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Ar t hur andMar i l oui se Kr oker

When t he Ber l i n Wal l Fi nal l yCameTumbl i ng Down

What i s t hef at e of i deol ogy andpower I n t heageof Leni n i n r ui ns? Nowt hat
bur eaucr at i c soci al i smst ands unmasked as anact ual l y exi st i ng i deol ogy of st at e
domi nat i on i n al l of t hesoci et i es of East er nEur ope, what i s t hedest i ny of Mar x' s
under st andi ngof i deol ogy as onl y a f al si f i cat i onof capi t al i st r el at i ons of pr oduc-
t i on?Andnowt hat power i nWest er nEur opeandNor t hAmer i cadi ssol ves i nt o
t hesi gn of seduct i on, what i s t o be t hef at e of t hepol i t i cal subj ect , out si de, t hat
i s, t hecl osedhor i zonof bot h t echno- capi t al i smandsoci al i st r eal i sm. When t he
Ber l i nWal l f i nal l y came t umbl i ng down, al l of t he ol dcomf or t abl emar ker s of
pol i t i cal debat e suddenl y shat t er ed, r eveal i ng i n i t s wakeadesper at eur gency t o
r et hi nki ng t he meani ng of i deol ogy and power i n a wor l d domi nat ed by t he
ecl i pseof t hepol i t i cal l egi t i mat i on of st at e soci al i smandby t heseemi ngt r i umph
ever ywher e nowof t her i t ual sof pr i mi t i ve capi t al i sm. TheEast goesThat cher i t e;
t heWest goes Gr een; andt he Uni t ed St at es goes vi r t ual ( t echnol ogy) .

Leni n i nRui ns

I f t he t went i et h cent ur y can be pl uggi ng t owar ds i t s concl usi on wi t h such
vi ol ent ener gy, t hat i s becausewewi t nessnowt hesi mul t aneous decomposi t i on
andsuccess of i t s t wof oundi ngmoment s: t hesear ch f or mat er i al i st f r eedomand
f or col l ect i ve j ust i ce. Not decl i ne i n t he t r adi t i onal senseof af i nal cat ast r ophe
whi chmar ks t heend of one hi st or i cal epochand t hebegi nni ngof anot her , but
a newhi st or i cal modeof t r ansf ormat i on- hyper - decl i ne- i n whi chcommuni sm
and capi t al i smcan exi st nowas pur e f orms: st r i pped of t hei r i l l usi ons and un-
masked of t hei r i nt er est s . Hi st or i cal mani f est at i ons, t hat i s, of what Pi et r Sl ot er -
di j k has descr i bed i n t he Cr i t i que of Cyni cal Reason as "enl i ght ened f al se
consci ousness. " The myt hs of communi smand capi t al i sm, t hen, as f l oat i ng
si gns- degr ee zer o- poi nt s- f or t hecancel l at i on and i mmi nent r ever si bi l i t y of al l
t he pol ar i t i es : t he mut at i on of t he ( soci al i st ) st r uggl e f or j ust i ce i nt o cyni cal
power ; and t he mat er i al i st dr eamof t he ( l i ber al ) f l i ght f r ompol i t i cs i nt o t he
t r i umphof cyni cal i deol ogy . Li ke " st r ange at t r act or s" i n ast r ophysi cs whi chcan
exer ci se such a deadl y f asci nat i on because of t hei r abi l i t y t o al t er nat e ener gy
f i el ds i nst ant l y, t hemyt hsof st at e capi t al i smandst at e communi smar eal t er nat -
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i ngsi des of t her at i onal i st eschat ol ogy: t hesympt omat i c si gns of t heappear ance
of t he bi moder n condi t i on.
Bi moder ni sm?That i s t hecont empor ar y hi st or i cal si t uat i oni nwhi cht hegr eat

r ef er ent i al pol ar i t i es i nst ant l yr ever se f i el ds, changi ng si gns i n adi zzyi ng di spl ay
of pol i t i cal r epol ar i zat i on. Avi ol ent met ast asi s i n whi ch al l t he r ef er ent i al
f i nal i t i es of t hepol i t i cal codeof t he t went i et hcent ur y- capi t al i smand commu-
ni smmost of al l - begi n t o sl i de i nt o one anot her , act ual l y mut at i ng i nt o t hei r
opposi t es as t hey under go af at al r ever sal of meani ng. No l onger j ust i ce ver sus
t he acqui si t i ve i nst i nct , power ver sus i deol ogy, ( soci al i st ) hi st or y ver sus ( con-
sumer ) si mul at i on, or ( economi c) l i ber al i smver sus ( pol i t i cal ) democr acy, but
nowt hei nst ant r ever si bi l i t y of al l t he r ef er ent s. Af at al ecl i pse of t heempi r e of
t hesi gn i nwhi chcapi t al i smandcommuni smdoabi ghi st or i cal f l i p . Not j ust t he
myt hof capi t al i smi n desper at eneed of t hecommuni st " ot her " t o sust ai n i t sel f
or communi smas a bar r i er agai nst t heuni ver sal i zat i on of t he commodi t y- f orm,
but nowcommuni smapi ng t he economi c f ormof pr i mi t i ve capi t al i sm, and
capi t al i sm t aki ng on t he pol i t i cal f orm of t he command economy of l at e
communi sm. The capi t al i st soci et i es, t hen, as t he f orwar d f r ont i er of t he
communi st val or i zat i on of power ; andcommuni st soci et i es as t he l ast andbest
of al l t he pr i mi t i ve capi t al i sms . I n one, t he i nspi r i ng f ai t h i n commer ci al
accumul at i onandt her esuci t at i onof l awof val ueof t hepr oduct i onmachi ne; and
i n t he ot her , t he r adi cal depol i t i ci zat i on of t he popul at i on, i t s act ual body
i nvasi on, by at ot al i t ar i an i mage- r eser voi r under t hecont r ol of acyni cal pol i t i cal
mandar i nat e. I n one, t he r ecuper at i on of t he pr oduct i vi st myt h of Fr ankl i n
Del anoRoosevel t as apol i cy of economi c r econst r uct i on ; and i n t heot her , t he
Leni ni st useof al l t hemass or gans of medi amani pul at i onas awayof coor di nat i ng
pr i vat e opi ni onwi t h t he war machi ne.
So t hen, Spengl er agai n: but t hi s t i me t heecst acy of t he decl i ne of t heWest .

