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Abstract
This article discusses two political approachesnirginalization, the one based on

inclusion (identification paradigm) and the otheséd on a politics of diffraction and
fragmentation (dis-identification paradigm). By @rag on the experience of everyday
utopias, explored by Davina Cooper, and the conogfiguration, elaborated on by
Donna Haraway, the article makes the claim thaoléigs of diffraction is far more

effective than the implementation of top-down, esolely state-based inclusive

policies.
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1. Introduction

In this article, | will discuss two political appohes to marginalization, one based on
the concept of inclusion, with a strong centripetaddency, and the other focused on
the development of an eccentric politics, thatg@aidifferences and pursue the goal of
sustainability. | refer to the former approach asidentification paradigm’ (1.). In this
political strategy, inclusion is implemented thrbug process of legal ratification of
social identities. The link between inclusion adéntity constitutes an approach that
places recognition and legitimation at the headrof valuable political strategy against
marginalization. As | will discuss, the particulaay the law works in today’s societies
of the global North converts forms of lego-politidaclusion into broader mechanisms
of naturalization operating through narrow andieeifcategories. It is my contention
that this form of inclusion sets in motion a basovement whereby subjects and
groups are, whether overtly or covertly, promptegdapt themselves to a categorical
platform. This, in turn, eventuates in the promotad a system in which difference — to
be socially accountable — must always be articdlate conformity with a limited
number of ready-made social identities. At oddshwhis perspective, is the ‘dis-
identification paradigm’ (2.). Here inclusion isjgeted to make room to a diffracted
politics grounded on the proliferation of sociapexiences. This approach is structured
along the concept of ‘figuration’ and focuses oa tb-habilitation of social interactions
as valuable political spaces. By building on anaiad politics as the conflation of
micro-political experiences, | will argue for thise of minor-stream contexts where
alternatives are not simply fantasized about buiccetely actualized. The conclusion
(3.) will disclose the potentialities of the dieittification approach, showing that a flair
for diffraction does not result in the sterile opjiimn of institutional measures and legal

struggles, but rather leads to a re-articulatiothefpolitical domain beyond legal rights.



2. ldentification paradigm

In this section, | will explore the link between ath call ‘identification paradigm’ and
the idea of inclusion as the main political meansdeal with marginalization. The
search for an effective solution to contrast malmation is central for state
governments and institutions, which have to face éWtreme fragmentation of the
social fabric typical of nowadays democracies i global North. In such a context, a
politics based on the implementation of inclusiigits obtains a predominant position.
As far as its goals are concerned, this politicsmainly focused on fighting
marginalization through the conferral of rights itkentity categories. As far as its
methods are concerned, it relies on a processuoidification.” With this term, |
indicate the transposition of political matterssinictly legal terms. Namely, | indicate
the reframing of political strategies under thesguoflegal rights As many critics
pointed out (see in particular Moyn 2010 and WéHt12, the recourse to the legal tool
of rights — above all oidentity rights— relieves state governments from the far more
difficult task of governing an elusive and morphisgcial domain (Marzocchi 2004),
whose boundaries and elements become day by day bharred® Juridification can
thus be seen as a response to the high degreeeoérfmusness to which local
institutions are exposed. In fact, the ‘immediacf/legal rights allows governments to
respond to supra and intra-national (class actipressure groups...) demands through
the incorporation of ‘ready-made legal componeritdo the legal body. These
components mainly consist of legal figures, thatjusidified social identities. From
women to disabled persons, from migrants to LGBdppe the legal sphere teems with
social identities that come to be (re)presentejtqithe social domain as members of
ratified, visible, bounded categories. In the fpatt of this section, | want to analyse the
outcomes of the creation and use of such legaktype do so, | build on lan Hacking’s
notions of «human kinds» and «looping effect», gippl its theory to the legal domain.
The idea, supported by Hacking (1986; 1995), of wdual, constant exchange of the

! This is true both at a political level (with thecieased power of supra-national institutions dred t
proliferation of pluralistic sources of powers) aada more ‘physical’ one (with the growing impadt
migration fluxes or the offshoring of companies2eS5oldoni 2014, Spand 2013.



social and the legal domaiprovides the grounds for assessing the path toyfiee of
inclusion that state policies privilege. In thetlpart of this section, | highlight the role
of ‘juridification’ in the rising fortune of the ehtification paradigm, so as to show how
and why the tie between inclusion and identityaosmed to hamper the construction of
a fairer society.

