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My research interests are focused on the knowledge production and the labor transformations in the framework of the hypothesized transition to “cognitive capitalism” (Vercellone 2006). Particularly, there are three articulations on which I focus my studies:

1) the network dynamics;

2) the higher education system;

3) the conflicts in the knowledge production.
Therefore I try to think the topological approach in order to stimulate and innovate the traditional sociological tools on these fields. In fact, knowledge production is based on sharing and interaction (Gorz 2003). On this point of view, many scholars have highlighted the problems of the intellectual property system, because it risks to block the social cooperation and the free ideas circulation. The Internet and open source cases are exemplar, also for many liberal or neoliberal scholars (Benkler 2006). At the same time the social cooperation is continuously crossed and modeled by exploitation and power relationships, as well as resistance and struggle movements (Pasquinelli 2008). This is the plane of tension and transformation in which I situate my analysis.

On one hand, the topological approach allows to focus the agency and subjectivities in these relationships, rather than take them as objective and invariant dimensions. Transformations and changes are not only immanent to the cultural dynamics and knowledge production, but they are the condition of possibility of the innovation (Terranova 2004). This statement puts in question the supposed neutrality of the science and universalistic approach. To use the words of ATACD project: ‘A topological approach provides a way of thinking about movement, variation and innovation: it understands culture as something that is constituted in and as change.  That is, it understands culture not as something that is necessarily fixed and then accidentally transformed, but rather as a process of transformation that endlessly creates variation’.

On the other hand, the topological approach allows to enlighten the space and time coordinates of the contemporary productive system. Particularly, my research would problematize the classical image of the division of labor, in order to highlight the flows – both of knowledge and bodies – that everyday challenge and change the national borders (Mezzadra and Neilson 2008). But the knowledge and bodies flows make porous also the borders within the metropolitan space, i.e. between the university and the surrounding city. Consequently, the new borders formations is based not only on the space coordinate, but also following the knowledge and bodies movements (Xiang 2007).

There are many questions in my research activity, that I have deepen in the period in Goldsmiths University thorough bibliographical research and many useful meetings. How is it possible to analyze the knowledge production, the university system and the metropolitan transformations with a topological approach? How a similar approach could allow to understand the relationships between knowledge production and labor changes? Finally, how the self-organization processes and movements shape the cultural dynamics, challenge the power relationships, and the cooperation forms?

During the residency in London, I have organized with Tiziana Terranova a workshop on the double crisis, that is, the global economic crisis and the crisis of the modern university (see also www.edu-factory.org). The workshop had two parts: the first one in Goldsmiths University (26th November), the second one in Queen Mary University (28th November). Many scholars took part in the discussion: Celia Lury, Nirmal Puwar, Matthew Fuller, Matteo Pasquinelli, and others.

Based on the topics of the workshop (the global economic crisis, the transformations of the university, the conflicts in the knowledge production, the new forms of academic transnational governance, the changes in the labor and welfare systems, the experience of the Italian university movement, the common institutions) I have wrote an article with Paolo Do. It will be published by Mute Magazine, and it contains a first written result of my research activity in the Goldsmiths University.
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