The hi st or y of t wof ami l i ar genoci des: of t he( capi t al i st ) l ogi c of ext ermi ni smi n
t henameof r eason; andof ( communi st ) mur der i nt henameof col l ect i ve j ust i ce.
Not capi t al i sm and communi smas f at al ant agoni st s, but as t he deepest

f ul f i l l ment of t hedr eamof t heWest : t hedr eam, t hat i s, of t he uni ver sal i zat i on of
t her at i onal i st eschat ol ogyas t her adi at i ngcodeof pol i t i cs, economy, cul t ur eand
subj ect i vi t y . Theonet hehi st or yof t he i ndi vi dual sear chf or commer ci al f r eedom
under t he si gn of mi ssi onar y consci ousness; t he ot her t he st r uggl e f or soci al
j ust i ce under t he code of hi st or i cal mat er i al i sm. The f i r st , t he penet r at i on of
subj ect i vi t y byt he l anguageof t het echnol ogi cal dynamo; t hesecond, t heext er -
nal i zat i on of subj ect i vi t y i nt o t hepubl i c or t hodoxi esof soci al i st r eal i sm. Theone
adar i ng, but ul t i mat el y f ut i l e at t empt , t omut e t he l evi at hanof pol i t i cs bymaki ng
democr at i c aspi r at i ons subor di nat e t o l i ber al capi t al i sm; t heot her ar evol ut i on-
ar yef f or t t o suppr ess i deol ogy i n t henameof power . Ahi st or y, t hat i s, of af at al
dedoubl ement i n t he West er n mi nd whi ch, pl ayi ng on t he mor e anci ent
phi l osophi cal t er r ai nof j ust i ceandf r eedom, cr eat ed, andt hen dest r oyed, wi t hi n
t hespaceof a si ngl e cent ur y t wodeepl y ent angl edmyt hs. On t heone hand, t he
communi st myt h, sci ent i st i c i n t he ext r eme and r uggedl y mat er i al i st i c i n i t s
pr act i ce, whi chst ood( andf el l ) on t hepossi bi l i t yof subor di nat i ng t hedemonof
capi t al i st desi r e t o t hehi st or i cal sover ei gnt y of t he St at e. And; on t heot her , t he
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capi t al i st myt h, i ndi vi dual i st i c i n . i t s geneal ogy and cont r act ual i n i t s soci al
execut i on, whi ch hel d out t he possi bi l i t y of maxi mi zi ng human f r eedomby
br i ngi ng t heobj ect al i ve, by, t hat i s. , cr eat i ng asyst emof obj ect s i n whi chl i ber t y
woul d accr ue t o t hephysi cs of mar ket exchanges. Li ke al l myt hswhi chseek t o
sol ve t her i ddl e of hi st or y, t hemyt hs of capi t al i smandcommuni smsuf f er , i n t he
end, t hedesol at i on of apur el yal eat or y f at e : i nal l t hesoci al i st soci et i es, t hest at e
acqui r es or gani ci t y; i t act ual l y comes al i ve i nt hepol i t i cal f ormof what Sar t r e has
cal l ed "The Thi ng" - cyni cal i deol ogy- and eat s i t s pol i t i cal subj ect s ; and, i n t he
capi t al i st soci et i es, t he obj ect comes al i ve i n t he consumer l anguage of seduc-
t i on- cyni cal power - and, l i kear adi at i ngposi t i vi t y, f i r st eat s spaceandt i me, and
t henconsumes subj ect i vi t y i t sel f . Thehi st or i cal myt hs of capi t al i smandcommu-
ni sm as bot h suf f er i ng a common bi ol ogi cal denouement : t wo bi g eat i ng
machi nes whi ch r equi r e f or t hei r oper at i on t he r adi cal depol i t i ci zat i on of t he
popul at i on, t he sof t eni ng up of t he masses, t hat i s, as a pr er equi si t e t o t he
l i bi di nal f east of cyni cal power and cyni cal i deol ogy . What Hei degger once
pr opheci ed woul d be t he t r i umphant appear ance of t he dar k l anguage of
" har vest i ng" - t he wi l l t o ext ermi ni sm- of t he l i vi ng ener gi es of soci al and non-
soci al nat ur e as t he pr i mal of t went i et h cent ur y pol i t i cs .

TheEnd( s) of Hi st or y

I n Modr i s Ekst el n' s Ri t es of Spr i ng, i t i s r ecount ed howdur i ng t he t r ench
war f ar eofWor l dWar I sol di er s f r ombot h si des beganonoccasi ont oact ual l y l i ve
i n noman' s l and, t hat i ndef i ni t e t er r ai nwhi ch, bel ongi ng t o noone, became a
pr i vi l eged i magi nar y count r y i n opposi t i on t o t he r ul i ng empi r es of t he war
machi ne. Whent hi s wasdi scover ed, t heopposi ng Gener al St af f s, bot hGerman
and Br i t i sh, i mmedi at el y or der ed t he shel l i ng of t hese t r oops, f i ndi ng i n t hei r
neut r al pr esence an i mmi nent t hr eat t o t hesover ei gnt y of t hegr eat pol i t i cal si g-
ni f i er s of t he war machi ne.
Thi s t ext consi st s of t heor i st s of noman' s l and, occupant s of t hedet er r i t or i al -

i zed t er r ai n of t he i nt el l ect ual i magi nat i on: st andi ng mi dway bet ween t he
epochal r ef er ent s of power and i deol ogy . Whi l e t hey have r eal t heor et i cal
di f f er ences, t hey commonl y shar e t he posi t i on of i nt el l ect ual wi t nesses t o t he
t r ansf ormat i on of t hepol i t i cs of t he r at i onal i st eschat ol ogy at t he end of t he
cent ur y. Thei r wr i t i ngs ar e l i ke expl osi vebl ast s f r omt hepent - uppr essur es of t he
weak poi nt s of t hewar machi ne: poi nt s of t ensi onwhi ch ar eso unr econci l ed i n
pol i t i cs and economy, t hat t hey f i nd f i nal l y a t heor et i cal pur chase.
I deol ogi cal bl ast s, as i n t hecase of t hewr i t i ngs of Gi ddens, Habermas, Mi r kus,