The notion of identity, as we know it, is a vergeat product. Hacking (1986, 161;
1995, 352) traces its fortune back to a classifigatrend that emerged in the course of
the 20" century. Social taxonomies were originally meamtproduce a body of
knowledge omroblematicsocial kinds, as to provide patterns of explanatiod forge
domesticating techniques. Experts in a varietyistiglines started to conceive labels
by drawing on traits typical of specific conducksis classificatory process, as Hacking
(1995a) describes it, is based on the productiordistrete identities through the
collection of data and parameters that allows fagygan object of knowledge. Once a
new category (a new «human kind») is created, adblmes the platform to organize a
generalization of the main tendencies (‘the deedlsthe members of the category (the
‘doers’) and, consequently, to provide an explamatf their habits in accordance with
a causal paradigm. At a broader level this prodactf (continually updated) human
kinds offers stable standards and establishes nofmaenducts. While, at a narrower
(individual) one, it marks the perimeter of avalaldentities and patterns of social
interactions as well as the spectrum of recognieedducts. Human kinds end up
operating reflexively on subjects by exerting effecat the level of self-
perception/narration through the ratification ofirdite nhumber of available/cognizable
identities. In this sense, the doer herself benéfim an identification that generates a
coherent self, with a disposable set of possibéas@onnections at hand. The subject
finds her unity along the line of a feature, whildtomes decisive in the determination
of who she is and on what is her social location.tlhe same time, it is worth
emphasizing that the doer is not a simple recaxptobiter of an external knowledge.
For individual performances of categories’ membaes likely to broaden, amend or

alter the knowledge about the kind to which they associated, in such a way that they

2 Hacking’s (1995a, 1999) research is focused onlitebetween social, non-structured conducts and
their regulation from the part of “experts.” Whikés research is mainly concerned with medical and
scientific knowledge, | will apply its insights nmdy to the legal field.



will affect the features of the category itself. hian kinds are the only case in which
the object classified is shaped by and, in its,tsh@apes the classifier. The incorporation
of «socially available classification into [peokintentional agency and sense of self»
entails «the meaning of those classification [tmle®] with them. This forms a
“feedback loop” [...] between what we might think a$ objective and subjective
stances with respect to the classification» (Hagar2012, 124). Importantly, the
impact of classification and its effectiveness istty guaranteed by people’s
inclination to conform spontaneously to categoaes to use classifications both for
narrating their experience and for describing offeaple. In delineating the boundaries
of intelligibility, categories allow the creatiorf predictable pattern of interactions,
facilitating social exchanges. This justifies tmdency to consciously embrace and
deliberately employ identity categories: these amt ‘imposed’ labels used for
‘disciplinary’ purposes. Rather, categories turtoisites of collective recognition and
become the first step to gain social visibility aatjuire a political agency that derives
from a specific way of accounting of one’s socielf.sNevertheless, when categories
turn out to determine one’s social relevance, kglunto a human kind crosses the
boundaries of a ‘mere’ classification for sciemtifjurposes and acquires a political
profile. In this sense, the act sélf-ascriptionstands out as a new political tool in the
hands of social actors: by claiming one’s own bging to a recognized human kind,
the subject not only becomes relevant for the agmknt of the category to which she
belongs, but begins to act politically as the beafea definite identity. Marginalized
individuals, who were classified by experts intégdsin dealing with their disturbing
presence, are now endowed with a ratified labdl ploi#s together single subjects and
constitutes themas a group Needless to say, a group of well-recognizablegmatized
individuals is far more powerful than a single sotintelligible (‘queer,” as it were)
subject.

