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AnImaginedDialoguewitha
DefenderofTakingPhotosof

People
Counter-argumentsforthosewhodon’twantto

contributetothespectacleoftheendoftheworld,butto
endtheworldofthespectacle
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Me:StopfilmingorIsmashyourcamera.
“Butpicturesarejustrawinformation.Theyonlyshowfacts.”
Thephotographicre-transmissionoffactsdependsonthepointofviewinwhich

thepersontakingthepicturesituatesthemselves,whichmakesitsubjectiveal-
thoughitclaimsobjectivity.Thisclaimtoobjectivityisalie,notsomuchbecause
aphotographliesbutbecauseitclaimstobetrue.Beingaspectator,neutraland
exemptfromthepowerrelationsatplay,canonlybeanillusion,becauseitisin
itselfawayoftakingsides,althoughindirectly.Inthisway,noonetakingpictures
canbeconsideredoutsideoftheaction.Theyareinit,butonthewrongside:the
onethatfixeswhat’sinmotion,virtualizeswhat’sliving,spectacularizesrageand
passion,andgenerallyparticipatesinneutralizingthesubversivepotentialofrevolt.
Amongthosetakingpictures,someareclearlyourenemies,becausetheydeclare
themselvesassuch(cops,officialjournalists,videosurveillancecameras…).Others
claimneutralityandparticipateinpropaganda(inourfavorornot),likethemoreor
lessindependentnewsagencies.Andfinally,thereareothersclaimingtobefriends
oractivistsinvolvedindocumentingstruggle,andevensomepeopledoingillegal
stuffthemselvesandfilmingitforafewminutesofvirtualgloryfollowedbymany
hoursofveryrealhardship.

“Butpicturesarehistory,theyservethestruggle.”
Imagesofstruggleshavemostlyservedtowieldauthorityoverpeople’simagi-

nation.Fromthedawnofphotographyandbefore,theyhavecreatedidols,artificial
scenesthatresemblewhat’sreal.Theyelicitemotion,empathyorpityforcertain
subjects,fearorenvyforothers.Inandofthemselves,theydon’tleadtorevolt,
butatbesttoindignation.Anti-authoritarianideasandstruggleshaveoftendone
withoutimages,becausetheyhardlyexistedorbecausethemeansofproducing
themdidn’tfitwithwhatthemomentrequired.Today,inasocietywherecontrol
andsurveillanceisoneofthecornerstonesofpower,wecanallrecallimagesof
demonstrations.Especiallythosethatdirectlyleadtopeoplespendingtimebehind
bars,whethertheybecomradesorstrangers.

“Butpicturesprotectusfrompoliceviolence.Theydiscouragerepres-
sion.”

Wasn’tGeorgeFloyd’smurderfilmed?Sure,thesestoriesspreadinpartbecause
oftheimages,butwho’stosaytheywouldn’thavewithoutthem?The“buzz”is
clearlynotinourcontrol.Isthatrageandangerduetoourexperienceofoppres-
sionandseeingourselvesinthepersonexperiencingitbecausewe’vebeenthrough
thesame,orisitbecausewewatcheditfrombehindascreen?Andwhat’stheuse
oftheseimageswhentheharmisalreadydone,unlessyoubelieveinthehealing
offeredbyahypotheticalconvictionthankstotheuseofimages,thoughthisin-
volveswastingyourmoneyandenergyandputtingyourselfinthehandsofoneof
thequintessentialtoolsofthepowerful,thejusticesystem.Byfilmingratherthan
tryingtopreventpoliceviolencefromhappeningthroughaction,we’renotjust
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letting it happen in the name of some hypothetical future trial: we’re repressing
all those who might want to act directly against the police to give them a taste of
their own medicine. Who would want to resist by hitting back during their arrest
if photographers or videographers were filming? Who would try to rescue a friend
from the hands of the pigs while being photographed from all angles?

While a few people might be able to use the courts against the police to get off
their charges, we all know that most of them will be found guilty. It’s an illusion
to think that a mere video can change the balance of power in the justice system,
which, being an instrument of the powerful, is structurally not in our favor. And
those few, couldn’t they have defended themselves without the video? What role
should we give to images, even in the justice system, and at what cost for all the
others who, without wanting to, find themselves in those same images? Is the math
less prison time for one, more for another?

“But the picture is beautiful. People are reasonable, they know the risks
and mask up. And I’ve got a technique to avoid causing them trouble.”

And that’s exactly the problem. It’s nothing more than liberalism to satisfy
your need for pleasure and/or propaganda while accepting, or worse still, defend-
ing and promoting the presence of cameras, a presence that can only harm those
who seek to act differently. Those who didn’t think it through before the inten-
sity of a moment of revolt, or even those who are masked, but likely haven’t been
able to remove all features that are potentially identifying when under the scrutiny
of the police. It’s freedom without practical consequences or ethical responsibil-
ity for your choices. Except in extremely specific cases where a group, for tactical
and political reasons, decides to film themselves, taking photos affects everyone in-
volved in actions larger than your own group. There is no correct framing, proper
editing or blurring technique, no good moments to film or right way of publishing.
There are a thousand and one good reasons, even after having taken all necessary
precautions, for someone to not want it known they were there at a certain place
and time. These days, where so many people have conditions forbidding partici-
pation in demonstrations, where some would like to be more discrete in the eyes
of power, where images, along with DNA, are the greatest proofs for determin-
ing THE truth, every piece of information counts, in society and in the courtroom
alike. That the state will continue through its own means the filthy business of
tracking revolt is one thing, it’s quite another to create more images of illegal acts
yourself. To think you’ll be able to outwit the police’s techniques for finding third-
party images—imagining quickly swallowing your SD card before being arrested,
or dreaming of securely erasing all your videos, or playing at being a super-cropper
and blurrer of the right moments—is nothing but a dangerous illusion, and one the
pigs are counting on.

“But images are everywhere. Our enemies use them, so why pick on us?”
Like every fight we engage in, it might seem doomed from the start. The goal

5

is certainly not to convince a public opinion that doesn’t exist, or even just to fix
any individual problem. Through their integration into techno-capitalist society,
the use and spreading of images has become one of the pillars of domination. That
said, even if people don’t agree, on this subject and others, we still have the ability
to act. We can smash cameras, those of the city-prisons as well as those of journal-
ists or any other intrusive smartphone. We can confront the harm done by those
who, rather than contributing to the mayhem, are engaged in its narcissistic or au-
thoritarian presentation (filming others without their consent to make propaganda),
even with the best of intentions. These actions could be taken by anyone, as one
contribution among others to widening the space for revolt rather than restricting
and repressing it.

Me: so then, are you going to put the camera away or am I going to
smash it?