Baumann, Lacl au and Lef or t : t heor i sat i ons wr i t t en i n t he shadowof Mar xi sm
wher e t he i r r econci l abi l i t y of democr acy and st at e capi t al i smar e put i nt o
quest i on. Her e, t he pol i t i cal hi st or y of t he t went i et h cent ur y i s r ewr i t t en by
connect i ng anewt hequest i on of i deol ogy t o t he r eal i t y of domi nat i on.
Power bl ast s, wr i t t en wi t h and agai nst t het heor l sat i ons of j ean Baudr i l l ar d,

wher e t he concer n i s not so much wi t h t he end( s) of hi st or y as wi t h t hef i nal
decl ar at i on of t heendof hi st or y : t hedeat hof hi st or y, andof pol i t i cs andsoci et y
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wi t h i t , as t hequest i on of i deol ogy i s sucked, l i ke somuch f l oat i ng debr i s i n t he
dar k mat t er of pol i t i cal space, i nt o t he bl ack hol e of cyni cal power .
And f i nal l y, cul t ur e bl ast s- t he f i nal sect i on on DemonPol i t i cs- wher e t he

epochal r et heor i sat i ons of i deol ogy and power ar e mat er i al i zed i n speci f i c
cont est at i ons wi t h act ual l y exi st i ngpol i t i cal cul t ur e. Her e, t heexpl osi veener gy
of t he t heor et i cal i magi nat i on i s pour ed i nt o an exami nat i on of t he r ul i ng
pol i t i cal quest i ons: r essent i ment as t he basi s of cont empor ar y pol i t i cs ; t he
r esur f aci ng of t he Hobbesi an cal cul at i on as t he ( f adi ng) essence of Amer i can
pol i t i cal exper i ence; t hemat er i al i zat i onof Hei degger ' s "wi l l t o ext ermi ni sm" as
t hedynami c l anguageof l i ber al i smt oday; andf i nal l y, t heenucl eat i onof women
wi t hi n a l abyr i nt h of si gni f i cat i on, whi ch, j ust as Ant hony Gi ddens pr edi ct ed,
r econnect s t he quest i ons of i deol ogy and domi nat i on.
Mor e t hanar er eadi ngof t hecent r al concept s of power , i deol ogy andcul t ur e,

t he t heor i sat i ons i n t hi s t ext have an epochal si gni f i cance i n r epr esent i ng t he
ways i nwhi chcr i t i cal t hi nker s, wr i t i ngat t hef i n- de-mi l l eni um, have chosen t o
r epr esent t hepol i t i cal hi st or y of t het went i et hcent ur y. Her e, wear econf r ont ed
wi t h t hr eeal t er nat i ve hi st or i es of t he cont empor ar ycent ur y: onewr i t t enunder
t hesi gn of ar eval or i zed t heor yof i deol ogy; t hesecondi nscr i bed i n t he l anguage
of cyni cal power ; andt he t hi r d f ocussi ng di r ect l y on t hepr obl emat i c t er r ai n of
cul t ur e.
I ndeed, i t maywel l besai d somedayof t hat cr i t i cal ar c of neo-Mar xi st t heor i st s,