Thus, the raising of identities (that Hacking’sdaheof human kinds aptly describes)
paves the way for the formation of new social egitThe shift from ‘the deed’ to ‘the
doer’ mobilizes a kind of politics based on theegtance of identity labels or — more
radically — on an act of appropriation, realizedotlgh self-ascription The political

relevance of identity groups is renewed: from ti&cB Panthers to the Gay Liberation



Front, the second part of the"™entury has witnessed the successful rise of petbpt
were able to find empowerment struggling from thparipheral positions (hooks 1991).
The disruptive force of these struggles was gragwdlannelled into juridified paths.
Institutions and governments started to see théeoah of rights as the most suitable
answer to the demands these groups rdistmlvever, while marginalized groups asked
for a political recognition of their differencesamstream institutions replied with the
legal sanctioning of their inherent uniformity. ffarginalization was to be seen as a
product of juridico-political structures, then, emting traditional rights and ratifying
their equivalence wathe solution. Their difference made no difference &t At the
story goes, the possibility of entering the poditisystem as it was (of beimgcluded

did not solve the problem of marginalization. Ratllee extension of rights eventuated
in an expansion of the ‘centre,” and further reduite visibility of ‘peripheral’ subjects
that do not fit recognized standards. Paradoxicallyreased visibility of certain groups
pushes further back other forms of living, whiclulcbnot be articulated in a traditional
matrix. At this point, the link between identityyclusion and rights become manifest:
identity is a tool to make oneself politically \og, while inclusion appears the most
convenient option to overcome discrimination and #xtension of legal rights the
swifter way to implement it. On the one hand, ieasy to spot the main flaw of this
solution (inclusion can only exist in a system tpegsupposes exclusion). However, it
is important to take into account the broader impecjuridification. As Hacking’s
reflection on feedback loops shows, the creatiorhwhan kinds triggers a circular
dynamic in which social meaning are constantlycfiejed in accordance with experts’
objectification of social conducts and individuarfprmances. In Hacking’'s analysis,
this dynamic is nestled in the fluidity of sociahteractions. On the contrary,
juridification relocates it in a new context (tregal one) and endows categories with a
new status (Croce e Goldoni 2015), altering thellbeek loop. First, jurified identity
categories are crafted on the basis of the leggdgse they serve for. This means that
certain features of a category will find space ire tlegal text with a view to

implementing specific policies and achieving spgeciims. Under this view,

% For the shift from a politics of rupture to a pics of compliance see Warner 2000, McRuer 20086,
Croce 2015.



juridification is at the same time the product aid the drive for, the construction of a
somehow ‘oriented’ delineation of social identiti€3econd, such human kinds are
vested with a special authority, which modifies tvay they interact with social
instances. The formal act of ratification represemthreshold between the exposure of
social categories to the dynamism of social prastiand their isolated position as
stable, well-determined, highly-recognizable eletseof the legal body. Categories
become less permeable to processes of renegotaitmevolution, which forestalls the
looping circle of human kinds. Here, the quintesseaf juridification: an extra-legal
element morphs into a legal one by establishingramection with other elements of the
legal system. This connection locates the categoeynew web of signifiers — rights,
benefits, obligations and responsibilities — tlaifies its legal value. The novel set of
connections gets the category to lose its charadterere social recognizable identity
that a subject can embrace, and transforms thedielp to a category into a means to
an end.

In this light, the act of self-ascription changtsstatus from a way to make oneself
visible and offer a coherent social image, to d tfo'guided’ empowerment. Self-
ascription is no longer an act of acceptance os # was at the beginning — an act of
appropriatiorf, with a strong interactive core. Rather, it becoraestrategic form of
derivative self-representation aimed at obtainiagdfits through the implementation of
assimilatory patterns.

While the immediate repercussion of an inclusivadency is the creation of
‘peripheral selves,” whose marginalization deriiesm their noncompliance with
institutionalized categories, its impact goes degmel touches the very possibility of
creating alternatives, of abandoning the mainstreaay in which identities are
articulated. In fact, through an assimilating driygridified legal categories not only
provide benefits to all those who claim their bgiog to the newly recognized

