

xc
ee

ds
 s

ub
si

st
en

ce
 a

nd
 e

xi
st

en
ce

. “
C

on
si

st
en

ts
” 

ar
e 

w
ha

t,
 w

hi
le

 n
ot

 t
he

m
se

lv
es

 e
xi

st
in

g,
 n

ev
er

th
el

es
s 

co
ns

ti
tu

te
 

th
e 

co
nd

it
io

n 
of

 w
ha

t 
do

es
 e

xi
st

.

Fo
r 

ex
am

pl
e,

 ju
st

ic
e 

do
es

 n
ot

 e
xi

st
. B

ut
 li

fe
 is

 le
d 

ac
co

rd
in

g 
to

 a
 

de
si

re
 fo

r 
a 

ju
st

ic
e 

w
hi

ch
 o

ve
rc

om
es

 t
he

 in
ju

st
ic

e 
of

 w
ha

t 
is

.

C
on

si
st

en
ce

 is
 t

ha
t 

w
hi

ch
 c

on
fe

rs
 t

he
 u

ni
ty

 o
f e

nd
s 

(w
hi

ch
 K

an
t 

na
m

ed
 “

th
e 

ru
le

 o
f e

nd
s”

),
 a

nd
 it

 w
as

 m
on

o-
th

ei
sm

 t
ha

t 
du

ri
ng

 

m
or

e 
th

an
 t

w
o 

m
ill

en
ni

a 
so

 c
on

st
it

ut
ed

 a
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

 in
 c

ul
t 

an
d 

in
 c

ul
tu

re
.

This m
odality consists in territorialisation—

and takes form
 as an 

ensem
ble of territorial system

s w
hich are at once biological, 

geographical (physical geography and hum
an geography), 

technical, econom
ic, political, linguistic, religious and cultural.

Thus appear, then, the farm
er, the artisan, the priest, and the 

soldier, and betw
een them

 a com
m

on base develops, w
hich is the 

technical system
.

*

The technical system
 is that w

hich, appearing in the history of 

life, constitutes the beginning of “hom
inisation” around three 

m
illion years ago. Sedentarisation is thus a very late arrival, and 

constitutes the exit from
 prehistory.

W
ith the concept of “epiphylogenesis” I have theorised technics as 

a system
 of m

em
ory w

hich transform
s the history of the living, 

and w
hich also totally changes the conditions of evolution, 

m
aking selection proceed intrinsically from

 this technicity. The 

farm
er w

ho takes care selects—
and is thus not content sim

ply to 

reproduce, but produces, that is to say, trans-form
s. This trans-

form
ation, insofar as it form

s a w
orld, is w

hat m
ust therefore 

take care of the w
orld, and not just nature. This is w

hat agri-

culture is.

W
e live today in an extrem

ely singular m
om

ent, a m
om

ent of 

rupture in relation to the epiphylogenetic base w
hich has form

ed 

technics for several m
illion years—

and a rupture w
hich very 

probably constitutes an exit from
 that w

hich w
as opened in the 

epoch of sedentarisation. I w
ant to speak about the appearance 

of w
hat no longer constitutes techniques of life, w

hat one could 

call the arts of living, but rather technologies of life.

A
griculture raises [élève] anim

als and plants, for w
hich it takes 

care, and one m
ust relate this “raising” [élevage] to the question 

of elevation and even of an education in the interior of w
hich it 

takes shape and place, that is, w
hat one calls culture.

civilisation consists and w
hich is the principal factor destroying 

existing w
ays of life, that is to say, w

ays of existence: it is thus 

also w
hat has produced the trans-form

ation of the w
orld, and 

to such an extent that farm
ers ceased to be the only actors.

B
ut in the case of w

hat is these days called globalisation, this is 

concerned w
ith substituting m

odes of em
ploym

ent [m
odes 

d'em
ploi] for m

odes of life, and this is an im
m

ense change. The 

question is no longer sim
ply that of the spread of the G

reek 

w
ay of life into Egypt and across A

lexandria, but rather of 

replacing a m
ode of life w

ith “directions for use” [m
ode 

d'em
ploi]: this is the destruction, in other w

ords, of a m
ode of 

existence and of consistence through w
hich life is elevated 

above m
ere subsistence.

*

The farm
er takes care in that, from

 out of the reproduction of 

w
hich he is in charge, he develops w

ays of life, the know
ledge 

of how
 to live in a territory [savoir vivre territorialisés], 

and this territorialisation m
ight seem

 to oppose the 

deterritorialisation engendered w
hen technique 

becom
es technological; at the sam

e tim
e, the farm

er has 

a technical relation to life—
the stock-breeder [l'éleveur] 

w
ho selects transform

s the living. N
ow

, the 

technological evolution of the relation to life, across the 

biotechnologies, prepares the w
ay for the dispossession 

[dessaisie] of this responsibility. Is this dispossession 

ineluctable? W
hatever the answ

er, the question today is 

w
hat, in this context, culturally seizes the farm

er as a 

new
 form

 of responsibility, and w
hat rem

ains of the 

responsibility of society tow
ard the living, given the fact 

that som
e of this responsibility m

ust be delegated to 

technicians, insofar as these technicians take care of 

w
hat is entrusted to them

.
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