r angi ng f r omGi ddens and Lacl au t o Habermas and Lef or t , t hat , asi de f r om
sect i onal di f f er ences, t hei r wr i t i ngs br i ng t o a br i l l i ant concl usi on t hemyt h of
moder ni sm, so i nt egr al t o Mar xi aneschat ol ogy. Her e, i n a r et ur n t o t heor i gi nal
Mar xi an i mpul se t o t hi nk i deol ogy pol i t i cal l y by r econnect i ng i t t o pol i t i cal
economy, somet i mesas" f al se consci ousness" andat ot her t i mes as t hei nscr i bed
hor i zonof t hel awof pr oduct i vi st val ue, t hese t heor i sat i onsr epol i t i ci ze i deol ogy
by l i nki ng i t t o a sear i ng anal ysi s of t he si gni f yi ng pr act i ces and syst emi c
r equi r ement s of st at e capi t al i sm. Her e, t he Mar xi an pr oj ect of " demyst i f yi ng
hi st or y" by r ei nver t i ng t he camer a obscur a i s t hought wi t h such pol i t i cal
i nt ensi t y t hat t he quest i on of i deol ogy i t sel f i s upr oot ed f r om i t s pr evi ous
posi t i on as t het r anspar ent hor i zonof cl ass domi nat i on, becomi ngnowacr i t i cal
agent i nt easi ngout t hedomi nat i onsanddependenci esof t hesyst emof capi t al i st
pol i t i cal economy. Or , asGi ddenssays : " The f ormsof i deol ogy ar ever y of t ent he
modes i nwhi chsi gni f i cat i on i s i ncor por at ed as par t andpar cel of what onedoes
i n dai l y l i f e . " Oper at i ng t hen wi t hi n t he par amet er s of t he l awof val ue, t he
t heor i es of i deol ogy r epr esent ed her e f or egr ound t he quest i on of human f r ee-
domagai nst t he backgr ound of t hemi r r or of pol i t i cal economy. Andi f t hey can
so uni ver sal l y concur i n t hepol i t i cs of democr at i c assent , t hat i s because t hese
ar e t he l ast and best of al l t he enl i ght enment t hi nker s : i nt el l ect ual s of t he l at e
t went i et hcent ur ywhoseekt or epai r t hebr okenconnect i on of l abor , r eason and
pol i t i cs, so dar kl ypr opheci ed i n al l of Mar x' swr i t i ngon t hecapi t al i st expr opr i a-
t i on of t he enl i ght enment dr eam. Ret hi nki ng i deol ogy and domi nat i on, t her e-
f or e, as amor eel ement al i nt el l ect ual dr amai n whi cht hegr eat pol ar i t i es of t he
di al ect i c of enl i ght enment ar e br ought i nt o vi ol ent col l i si on, wi t h t he f at e of
democr acyhangi ng i n t he bal ance.
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I t ' s j ust t heopposi t e i n t he Baudr i l l ar di an scene, r epr esent ed i n t hi s t ext byt he
debat es onPower andSeduct i on. Her e, t he concept of i deol ogy i t sel f i s put i n
quest i on, as a post moder n opt i c i s br ought t o bear on t he deat h of al l t he
moder ni st r ef er ent i al f i nal i t i es . Not pol i t i cal economy, but a cul t ur e of si gni f i ca-
t i on; not t hepr oduct i onmachi ne, but t he si mul acr a of consumpt i on; not t he l aw
of val ue, but t he code; not a cl ass- dr i ven l ogi c of domi nat i on, but t he " r adi cal
semi ur gy" of t he medi ascape; not accumul at i on and t he acqui si t i ve i mpul se of
capi t al i st desi r e, but di saccumul at i on and sel f - cancel l at i on as t he embl emat i c
si gns of seduct i on; and, most of al l , not t he " t r ut h- r ef er ent " of i deol ogy- cr i t i que, ,
but t he t r i umph of , cyni cal power as t he end of t r ut h, and of t he vi ol ent
t ermi nat i on of hi st or y. Bet ween, t hen, t he neo-Mar xi st t heor i st s r epr esent ed i n
Di sappear i ng i deol ogy and t he post moder n t heor i st s of Power andSeduc-
t i on, t her e i s a f undament al gap of di scont i nui t y: a f at ef ul poi nt wher e t he
pr oj ect of " demyst i f yi ng hi st or y" under t he l ens of t he camer a obscur a r ever t s
i nt o i t s opposi t e number - t he wr i t i ng of t he di sappear ance of hi st or y i nt o
semi ur gy under t he si gn of t he t r ompe- f oei l . Rej ect i ng t he cr i t i cal t heor y of t he
st at e as i t sel f a per spect i val si mul acr a of t he l aw of pr oduct i vi st val ue, t he
post moder n t heor i sat i on, r epr esent ed most i nt ensi vel y by t he " t al i sman" of
Baudr i l l ar d, f l i ps t he der i vat i ve t r ut h- val ue of i deol ogy i nt o t he f at al si gnwhi ch
haunt s i t : cyni cal power . Her e, i t i s ar gued t hat i f t her e can be such an
ent husi ast i c r enewal t oday of t he quest i on of i deol ogy anddomi nat i on, maybe
t hat i s because i deol ogy- cr i t i que has one l ast hal f - l i f e as amor al r eener gi zer of a
syst emof exchange- val uewhi chi s dyi ng, act ual l y f adi ngaway, becauseof i t s l ack
of symbol i c ener gy . Not i deol ogy- cr i t i que, t hen, as a l ast bar r i er of democr acy
agai nst a syst emof cl ass domi nat i on, but as t he mor al r earmament of t he
" r at i onal i st eschat ol ogy . " Amor al r earmament of t hemi r r or of capi t al i smwhi ch
i s al l t hemor e ef f ect i ve because i t i s t r apped i n t he i l l usi on of pol i t i cal t r ansgr es-
si on: t he i l l usi onar y bel i ef t hat i t i s possi bl e t o over comet he l i mi t exper i ence of
t her at i onal i st eschat ol ogy byt he r ecover yof t hesi l encedmoment of t he "ot her . "
Whi ch i s t o say, t her ef or e, t hat bet ween t he moder ni st t heor i sat i on of Di sap-
pear i ng I deol ogy and t he post moder n r ef l ect i ons of Power andSeduct i on
t her e i s a mor e f at ef ul ent angl ement of t he t went i et h cent ur y mi nd on t he
quest i on, not onl y of power and i deol ogy, but of Ni et zsche and Mar x. An
el oquent r ecount i ngof t woopposi nghi st or i es of t he cont empor ar ycent ur y: one
skept i cal andt r agi cal l yhi p but l acki ng amat er i al basi s i nani deol ogi cal l y speci f i c
anal ysi s of t he st at e; t he ot her wr i t t en wi t hi n t he par amet er s of t he soci al , t hor -
oughl y ent angl ed wi t hi n t he hor i zon of democr acy ver sus domi nat i on, but
shi el ded by i t s ownr ever si on t o nomi nal i st epi st emol ogy f r omt hepost moder n
i nsi ght of i deol ogy as a mi ce- en- scene of t he f at al dest i ny of cyni cal power .
Or maybe i t ' s nei t her . Not t he di senchant eduni ver se of i deol ogy anddomi na-

t i on or t he " r eenchant ed si mul at i on" of t he soci et y of seduct i on, but t he cul t ur e
of Demon Pol i t i cs . The cul t ur e, t hat i s, wher e i deol ogy under t he si gn of
si gni f i cat i on andpower encoded by cyni ci smbur nwi t h such vi ol ent i nt ensi t y
t hat t hey act ual l y t ake possessi on of subj ect i vi t y i t sel f . Ademoni c cul t ur e, anda
demoni c pol i t i cs t oo, whi ch i s l ed by Ni et zsche' s " ascet i c pr i est s" whowor k t o
al t er t he di r ect i on of r essent i ment , and whi ch i s popul at ed by a r adi cal l y
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depol i ci t i zedmass, waver i ng bet weent he sl eep of "mechani cal f or get t i ng" and
t he sacr i f i ci al vi ol ence of r evenge- seeki ngbehavi or . Adeepl y sacr i f i ci al cul t ur e
whi chi s bi moder n t o t hi s ext ent : i t exi st s mi dway bet weenhyper - pr i mi t i vi smof
emot i ons and hyper - r at i onal i smof i t s cont r ol l i ng codes. And not a pr oj ect i ve
cul t ur e ei t her , but one whi ch t r aces a gr eat ar c of r ever sal : a r ever si onof t he
r at i onal i st eschat ol ogyt o i t s pr i mal or i gi nsi nmyt h; of i deol ogyt o i t sf oundat i ons
i n cyni cal t r ut h; and of power t o a sacr i f i ci al t abl e of val ues, al t er nat i ng t he
posi t i ons of pr edat or s and par asi t es.
Consequent l y, at hi r d hi st or y of t het went i et h cent ur y: onewhi ch does not

cont r adi ct t he r econnect i on of i deol ogy and domi nat i on or t he unmaski ng of
cyni cal power , but accel er at est hemt o such apoi nt of vi ol ent i nt ensi t yt hat t hey
achi eve escape vel oci t y, r eveal i ng t her eby pol i t i cs at t hef i n- de-mi l l eni umas a
hi st or i c wager bet weensubj ugat ed knowl edge and cyni cal power .