category, but also create an authoritative desonpof identities which comes to

4 As in the case of social movements that claimedHemselves the label of LGBT, see Swennen and
Croce 2015.



permeate the social worfdBy using the category that the law offers, by ptiog the
benefits it extends to include marginalized idesit social actors inadvertently end up
taking on themselves all the assumptions implicared.® Juridification entails the
recognition of a finite number of reified socialsatactions, setting the basis for a
system in which the achievement of inclusion istc@ent on the acceptance of ratified
social standards. Under the surface of an empowgrashieved by the deployment of
legal means lies the imposition of a «colonizinglirgibility» (Croce 2015a, 162), that
is, an intelligibility modelled on a pre-given anchposed model. In this sense,
understanding inclusion as inherently linked withe® own identity (or, to put it
differently, understanding identity as the primatgment that has to be sanctioned in
order to be politically visible) leads to the protian of a stagnant dyadic system. One
that reproduces various instances of the same mietkhg no leeway for alternatives
to pop out. In this framework, a twofold tendennyasts differences. First, as | already
noticed, they become hardly articulable out of gineen ratified identities. The
convergence of social narrations over a restrigeiton useful to portray few accepted
identities limits the push for finding an appropeiarticulation for one’s own situation.
Consequently, the attitude towards non-conformirgglities reflects this lack,
prompting a precise response to emerging diffeienetich are either sanctioned as
unreasonably non-conforming or sanctified as ecwerfiorms of sameness (Kafer
2006). In what follows, | explore a paradigm at oglith the saturating, assimilatory

aftermath of an inclusive tendency.

3. Dis-identification paradigm

The link between identity, inclusion and rightsnied out to affect not only the political
framework, but also to forge the spectrum of aléible identities. The lexicon of
identity curbs the possibility of articulating défences, while its legal ratification

(under the form of inclusive rights) promotes aseld political system, based on a

® This mechanism is thoroughly explored by Butlé@dQ®, 4) in her explanation of how categories impose
«a model of coherent gendered live€ategories might implya pathologization» which is nonetheless
«crucial for many individuals who seek«a legal change in status». See also footnote 6.

® See again the case of transsexual people whoaléidtrategically portray themselves as suffering
from GID to be eligible for surgery in Butler 2008-101.



binary structure which presupposes the existenes ¢dutside’ and an ‘insidé’Such a
sharp division becomes problematic when inclusiamith its corollaries — comes to be
linked to identity and to the spectrum of eligible¢epted social positions. The
legitimation (both social and legal) of certaina®lproduces a lexicon suitable for
describing only a limited number of experiencesolt of reverse displacement comes
about: while the centripetal force of recognitimarporates accommodating identities
into its domains, non-conforming subjects are laefta magmatic marginal space,
deprived of expressive means for accounting far thiferences® This section presents
a paradigm that moves away from the conventiongl tsaunderstand marginalization
and offers a deflationary approach, based on tiabditation of social networks rather
than on the implementation of institutional measuta what | call ‘dis-identification
paradigm,’ the construction of a fairer society qgaeds fromassemblageg¢Delanda
2006) rather than inclusion, as it promotes thexisbence of different, non-integrated,
temporary realities. This paradigm eventuates shifi from a politics of inclusion to a
politics of sustainability(Braidotti 2005, 29). That is, from a politics thaims at
reaching a phantasmal state of equality to one dpatates at multiple levels, with
multiple strategies and with the sole purpose efatng spaces divability (Butler
2005). Thinking in terms of sustainability, insteafl inclusion, means to forge a
decentered politics focused on the actualizatiocalternatives and on a conscious act of
re-appropriation of the margins as productive sifHse politics of sustainability is
grounded in the awareness of the incommensuralfitiorms of livings (with their
desires, needs and possibilities). On this prensgeh a politics takes the form of a
dynamic experimental process, whose goal is to niake more livable. It unfolds at
the level of relationships, bodies and communitied takes the form of a constant
juggling between costs and benefits of the actatm of non-ordinary experiences.
Sustainability is a radical concept. One that lmsla with the notion of limit, that

incites to experiment, to actualize desires andgimags which are (at least in the

" See Jagose 2015.

8 About the marginalizing potential of identity pads see e.g. the issues raised by black womerkghoo
1991) and transsexual women (Serrano 2013) comgethe recognition of minorities withithe feminist
movement and the polyamory’s demand for legal reitimgn in response to same-sex marriage (Emens
2004).



