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power shifted from the UK to the US. Out of the sustained political and economic
crisis of 1929-45 came a political-economic settlement that created more wealth,
distributed more broadly, than any era in history. With active government,

large hierarchical companies, and expanding public services, Western societies
prospered. Then out of the cultural, political and economic upheavals of 1968-

74 came what has come to be known as neo-liberalism. Financial markets took
advantage of rapid advances in telecommunications and processing power to
globalise beyond the reach of national regulators. A sixties culture of individual
expression and feminism fed into the economy to produce an economy and society
based around dual-earner households, rampant consumerism and debt, nurtured
by a more psychoanalytically attuned advertising industry.

%mﬁ these examples indicate is that, while breakdowns in the economy may
be what make a moment of political and cultural judgement unavoidable,
crises are complex, multi-faceted affairs. The desire for the new can be suppressed,
so long as other institutions and practices are functioning successfully; the

future needn’t arrive, while someone is still making money out of the past. 1960s
America could happily absorb the civil rights movement, anti-war movement,
growing pressures of the Bretton Woods international financial rules, burgeoning
conservative antipathies, growing welfare budget and increasingly flabby
corporate structures, but only so long as domination of the world economy

enabled its profits to grow. This domination was creaking by the late 1960s.
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the revolutionary. Justifications for our dissatisfaction grow greater by the day, !
as more and more facts are brought to light regarding the economic, political and
environmental disasters that are upon us.
ut this is not a transformative or empowering revelation, but a curiously X
stabilising one. Our ‘financial literacy’ is rising, as the scale of our debt crisis
becomes plain. Bureaucracies and parliaments are exposed, by the distributed
surveillance of bloggers, aggregators and newspapers. And scientific advances
into the deeper recesses of biology and ecology strip away mysteries, and replace
them with numbers. In the transparent age, we become spectators and auditors
of crisis, and therefore guarantors that it will never entirely erupt. Transparency
does away with both hope and fear, offering explanation and disappointment in
their place. Neither disruptive nor reassuring, the expression of the current era
would be that “our situation is being monitored”.
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mistakes, rather than to question the values and power structures underpinning
the economic model. A year on from the supposed world-historical moment of
upheaval, The Word Economic Forum, the intellectual elders of neo-liberalism,
ranks London as the world’s number one financial centre.

ritain’s financial crisis was soon accompanied by a constitutional one. In May

2009, The Telegraph newspaper began to publish details of expense claims
lodged by Members of Parliament, which were being compiled anyway due to a
Freedom of Information (FOI) request. The government had initially attempted to
make these details exempt from FOI rules, presumably because they were aware of
the embarrassment that would be caused. Details of expense claims, ranging from
the fraudulent to the ludicrous, from the shockingly excessive to the downright
petty, were dripped slowly into the public domain by The Telegraph, to achieve
maximum humiliation and outrage. It was an unprecedented parliamentary crisis,
that saw the Speaker of the House of Commons reluctantly resign, Ministers
sacked, and various gruesome revelations of the domestic tastes of politicians
and their families, including the pornography enjoyed by the Home Secretary’s
husband. Trust placed in politicians had been low anyway, but this surely marked
the moment at which Britain would have to reinvent its fundamental principles of
representation and accountability.



vI

IS 8 8q 01 SUI0S

10U 848 oM ‘OU 1B PUR ‘A[SSolIUeTed ST PaTIR] S8 dTUSIopBs] JN0 1871

‘SIOBIA J8GUOT OU 848 S10TLIISU0O TRIO0S PUR OTUIOU098 PUB [BOTTOd 110

1811 9158550 A1I8A0 18} UOISIAS[S] U0 SUI[81A101s ATuo eyl sdeyaad St
BITH ST, YeU3 Pengae ‘uowlts

PrAB( ‘T03B88JD S MOUS Y], "SISTIO SB opo[dxs Ue(U} JoUjed ‘9danires se Jesit syenjadasad

T[LMA 8INITBI 183 SUTINSUS ‘18710 YoBS JO SIOTURIBNG 81 SB 108 A18100S JO a1oyds

YOo®S Ul SedN[Ie] MO SULMOUS ‘poour STy) seremsdeous A1os1aed sai\) SU, [, BUIRIP AL

UBOLISUIY ST, “USNOUS 10U JI0 ‘19£ 10U 1SBS[ 18 — 1,USARY A9 18] SSUSS SATI09[[0D

SUISTI B 9ABY OM ‘TBOTIIIIO 8UO0F 8ABY SSUIYY 187 SSOUSIBME SATI09[[09 B U]} I8y

Jayaoue Ul Arjop Surumeds adoyds auo UT AR[ED oI SUI89S g00Y ‘1oY10Ur UL
S1S1d0 Sutumeds aaoyds aUO0 UT SISIIO JO o[durexe Uk sem QOET JI ‘A[osdords