TheNewwor l d or der

I f t he debat es among i deol ogy (moder ni sm) , power ( post moder ni sm) and
sacr i f i ce( bi moder ni sm) canr ehear se sowel l someof t hemai n cur r ent sof cr i t i cal
t hought i n t hecont empor ar ycent ur y, t hat i s pr obabl ybecause t hese t heor et i cal
per spect i ves have a pur chase on t he pol i t i cal i magi nat i on whi ch i s mor e
pr oj ect i ve t hanr et r ospect i ve. Li ke an i mmensegr avi t at i onal f i el d swept i nt ot he
dar kvor t ex of t heYear 2000, t het heor i sat i ons of i deol ogy, power and sacr i f i ce
r et r eat aheadof pol i t i cs, denomi nat i ng al l t hewhi l e t hepol i t i cal ar chi t ect ur e of
t he f ut ur e . Not so much, t hen, a summar y of key cont r over si es i n f i n- de-
mi l l eni umt hought , but an ear l y war ni ng syst emof maj or t r ansf ormat i ons i n
i nt er nat i onal pol i t i cs .
Maybe i t i s not somuchLeni n i n r ui ns nowas t hewor l di n r ui ns. Not j ust t he

f al l of t he Ber l i nWal l as a f at al si gn of t hedi si nt egr at i on of Sovi et empi r e, but as
a t al i sman of t he decl i ne of Amer i can empi r e. The f at al l oss, t hat i s, wi t h t he
unmaski ng of t he myt h of communi st hegemony of t he pr i vi l eged obj ect of
sacr i f i ci al vi ol ence- t he mi met i c "Ot her " - whi chper f ormed t he honor i f i c r el i -
gi ous f unct i on of scapegoat f or t he bur nout of t heAmer i canmi nd.
But not f or l ong. As a dazzl i ng symbol of t he t r i umph of al t er i t y, a gr eat

magnet i c shi f t of pol i t i cal f i el ds t akes pl ace, wi t h an i nst ant mut at i on of East /
West conf l i ct t o anewcol dwar of Nor t hagai nst Sout h. TheGul f War , t hat i s, as
af i el dof sacr i f i ci al vi ol ence f or t hevi ol ent r egener at i onof Amer i canpol i t i cs, and
f or r eaf f i rmi ng f ai t h i n t he equi val ence of f r eedomand t echnol ogy- t he ci vi l
r el i gi on of Amer i ca. What Habermas once descr i bed as t he "gl assy backgr ound
i deol ogy" of t echnol ogy nowmut at es i nt o t hegui di ngpr i nci pl eof t he vaunt ed
" newwor l dor der : " Geor geBush' s t ermf or t hecomi ngt obeof Hegel ' s uni ver sal
and homogenous st at e under t hehegemoni c si gn of t het echnol ogi cal dynamo.
TheGul f War , t her ef or e, asagr i sl y r epl ayof t hemedi eval cr usades . Af i nal war

i n whi ch, as t he Fr ench t heor i st Paul Vi r i l i o st at es i n Pur e War , t her e i s a
conj unct i onof t heHol yWar ( of r el i gi ous f undament al i st s) andof t heJust War ( of
t he nucl ear t echni ci ans) .
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Awar whi chcanbe f ought at t hegeogr aphi cal meet i ng- poi nt of t heTi gr i s and
Euphr at es Ri ver s as i f t o emphasi zet hat t hi s i s anepochal dr ama: t hei mmi nent
r ever sal of t he al ways pr oj ect i ve l ogi c of t heWest back t o i t s pr i mal or i gi ns i n
Mesopot ami a. Arel i gi ouswar bet weenVi r i l i o' s " dr omocr at i c"war machi ne, t he
most i nt ensi ve expr essi on possi bl e of t hedr eamof t her at i onal i st eschat ol ogy,
and, i n di st or t ed f orm, t he new"Ot her " of Ar ab nat i onal i sm. Thewor l d' s f i r st
pur el y desi gner war : apr omot i onal war machi ne whi chscr i pt s i n advancet he
whol e met ast asi s of vi ol ence as an adver t i si ng campai gn f or t he t echnol ogi cal
i nvi nci bi l i t y, andt hus pol i t i cal necessi t y, of t he " newwor l d or der . "
Thesceneof a f at al decomposi t i oni nwhi chal l of t hepol i t i cal t endenci es f r om

t he past - i deol ogy, power and sacr i f i ce- r ush t owar ds t hei r vi ol ent cl i max i n
pur el y i nver t ed f orm: cyni cal i deol ogy, cyni cal power , and cyni cal sacr i f i ce.
Consequent l y, t he debat es i n I deol ogy andPower i n t heAgeof Leni nt oRui ns
have, beyond t hei r t heor et i cal di vi si ons, a br oader l i t er ar y si gni f i cance as
har bi nger s of t he mai n cont our s of t he ni hi l i st i c pol i t i cs of t he t went y f i r st
cent ur y. Thi r d mi l l eni umpol i t i cs, t her ef or e, not as a t i me of col d seduct i on
ver sus command soci al i sm, but of a newwor l d or der whi ch can be so deepl y
sacr i f i ci al because i t i s al l about t hehar vest i ng of t he ener gi es of t he soci al and
t he non- soci al uni ver ses by t he "dr omocr at i c" war machi ne. At i me of t he
unmaski ngof i deol ogyas domi nat i on, of power as at r ompe- l oei l of t hecyni cal
si gn, and of sacr i f i ceas mi met i c vi ol ence agai nst an "Ot her " whi chhas onl y t he
i r r eal andpr oj ect edexi st ence of a f r enzi ed pol i t i cal f ant asy.
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The' monument s and memor i al s wi t h whi ch l ar ge ci t i es ar e ador ned ar e. . .
mnemi c symbol s. . . Not f ar f r omLondonBr i dgeyou wi l l f i nd a t ower i ng and
mor e moder n col umn, whi ch i s si mpl y known as ' The Monument ' . I t was
desi gned as a memor i al of t he Gr eat Fi r e, whi ch br oke out i n t hat
nei ghbor hood i n 1666 and dest r oyed a l ar ge par t of t he ci t y . . . [ W] hat
shoul dwe t hi nk of a Londoner whoshed t ear s bef or e t he Monument t hat
commemor at es t he r educt i onof hi s bel ovedmet r opol i s t o ashesal t hough
i t has l ong si nce r i sen agai n i n f ar gr eat er br i l l i ance? . . . Yet ever y si ngl e
hyst er i c and neur ot i c behaves l i ke [ t hi s] unpr act i cal Londoner . Not onl y
do t hey r emember pai nf ul exper i ences of t he r emot e past , but t hey st i l l
cl i ngt o t hememot i onal l y; t heycannot get f r ee of t he past and f or i t s sake
t hey negl ect what i s r eal and i mmedi at e .