present) forcluded, that is, placeoutside maybe beyond, the boundaries of
intelligibility. Echoing Davina Cooper (2013), sastability can be seen as a kind of
‘edgework’. This term usually indicates situatiombere precision and concentration
meet the vertigo of being exposed to high risks ifasextreme sports). Like in
edgework, the abandonment of a politics of idenf#gcured by rights, protected by
institutions) entails a «complex sensory and aiffecencounter with danger [...] an
escape from normal bodily experience and normatgmions of the world» (Cooper
2013, 211). Engaging in a non-recognizable/ed [m&ctexposing one’'s own
dissatisfactions and frustrations to unpredictatgiations, actualizing or imagining
desires that are different from the ratified onesd acting without any guarantee of
success is somehow an exposure to a great riskihahearallels death — or, at least,
social death. Yet, the continuous search for atliimat the politics of sustainability
enacts is at odds with the search for death. RasdBtti (2006; 2011) makes this point
when she observes that a subject engaged in thaliaation of a transformative
process (what she — and me with her — calls aigmlior an ethic, of sustainability) is
naturally exposed to hardship and pain, to riskdistirbancebecause oher yearning
for a livable, ‘joyful,” life.*® A politics of sustainability promotes the activeagch for
livability as a responsible act (Braidotti 2006red on bysingleindividualstogether
To make the case for a politics of sustainabilityjll proceed as follows: | will firstly
explore Cooper’s notion of ‘everyday utopias,” aheén frame it as a part of what
Braidotti, following a feministopos calls ‘figurations.” The focus on everyday utapia
provides a concrete example of what form figuratianight take and thus facilitates the
exam of such an abstract, but effective politicatide. Both these concepts will concur
in the delineation of a dis-identification paradigm

Cooper’s locution ‘everyday utopias’ indicates sitehere usual routines (relating to
all aspects of human’s practical life, from edumatand finance to sex and political

engagement) are performed in unusual ways. In thessical spaces, people perform

° This term does not have to be intended in theesef optimistic, let alone in a ‘new-age’ way, see
Braidotti 2006, 9-11.

1 The push for actualizing a more sustainable waljvafg is in itself a rejection of any ‘dead-bound
behavior. In affirming its difference through adtmation, a politics of sustainability is at oddsth with

an identification paradigm based on compliance asgimilation, as well as with movements based on
rupture and annihilation, as the ‘No Future’ orex Blalley and Parker 2007.



things like trading without money, being trainedaocordance with non-conventional
school programs, meeting sexual partners in onletregents (see Cooper 2006, 1-
24) M Cooper explains that these places constitute «rksrand spaces [in which to]
perform regular daily life, in the global North, aradically different fashion'. She
adds:

Everyday utopias don't focus on campaigning or adeg. They don’t place their
energy on pressuring mainstream institutions tanghaon winning votes, or on
taking over dominant social structures. Rather tweyk by creating the change
they wish to encounter, building and forging newysvaf experiencing social and
political life. (Cooper 2013, 2)

Everyday utopias can be understood as elementpalitecal assemblage — meaningful
junctions in which differences interweave and thoiialize alternative ways of living.
They are porous spaces where people gather togetfied something that mainstream
interactions and structure are unable to offer. Use Braidotti's (2011, 100)
terminology, everyday utopias are sites where diffee comes to be affirmed «in terms
of a multiplicity of possible differences; differem as the positivity of differences»,
encouraging the multiplication of «layers of expades». In this way, what is marginal,
interstitial, contingent can aspire to become fike &f political renovation. Since they
appear as tangible spaces where people do thingsldo as abstract domains from
which to challenge the traditional representatidntie political, it is possible to
understand them as ‘figurations.’” In other wordsgyt are examples of practices in
which new «politically informed accounts of an aft&tive» (Braidotti 2011, 1) are
forged. Figurations include a wide variety of sba@nifiers ranging from narrations
and experiences to concepts and practices. Noreaotional political figurations
challenge established canons not by overtly opgosiiem, but simply by offering

themselves asxisting alternatives In the dis-identification paradigm | advocate,

" The detailed explanation of these sites goes libyloa purposes of this article. Cooper explores in
depth the practices and the sites | am referring teer work.

12 For the reasons exposed in footnote 10, dead-ba@umitlor self-destructive practices cannot be
considered everyday utopias or figuration.



