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. U for Undisciplinarity

A story of undisciplinarity cannot be told without demysti-

 fying the clean logics of success and failure by which our
Western capitalist societies are run. Systemic and struc-
tural inequalities, by proxy, keep most members of society
caught in harmful loops of defeat—economically, socially,
personally, spiritually. But do we even want to succeed ina
system that, by definition, considers most of us inade-
quate, as we are forever failing at being male, at being
white, at being straight, cis or able-bodied?
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“Under certain circumstances, failing, losing, forgetting,
unmaking, undoing, unbecoming, not knowing may in fact
offer more creative, more cooperative, more surprising
ways of being in the world.”—H
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. Perhaps, then, reclaiming failure is our best bet. After all,
not succeeding can offer unexpected pleasures: of getting
organized with other flops and losers, of plotting out ways

 of living and working that offer alternative definitions of
success, of disrupting the circulation and reproduction of

. patriarchal ideals and discriminating structures. Keeping

~ those in mind who cannot escape their circumstances, we
can build spaces where other ways of being and knowing
can exist.
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- On the undiscipline of design
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Where there is discipline, there is a master—as design
schools continue to be the official sites of “learning de-
~ sign,” they remain the main hubs for the introduction,
~ transmission and normalization of conventions for “good
. design.” Implied in the very texture of any design study
_ program is the legitimization of certain conceptual and
~ aesthetic tools and ideals, substantiated by a correspond-
_ 3ing canon and role models—through the naming of
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