Mar k Lewi s

I conocl asm

Si gmund Fr eud
Fi ve Lect ur es on Psychoanal ysi s

Cl er i c hol di ngupcr oss, Buchar est , Romani a, 1990

 

Cl er i c hol di ng up cr oss t o Leni n, Buchar est ,
Romani a, 1990

I t i s a f ami l i ar i mage: T11e manof God r ai ses hi s ar ms and i n a ser i es of hi ghl y
symbol i c gest ur es summons up t he f or ce and t r ut h of T11e Fat her . I t i s a
summoni ng up whi ch wi l l ai d i n t he r epar at i on or at onement of a publ i c f or i t s
ear t hl y si ns and, mor e speci f i cal l y, t he sacr i l eges whi ch, i n moment s of madness
and hal l uci nat or y bl i ndness, t hat publ i c has i nf l i ct ed on t he ver y i mage of God.
Her e, t hen, i s j ust such amoment .
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He l i f t s hi s hand, and, i n a gest ur e somewhat denuded of ser i ousness by i t s
appr opr i at i on wi t hi n t he Dr acul a f i l mgenr e, hol ds up a cr oss, a def i ant and
def ensi ve gest ur e agai nst somet hi ng whi ch of f ends . But t hi s gest ur e. . . agai nst
what ? . . . Agai nst whom? The f r amewi dens, r eveal i ng t hat t he danger t o whi ch
al l t hese vi sual hi st r i oni cs ar e addr essed i s, i n f act , awor k of ar t , a br onze met al
st at ue t hat , unt i l r ecent l y, occupi ed Pi at i a Sci nt el i i n t he cent er of Buchar est ,
Romani a. I t appear s t hat our manof Godi sgest ur i ng at op t he gi ant gr ani t epl i nt h
whi chonl y moment s bef or e, hadbeen t he baseuponwhi chVl adi mi r I l i chLeni n
( an Ant i chr i st as i t t ur nsout ) hadst ood. Looki ng out anddownupont he ` publ i cs'
of Buchar est , Leni n' s monument al i t y wasa si gn of t he ver y power of i nscr i pt i on,
of t he power of t he symbol i c . i n t he pr oduct i on of pol i t i cal economi es . I have
spokenof Leni n' s r emoval , but i t i smor epr oper l y, per haps, a cer t ai n i maget hat
i s bei ng r emoved, an i mage i n t he name of whi ch t he cl er i c has been bat t l i ng,
dr awi nguponhi s ownsubst ant i al r egi st er of t heol ogi cal i coni c i nscr i pt i ons . And
i n t he cont ext of t hi nki ng about t he nat ur e of " t he publ i c" , i t i swor t h r epeat i ng
t hat what t he cl er i c wi shes us t o aver t our gaze f r omi s awor k of ar t , awor k of
ar t made f r oma cer t ai n met al - br onze- and one t hat f i gur at i vel y depi ct s and
r epr esent s i n r at her compl ex conf i gur at i ons, a man, a pol i t i cal l eader , an
i deol ogy, a l i ber at i on, a t yr anny and, ver y si gni f i cant l y, an absence.
Thi s i mage of t he uncer emoni ous r emoval of a st at ue t hat depi ct s Leni n i s a

f ami l i ar one. Al l over East er nEur opeand t he Sovi et Uni on t oday, publ i cs, ei t her
spont aneousl yor under or der s, ar e r emovi ng i mages of Leni n f r ompubl i c vi ew. z
They ar e smashi ng and mel t i ng down hi s f i gur e or si mpl y t aki ng i t t o a pl ace
wher e i t may not be seen, except by appoi nt ment . I n Buchar est anappoi nt ment
can be made by t hose wi t h an i nt ent i on t o pur chase t he sai d st at ue of Leni n:
t wel ve t ons of Br onze t hat t he mayor , Dan Pr edescu, hopes wi l l f i nd a home i n
t he ' West ' , andbr i ng desper at el y neededhar d cur r ency t o hi s ci t y' s t r easur y . 3 I f
I have t aken up t hat suggest i on, made such an appoi nt ment wi t h Mayor
Pr edescu, i t i s not si mpl y t o f i nd ani r oni c humor i n t he i dea t hat wemi ght pl ace
Leni n upr i ght agai n, her e i n t he West . Rat her i t i s t o t ake advant age of a ver y
par t i cul ar si t uat i on, onewhi ch r epeat s a t r adi t i on t hat goes back at l east as f ar as
t heFr enchRevol ut i on, andwhi ch al l ows us t o t hi nk a l i t t l e about t he st at us and
changi ngmeani ngs of so cal l ed publ i c wor ks of ar t . These ar e wor ks whi ch, as
I have ar gued el sewher e, i nevi t abl y per f ormt he f unct i on of si mul t aneousl y
mar ki ngout andpol i ci ng t he publ i c sher e. 4
By pl aci ng t he st at ue of Leni n i n Oxf or d ( see f oot not e #1) , not onl y amI

r espondi ng di r ect l y t o Mayor Pr edescu' s suggest i on but , i n t he spi r i t of en-
st r angement t hat hi s cunni ng pr oposal woul d seemt o i ncl ude, I amal so aski ng
t hat we consi der t he gener al aut hor i t at i ve pr esence of publ i c monument s and
of f i ci al publ i c ar t - - consi der , t hat i s, quest i ons of permanence, commemor at i on
and vi si bi l i t y.
The move i s si mpl e but al so a l i t t l e noi sy. The st at ue t hat i n one sense,

communi cat es t he pr esence of an ' al i en' ( a Russi an) and an al i en i dea ( Commu-
ni sm) , l ooks aut hor i t at i ve i n anabsur d sor t of way. I t i s per haps i n t he di st ur bi ng
space t hat t he st at ue' s di spl acement opens up, t hat we mi ght begi n t o see- as i f
f or t he f i r st t i me and i n t he absence of any i ndi genous r evol ut i on-wor ks t hat
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haveper f ormed si mi l ar cont r adi ct or y pr oj ect sher ei n Engl and, her ei nwhat Dan
Pr edescu cal l s t heWest .

I havement i oned r evol ut i on, or at l east t he absence of one i n Engl and. I have
donesobecause as amot i f i t i s cr uci al t omy di scussi on of publ i c ar t , speci f i cal l y
wi t h r egar d t o t he l at t er ' s r emoval , dest r uct i on and di spl acement . Revol ut i ons,
r ebel l i ons, upr i si ngs, even t er r or i sms : each gi ves t o publ i c wor ks a par t i cul ar
vi si bi l i t y, one t hat asRober t Musi l has not ed, i s of t en deni edt hemat ot her t i mes .