figurations are social objects that exert a ceamyaf force and thus produce a
fragmented political horizon. As opposed to theliappon of centripetal, end-to-end,
stable, institutionalized set of policies, figuoats disseminate critical imaginings,
publicize alternative actualizatioisand create a multiplicity of contexts (or sub-
contexts) for people to join, inhabit, enjoy asytheee fit™* Figurations are fluid
political entities that operate through the moliian of individuals’ needs and the
reorganization of their desires. Everyday utop@asehow parallel the main functions
of identity groups and yet do not have a homologaimpact. Firstly, like identity
groups, they provide spaces for constituting pmitisubjectivities and social bonds
based on similarities: they become sites of belumpgHowever, unlike identity groups,
they produce contingent and disseminated collestiwdose marginality and liminality
(as | will explain below) cannot offer participangy saturating, univocal social
attachment. Second, like identity groups, they rade with social meanings by
operating through and on them. However, their que® are at odds with the ones
produced by identity politics. Juridification pramks crystallized meanings that form a
bounded and scarcely flexible lexicon whose pararseand implications stick to a
well-defined normative frame. Everyday utopiasteasl, play with traditional signifiers
and manipulate them along their adaptation to ramentional needs. Like an oily
substance, narrations and meanings crafted by tempalternative communities (as
everyday utopias are) have the potentiality to agga unexpected, disruptive ways.

As | noted above, everyday utopias, like identitpups, are ‘junctions’ where
people gather together around an interest. Dedp#eextreme ordinariness of the
practices performed, these sites offer new modalitb execute them and thus realize a
dimension that does not yet exist. Here, membersearcely concerned with gaining
public visibility or institutional recognition. Riaér, they focus on constructing a variety
of more livable spaces based on shared needsppassid interests. In these contexts,
organization unfolds along a horizontal line. Agoged to the vertical direction that

characterizes identity groups’ strategies — in Whyoals are placed at a higher level

13 On imaginings and actualizations see Cooper 201Btake figuration as a notion that embracestthe
both.

* However alternative, these contexts are highlylagd. On the importance of complying with exigtin
rules and forging new ones, see e.g. Cooper 2@®L.3, 7



(the law) and in a differed time (the future) —eexday utopias set in motion immanent
transformative processes, based on performancesattea place in the here and now.
While the fulfillment of inclusive policies reliesn future achievement, everyday
utopias represent an end in themselves, as thagvactheir purposes by contingently
creating an alternative. Not only, then, do eveyydiéopias generate unforeseeable
effects, but they also bear a distinctive relatmfiailure. Contrary to inclusive policies
that implement strategiés order toachievepre-determinedesults, everyday utopias
set out to provide a space in which subject fedtavee/safe/appropriate through the
articulation of new narrations, the opening of ymted perspectives, the production
of new desires and the reformulation of old onesil®/unsuccessful policies lead to
the collapse of identity-based politics, in thefrdited perspective of everyday utopias
failure can be reframed as a part of a transforagbrocess of dissemination. Even
when figurations (whether under the form of evegyd#opias or other instantiations)
prove unsuccessful, such ‘social laboratories’ poedsignifiers, whose effects might be
as disruptive as those produced by successful iexpes (Cooper 2013, 4). The
alternative social semantics shaped by these peafores/narrations relies on their
persistence, but is notontingent onit. Rather, what proves key in the social
materialization of non-conventional meanings is tfieeting moment of their
actualization. In figurations, the manipulation afnventional meanings and symbols
resultsalways and alreadyn the creation of probable, unpredictable tramaftgion
(Braidotti 2006, 16-17).

Along with the temporalities and the modalitiesfigiurative processes, also their
‘capacity’ (the range of people that can be touchgdhem) is completely released to
social flows. The case of everyday utopias shows figurations affect differently, and
yet consistently, both those who actively take pathem and those who accidentally
enter in contact with these systeld-or what concerns participants, | have already
underlined that, everyday utopias being highly aied spaces, they offer a structure in
which people can find a dimension of belonging. ldeer, in these sites the sense of

belonging originates from performing practices, iasdoes not presuppose the

!> Cooper generally focuses on the visitor, the pasgethe one-time participant. However, the rofe o
(social) media has amplified the echo of not-soesjatead realities.