‘UISaq 09 91 J0J SUTITRM (T3S oa' Lo1] 18] [99] AueW ‘U0 J8aA V¥ ‘Aq111q1ssod 1eaa
® SBM 983UBYD 181 JOOId SB POOAUT 8JoM ‘YUSTISAOUL STUSII [TATO 8] — AT910T[dX9
SS9T UONW — PUR }[9ASS00Y ‘UT0IUIT *,88UBYUD, JO 8STWOJId STU PUNOJ 01 I8PJo ur }sed

o J0J Arpejeaded Yoead 01 PBY oY 18] 99USPIOUTOD OU ST 91 INg ‘O11090Ud UsTedures,

8002 STy ul SutudaeaX st} 01 8370ds vureqQ “1sed oyl UI0J] 8[QBSTUS008IUTN SJNIN] |
9] SUIIOPUSd ‘OATIIR PINOM TOTIANJISTD TBOIPEI 18U} POUSIBaIU) PUR pastuiodd.
YOTUM JO U130q ‘WISTeIded UISPOW PUR SNDI}II0 UISPOUI J0F BIS[BISOU JO SUO omdmm

L

.Smwﬁpmﬁmﬁﬁgﬁpwhm.momemUwﬂﬂmm-pmpﬁoguﬁ.mﬂmﬂoqomﬂwdngﬁm
Jemornaed peorid sey Ad0o(} uredodny ‘qUaTIUSIUSITUH 93 07 0Bq maﬁdm

*2J0JoQ TUSM JBUM TIOJIJ TUSISIIIP 89 A[IIRSS909U 1SNUI A9} ‘40U J0 STUsUISA0IdUIT
SB POMOTA 8JIB SOUI0OINO SUNMNSOd JOUIOUM JO SSOIPIBFOY "00UBADPE UL UMOU 10U
ST 18] — UOISTOOD 9} — 9WI099NO0 917 ST 1 ‘pasTugooad A[eotdAq ST osTIe A[[enjusis

TIIMA STSTIO B 1B, "9dNNJ S,0U0 ISA0OSTP 01 ‘ULIO] 8UIOS JO Lan[ . 81059 1USNodq

9(Q 0% ST SISTIO 99uslIadxs O, "1 80v[dad J0 UIJIOJSURI]} UB(L JoUled ‘onb snyels syl

90J0JUS JO PUSISP 0] I8PJIO0 UT PaIe[OSP ATeo1dAq ST 18798 81 18U3 UI ¢ LousSiouwis,

TR UIOJJ TUSJISIIIP A1QNS ST SISIIO Y Autod SISIIO, SULIBaU S® SUIBOD PBOJ Ul dn-prmg
Tenpedas e 8qraosop JUSTW oM USNOYITe ‘ SISTIO, B SB JUSPIOOE PBOI B 8QII0S9P 10U

Op 9\ ‘I9ISBSTP 9WIOS JOJJNS 07 ATdUITS 90U ST ‘0d0Jod91] ‘SISTIO B 99uslIodxs O

*90%e] J19T[] SUTWIIS]OP T[IM 781 Jurod SUTUIN] 9] POUOBSI 9ABY

Koy yeyy suesU ATTBISN ST ‘UOTITPUOD [EOTILIO, © UT FUIS] S POQLIOsep ST justied

1e11dSoT B USY AL ‘TRLI] B JO UOISN[OU0D 811 07 JB[TUITS ‘SIN990 UOTSTOSD B YSTUM 18

QUOAS J0 JUSWIOW Je[Nonded 811 SUNBITPUI ‘SUTUBSW [BRUISTIO 81} 09 [[11S oS00 S168

ONb11d9, UII8) 8], "SUTYIOWIOS U0 TUSWFPN[ B ONSST 01 ST WoyM JO 8sodand o)
¢ OTTIO, PIOM 8] UT SUTUBSWI STUY1 JO OWIOS SUTBad JB[NOBUISA USIISUH OU,L, Teld] J0
TOISTOSP ‘“YUSUISFPN[ JUBSUI SUIS]S 9T YOTUM TWIOJJ STSTIY PIOM M8adL) o], ‘SUurueswt

st 191 “usddey 07 £10STY J0J SUIITEM ‘DOIBIOSD 8¢ 01 TUSUWISFPN[ J0] SUTITeM ‘SOSTIO!
09Ut J8A0 d1q 09 Sadn[rel 40y Surrem — SUrreM pPaUSIIBSSIP JO 8UO ST UOIIPUO0D,