Themost st r i ki ng f eat ur e of monument s i s t hat you do not not i ce t hem.
Ther e i s not hi ng i n t he wor l d as i nvi si bl e as monument s . Li ke a dr op of
wat er on an oi l - ski n, at t ent i on r uns down t hemwi t hout st oppi ng f or a
moment . . .Wecannot say t hat wedo not not i ce t hem; weshoul d say t hat
t hey de- not i ce us, t hey wi t hdr awf r omour senses. s

Thr ee or at or s of t he commune st ood at di f f er ent poi nt s i n t he r ui n and
made speeches . They t r eat ed t he st at ue [ of Napol eon] as t he Emper or
i t sel f , spi t t i ngon hi s f ace, whi l emember s of t he nat i onal guar dhi t hi s nose
wi t h r i f l es . 7 ( My emphasi s)

I f Musi l i s cer t ai n t hat t o pr oduceapubl i c monument of a ' gr eat per son' i s t o
consi gn t hat per son t o obl i vi on, he per haps under - est i mat es t he cont i nued
ef f i cacy of t hemonument i n i t s abi l i t y t o beal waysmor eandl ess t han t he f i gur e
whi ch i t ost ensi bl y r epr esent s. Themonument ' s i nvi si bi l i t y i s a si gn of a si l ent
i nt er pel l at i on, of a subt l e but never t hel ess per vasi ve mar ki ng- out of t he publ i c
r eal maccor di ng t o t he l ogi c of cer t ai n st at i st concer ns . Af t er al l , i s i t not al ways
t he st at e whi ch i nst al l s or permi t s t he i nst al l at i on of ' publ i c' wor ks of ar t ? I f
monument s r emai n si l ent , t hey onl y "de- not i ce us" i nsof ar as t hey become par t
of t he ar chi t ect oni c and semant i c l andscape . As Fr eud poi nt s out i n hi s Fi ve
Lect ur es onPsychoanal ysi s, such a l andscape wi l l cont i nue t o beadet ermi nant
pr oducer of i dent i f i cat i on and memor y . 6
When t her e i s a cr i si s i n t he r eal m of t he soci al - a r evol ut i on or pol i t i cal

upr i si ng- t hen t he symbol i c r eal m, of whi ch publ i c ar t i s par t becomes t he
subj ect of a cer t ai n r e- eval uat i on. Whi l e we mi ght i ndeed hesi t at e bef or e con- '
cl udi ng t hat t he r emoval and dest r uct i on of ' hat ed' monument s i s t he onl y
possi bl e cr i t i cal r e- eval uat i on of t he semi ot i cs of publ i c st at uar y, we need t o
acknowl edge t hat t he vi si bi l i t y whi ch i naugur at es such an at t ack i s a pr e-
r equi si t e f or any at t empt t o r e- i nt er pr et and i nt er vene wi t hi n t hi s ar ea of t he
symbol i c r eal m. Cl ear l y, t he i mpul se t o at t ack anddest r oy publ i c wor ks i s par t
of a gener al at t ack on t he cont i nued pr esence of t he si gns of ananci en r egi me.
I t i s conf i rmat i on al so t hat i n moment s of ' madness' , publ i cs wi l l t r eat monu-
ment s andpubl i c wor ks of ar t as i f t hey wer e t he act ual l eader s t hemsel ves, as
i f br onze ef f i gi es wer e l i t er al ext ensi ons of Ki ngs' bodi es . I n a r epor t f r om1871
ont he dest r uct i on of t heVendomeCol umn, f or i nst ance, TheLondonI l l ust r at ed
News gave t hi s account of what happened af t er t he col umnwas f el l ed :

The Hungar i an cr owds i n Budapest i n 1956, may have f el t t hat t hey wer e
l i t er al l y at t acki ng St al i nhi msel f as t heysmasheda st at ue of hi m, eachcr ackof t he
hammer on met al and st one at once pr oduci ng a del i ci ous and mur der ous
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vi car i ous pl easur e. Wi t hout wi shi ng t o subt r act f r omwhat was t he er upt i on of
a popul ar wi l l by somepubl i cs, I woul d l i ke t o r emar k t hat at some l evel , such
a t heol ogi cal bel i ef i n t he i mage, i n i t s di vi ni t y, conf i rms t he i deol ogy of t he
"Ki ng' s Two Bodi es . " ' Thi s i deol ogy has enabl ed despot s t o r epr esent t hem-
sel ves as bei ng at one wi t h t hei r i mage, an i mage t hat mar ks t he Ki ng' s hi st or y
as at once secul ar and spi r i t ual , of t he ear t h and of t he et er nal . For t heKi ng or
Emper or , hi s i mage i s not so much a r epr esent at i on, but const i t ut es hi s ver y
publ i c embodi ment . The i mage i s hi spower . To def ace hi s i mage i s t o def ace
hi m; a knockwi t hahammer i s i n some sense par t of t hesame economywhi ch
i nci t es t he bel i ever whowoul d r at her genuf l ect . Up t o a poi nt per haps. Thi s
anyway i s t he par adoxi cal t r ap whi ch t he Romani an cl er i c unwi t t i ngl y f i nds
hi msel f i n: He hol ds up hi s cr oss, not t o Leni n hi msel f , but t o an i mage whi ch
t hr eat ens t o ser i ousl yundermi nehi sownrel at i onshi p t o " t he i mage" , ar el at i on-
shi p t hat pi vot s ar ound t he cl er i c' s r i ght t o i nt er pr et i mages and t o j udget hei r
aut hent i ci t y ( accor di ng t o t hel aws of God) . Ul t i mat el y we mi ght concl ude t hat
what of f ends t he cl er i c i n Buchar est , i s not so much t hat t he st at ue of Leni n
r epr esent s an ant i - Chr i st i an cur r ent t hat t hr eat ens t he chur ch' s sur vi val ( whi ch,
of cour se, i n some sense i t does) , but r at her t hat Leni n, l i ke any " t wo bodi ed"
r ul er or Ki ng whohas become synonymous wi t h hi s own i mage, t hr eat ens t o
di sr upt t hever y economy of t he i magewhi ch gui des t he chur ch' s t heol ogi cal
bel i ef i n aut hent i ci t y. For i f Leni n i s hi s i mage, t hen t hi s can onl y de- val ue t he
equi val ence whi chGod hi msel f i s supposed t o enj oywi t h Hi s i mage.
Thi smayseemar at her per i pher al poi nt , i nsof ar as i t i s not necessar i l y cl er i cs