recognition of a common identity. Here, the dasdwhat creates a bond among
members of the collective, whose identity is nesaturated by/in the practice. This is
due to the fact that what is performed in thesesss either very specific or extremely
liminal. The practice is very specific when it cenas only little segments of one’s life
(being educated in an unconventional school, hasexgin a bathhouse for lesbians and
transgender people). Still, even when it can betdted so far as to cover every domain
of life, it appears to be liminal since it canaatually take place in everyday reality (as
is the case of nudism or a masqueraf@i@he specificity and liminality of practices is
what kindles the publicization of alternative siggnis produced in the actualization of
alternative ways of living. The mobility of partzEnts, their coming in and out of
alternative spaces, allows them to actualize thiés sdcquired both inside and outside
them. In much the same way, those who desire &iffiva non-conventional way 24/7,
might find ways to ‘contaminate’ normality.In both cases, people not engaged in the
practices themselves have the chance of being edposalternative signifiers or, even
more impressively, to alternative forms of actuatian. Unlike the juridified lexicon,
which owes its capillarity to its capacity to makieings (statuses, identities...)
intelligible and recognizable, the outcomes of fagions stand out for their
defamiliarizing potential. From figurations an umiied, unrestrained, uncoherent
cluster of voices emerges. The fragmentation #silts from it challenges the idea of a
centre thathas to welcomalifferences, to embrace the political strategyleifing
alternative focal points grow at the margins. Tihsessant diffraction does not refuse
the notion of centre, nor refuse mainstream sigrsfi It simply stands there, as a
repository of differences.

Such a colorful approach might seem controversiebinpared to the bolder stances
of identity groups. True, figurations are excitynglisruptive; but can they provide
tangible/effective solutions? Can they offer ayiiledged political agency? What kind
of progress do they promote? Are all alternativesrently good? Can the fragmented

creation of not-so-accessible interstitial spaeadly offer an alternative to integration?

'8 Some everyday utopias are both specific and limaee e.g. Cooper 2004, 155-ss.
7 On contamination of the ordinary see Kafer 2013.



4. Conclusion

The questions posed in the conclusion of the forseetion are challenging. However,
the politics envisioned through the mobilization af dis-identification paradigm
displays features that do not match the standafda oentered politics based on
institutionalization. To put it another way, thesdlilentification paradigm moves
politics to another level or rather, reinstantiatdato a social web of interactions. The
political rationality typical of a dis-identificain paradigm gives currency to micro
relations and interactions that acquire politiedévance by virtue of their porosity and
capillarity. The dis-identification paradigm refgsthe notion of inclusion to indorse a
politics of sustainability, in which the proliferah of practices aimed at diffracting
standard ways of living creates a ‘political gdidation.” That is, a centrifugal
movement that operates on mainstream realitiesugfrothe dislocation of non-
conforming performances along the coherent lineremfognized identities. Such a
dislocation consists in making available sitesthegi physical or symbolical — in which
people (naturally labeled with their social ideytican take part in alternative ways of
performing their everyday acts. The interaction agisocial actors and social entities is
the trigger of a constant process of negotiatiorsadfial meanings. At odds with the
crystallization of meanings typical of the incorabon of categories in the legal body,
such a negotiating process is released to thengmricy of fluid interactions. This kind
of politics is sustainablebecause it privileges the articulation of micréatens
between components of single sections of the soeam, instead of focusing on the
plain socioeconomic administration of difficult héi@s. It is sustainablebecause it
creates spaces in which to re-articulate relationdorge new ones, promoting a
continuous stirring of social hierarchies and tiiadal social roles.

In its former sense, sustainability takes the faian overcoming of the dualistic
scheme presupposed by a centre-oriented politles.dismissal of this scheme entails
the rejection of a perverse system grounded onnatitotive ‘outside’ (the place of
marginalization, where physical or symbolical diffleces are relegated), that cannot be
re-absorbed, since it is the condition of posgipif the centre. The necessary creation
of an unintelligible difference is surpassed inaagaigm in which the social world is



depicted as an uneven and multileveled site in kvisecial actors and social objects
enter into significant political relationships. Riahis perspective, concepts, practices,
spaces and subjects concur to give form to diffugelitical subjectivities. Social
relations becomevectors® agents carry and conveys politically relevanttiehs,
which can be issued between people or among peoplesites, practices, things,
concepts. In this scheme, new assemblages makeatite social products availabfe.
These, in turn, can be taken up (become part @&r@bsemblages), as well as wane, in
relation with available connections and newly mades. In this scenario, intelligibility
Is constantly reworked by scattered practices:etldes not converge toward a center,
nor seek to be coherently embedded in agent's ehoiPolitical assemblages as
figurations just emerge, gain visibility throughewationality.