TRUISIIO S91 10U ST STUL Mg ° SISTIO OJI[-PIUL, JO SISIIO UBIIBITUBUINY, SUOISSoIdXo
oY1 UM S® ‘SUOTTBI0UU00 SAT)BSOU AMIBIS paamnbor B SISIIO, UIdo] 8

Yet as a form of sociological art, The Wire has the unique capacity to communicate
this message, not through imagining things differently or demonstrating their

its radically transformative impact upon nature, class mobilisation and geo-politics
during its short history. Carbon will one day be replaced as our primary source
frailty, but displaying the capacity for failure to reproduce and stabilise itself. It is : of energy. But we should have already put it behind us. Some scientists believe we
the very sustainability of failed institutions that shocks. The mood of waiting for ' have left things too late. Surely we couldn’t be allowing a catastrophe to occur,
crisis often contains a secret yearning that failures will get worse, in order to then | without first admitting to a crisis?

be transformed. As economists recollect the dread they felt in October 2008, when '

the possibility loomed that ATMs would be emptied and whole high streets boarded his essay considers the contemporary experience of crises. In particular,

up, many of us have to suppress a tinge of dark regret that such history was not it looks at the disappointment and frustration of waiting for crises to

made after all. Economic judgement day was put off. Which perhaps inspired the become critical. The economic, political, environmental and - for those of a
deferral of political judgement day. more conservative stripe — moral crises of the present feel either delayed or too
And cultural. protracted to register as moments of upheaval. Maybe we have crisis fatigue,
And environmental... having become so familiar with the notion that ‘change’, ‘insecurity’, ‘innovation’
and ‘uncertainty’ are ubiquitous, that no upheaval can now feel quite sufficient

to propel us into an alternative future. Our contemporary crises are dull,
sluggish affairs, that leave us dissatisfied but unable to transform dissatisfaction
into action. There is a widespread sense that the present is unsustainable, yet
nevertheless enduring. Why is this?

OSm way of understanding the stagnant historical period of the present is

in terms of the dominant visual metaphors that are at work. Consider the
following ways of seeing and concealing. The notion of the modern crisis is
accompanied by a metaphor of stripping away and revealing. The scientist who
makes a dramatic breakthrough attacks the dominant way of seeing the world,
and reveals a truth that had previously been hidden. Marx constantly employed
metaphors of visual illusion and ghosts. What appeared to exist, was in fact false;
what actually existed had been rendered mysteriously invisible. The purpose of
his critique - that would be confirmed by the final crisis of capitalism - was to strip
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so periodically. The management gurus who preach constant chaos, throwing
scorn upon all routine, repackage post-modern philosophy for the elites of the post-
modern economy. From the 1970s onwards, the teachings of Schumpeter became
absorbed into economic policy-making and corporate strategy, in the hope that
through harnessing perpetual innovation, underlying economic power structures
themselves would be unthreatened by creative destruction.

n what became known as the post-modern era, crisis lost its definition. It was no

longer an interruption of any kind, no matter how protracted. It was constant,
and therefore normal and deadening. As George Soros said of financial markets “I
cannot predict anything except unpredictability”. In such circumstances, there is
no grand narrative or coherent scientific paradigm, waiting in the wings to replace
its predecessor. There is only the banality of flux - new products, new policies, new
ideas, new styles, flowing in a constant stream of sameness.

R R

%ma are we now to make of crisis, at the end of a period that rendered it
constant and banal? How are we to imagine real change, in the suffocating
managerial atmosphere that sees change everywhere and nowhere? Our current
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'in the 1780s and 90s, Immanuel Kant reinvented philosophy as a critical

. tribunal, before which the principles of Western thinking would be judged. In his

Critique of Pure Reason, Critique of Practical Reason and Critique of Judgement,

' Kant set about re-establishing the foundations of knowledge, morality and

, aesthetics respectively through testing them and establishing their limits. The

' Enlightenment itself made this necessary, having thrown doubt upon the old
certainties that had once wedded science, ethical practices and artistic creation
into a single theological system (as manifest in the Renaissance). Kant’s aim
was not to exacerbate this sense of uncertainty, but to bring it to a climax and
therefore to a cloge, issuing the philosophical decision that would allow modern
thought to continue on a new, surer footing.

mwm critical philosophy aimed to bring something to the boil, to introduce
a new future by issuing a judgement on the past. Certainly there was
a negative dimension to this - only through greatly restricting the scope of
science, for example, did he hope to save it. But this is not so different from the
negative function of a theatre critic: without the possibility, and sometimes even
expectation, of a negative judgement, there is no meaning in an affirmative one.
 Modern philosophy had, after all, begun with a moment of radical doubt, when
. René Descartes asked how he could be sure of the existence of the outside world,
or indeed himself. His famous answer - cogito ergo surmn - was a foundation of sorts,
' but modern theory has been a recurring throwing-into-doubt ever since. This is not
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