It is important to notice that a politics of sustility is not a smooth process
toward a fairer society. While the surpassing o ttentripetal drive (and thus the
renunciation of ‘constitutive outsidefY is a remarkable advantage of this approach, its
difficulties has to be taken into exam. A politiock sustainability does away with the
notion of linear progress, as well as with any rhassessment of alternatives. It is
inherently instable, precarious. Paradoxicallys inequitable and ineffable. Moreover,
we cannot think of alternatives as gdadse®* Rather, they can be as conservative as
(or even more reactionary/discriminatory than) ‘nséieam’ realities. At the same time,
they cannot offer any guarantee of success, |eiealoe promise of a durable progress
(Braidotti 2005, 36). While inclusive policies apeesented as steps toward the best
future, alternative figurations offer themselvesvasre actualizations of possible better
presents.

Despite all that — and here is another aspect stgability —, alternatives are good
per se since they createmmediately accessiblsites where figurations can be
actualized and imaginative processes stimulate@. droliferation of forms of living

diffracts standards and torques models, so as migtto allow the overcoming of a

'8 See Deleuze and Guattari 1973.

19 See the concept of relation of exteriority in Dela 2006.

20 For the notion of a “constitutive outsider” seetlBu1997, Foucault 1975; 1994.

2l See e.g. in Cooper (2013:84) the contiguity ofismdwith Nazism or, more bluntly, with normo-
normative ideals.



binary scheme, but also to set in motion a contisumechanism of re-articulation of
social meanings. What can be seen as a sort dirfijeation’ of marginalities allows to
relocate and dislocate social canons. The producifca fairer society cannot rely on
the institutional evaluation aho has theright and theneedto be included. The very
notion of ‘identity’ secludes experiences (as itreyesubjects) to compartments,
unwillingly reproducing divisions along conventiodi@es of class, race, gender, civil
status and so on. In our everyday global-northees lwe have got acquainted with the
‘transparent’ lexicon of the legal field. The poattation of ‘human kinds’ and the
diffusion of a language of rights, both in and @lgscourts, rigidly structure the social
domain while stimulating a process of simplificatiboth at a social level and at a
political one. Such a simplified, highly structurleicon creates and reinforces social
standards, by ratifying only a limited amount ot#able identities. On the contrary,
growing amounts of alternatives give momentum mdy ¢o a further proliferation of
figurations, but also to the articulation of a dse and differentiated lexicon.
Alternatives are valuable because they diffractsihwérce of the language.

Off course, the price to pay is the dismissal of ateal of linear progress, which
means the withdrawal of any security on one’s owniad position, the conscious
embracement of an irredeemable precariousness.r@Viefa with mechanism of trial
and error. No longer embarked in vertical journaydrd progress, we walk around in a
circular trip (Braidotti 2006; 2001), in which chgas take form in the present moment,
regardless of what their future status might bee @tntingency and instability to which
people are exposed, thought, cannot be conceivedarasalarming form of
precariousness. In fact, the fluctuation to whiohial actors/groups are subjected are,
in such a system, always anchored to a specifilmonal segment of their lives. In
understanding one’'s own existence as embroidereith weveral (non-coherent,
indefinite, temporary) lines of experience, thejeabis never relegated &midentity, a
fate,a social position. In living one’s own life as sewedether with other’s lives, the
subject does not need a closed and stable commuiniitglongings, shbelongsto her
unpredictable web of rizhomatic connections (Br#idz001).

To conclude, a little remark. A politics of sustaility is the plea for a new political

course. It can take place in a framework, as oodvajlNorth, in which some basic rights



are secured and it runs alongside institutionahgha. | am not advocating neither the
withdrawal of institutional bodies, not the actiygwomotion of non-conventional
figurations at an institutional level. Rather, | amaking the case for a reinstatement of
politics in the flow of everyday life (Venditti 20). Figurations are powerful tools
because they wax and wane in the ordinariness afubility of social dynamics,
producing a high variety of social meanings whioh aways exposed to alteration. In
this framework, institutions play their role in bgi attentive and responsive. The
achievement of an ‘institutional visibility’ musbhbe perceived as superfluous: legal
rightsare — in nowadays global North — a way to answer goisl of marginalization.
However, to counteract the assimilatory tendendeiant in the implementation of
inclusive policies (with their promotion of a leric and their embracement of
normative standards), we need to take politics adur everyday experience, making

differences great for once.
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