whoar eover seei ng t her emoval of wor ks of publ i c ar t t oday, but r at her angr yand
r ebel l i ous publ i cs who qui t e r i ght l y desi r e t o have a say ( al bei t somet i mes
t hr oughsi mpl e act s of negat i on) i nt hesemi ot i cs of " t hei r " publ i c space. I n so f ar
as t hey ar e act i ng on t hat desi r e, we coul d t ent at i vel y say t hat t he at t empt s t o
r emove and smash cer t ai n wor ks of ar t , ar e as much apar t of t hepr oj ect of a
publ i c ar t as t he di scr et e obj ect s t hemsel ves . Al t houghwemayquest i on t he ne-
cessi t y, or pr ogr essi veness of a ` vandal i sm' whi ch dest r oys wor ks t hat dur i ng
moment s of soci al andpol i t i cal cr i si smayal r eadybei n t hepr ocess of havi ngt hei r
meani ngs t r ansf ormed, t hese dest r uct i ve act s ar e i nscr i bed wi t hi n t he wor ks as
apot ent i al f r omt hemoment t hat t hey ar ecommi ssi oned andpubl i cl y i nst al l ed.
Thewor ks' i nst al l at i on and dest r uct i on shar e t he same economy. What f al l s
out si de t hat economyanddi sr upt s i t , ar eunf or eseen appr opr i at i ons of publ i c ar t
wor ks i mmedi at el y f ol l owi ng t he demi se of t he ver y power t hat t hese wor ks
wer e meant t o r e- pr esent . St al i n' s boot s, r emai ned as t he cont ai ner f or t he
Hungar i an f l ag i n 1956; I n Leni ngr adi n 1918, t he i nscr i pt i ons on many st at ues
wer e al t er ed t o r ef l ect t her evol ut i onar y moment . That such appr opr i at i ons and
semi ot i c di sr upt i ons can occur , suggest s t hat t her e i s mor e t han one possi bl e
f ut ur e f or t he publ i c wor k of ar t " af t er t he f al l " of t he anci en r egi me.
The r eason f or my quest i oni ngt hest at us of agest ur eof pur e negat i on of t he

i mage, i s si mpl y t o t r y and under st and t heext ent t owhi ch such an i conocl asm
canunwi t t i ngl y, and agai nst i t s ownbest i nt ent i ons, di spl ay an i mmenser espect
f or t he i mage. Andf ur t her , howt hr oughan act of dest r uct i on, t hepower of t he
i mage, t he power of publ i c st at uar y t o cont r ol and def i ne t hepubl i c r eal mmay
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par adoxi cal l y be conf i r med. Two f or ms of negat i on need t o be di st i ngui shed,
t wodi f f er ent or chest r at i ons, i f youl i ke, of amass i conocl asmwi t h r espect t o t he
r evol ut i onar y andpost - r evol ut i onar y moment . Ont heonehand, ar e seemi ngl y
spont aneousact i onsof var i ouspubl i cs as t heyvent t hei r anger andf r ust r at i on on
t hevi si bl e si gns of power of an anci en r egi me. St al i n' s desecr at i on i n Budapest
can be under st ood i n t hi s cont ext , as can t he def acement of t he st at ue of
Dzhi r zhi nsky by st udent s i n War saw. 9 On t he ot her hand, ar e t he pl anned
r emoval s of t hear t and i mages of t heol d pol i t i cal r egi me, wher e " r evol ut i onar y"
gover nment sor der t hei r dest r uct i on. I nPol and t oday, t heSol i dar i t y gover nment
has been over seei ngsuchapr ogr amof r emoval anddest r uct i onTheLeni nst at ue
i n Romani awas al so r emovedby st at e or der .

 

.
Wecanspecul at e t hat t he i conocl asmof ar t ' s or der l y r emoval embodi es mor e

of a r espect f or t he i mage t han does a publ i c' s spont aneous dest r uct i on. An
i nevi t abl e consequence of such a r espect mi ght be t he er ect i on of yet mor e
per manent st at ues andmonument s, t hei r ' cont ent s' di f f er i ng per haps, but t hei r
f or mal pr eci si onr emai ni ngmuch t hesame. Andi s not t he f at e of such car ef ul and
' t hought l ess' f or mal pr eci si on, pr eci sel y t he cont i nui t y of publ i c ar t ' s t er r or , i t s
" Ar chi t ect ur e of Fear " ? Thi s may be al i t t l e pessi mi st i c, per haps, but l et us wat ch
t her e- or gani zat i on of Pol and, f or i nst ance, t o see i f i n f act t oday' s l eader s i n t he
f i ght agai nst Communi smdo not event ual l y r est t hei r bul ks, br onze cast on
gr ani t e.

The quest i on of r espect ( f or t he i mage) and howi t i s i nvest ed ver y di f f er ent l y
i n t he t wo f or ms of r emoval ( as wel l as dest r uct i on/ modi f i cat i on) t hat I have
pr oposed, l eads ver y di r ect l y t o acr i t i cal consi der at i on of t hevar i ous ar gument s
t hat ar eof t enmade f or t her et ent i onandconser vat i on of publ i c monument s and
ot her wor ks of ar t . Thesear e ar gument s t hat ar epr edi cat ed on an assumpt i on
t hat awor k' s meani ngcanchange- t hat t hesemant i c char ge of awor k f r omt he
past wi l l be di f f er ent once i t has been r e- appr ai sed and di spl aced wi t hi n t he
symbol i c or gani zat i onof t hepost - r evol ut i onar y st at e. But howi s t hat r e- appr ai sal
and di spl acement accompl i shed? I t i s, as I suggest edabove, pr i mar i l y because
t hat possi bi l i t y i s al r eady cont ai nedwi t hi n t hewor k f r omt he st ar t , becauset he
wor k wi l l never be t he si mpl e r epr esent at i on of i t s subj ect , no mat t er how
i mpor t ant or t r i vi al t he l at t er maybe.

Theaxi s of vi si bi l i t y- i nvi si bi l i t y i s t hedet er mi nant f i el dacr osswhi cht hepubl i c
wor k of ar t exact s i t s di f f er ent meani ngs . I n t hi s r espect , i t i s ext r emel y si mi l ar
t o t he pr ocess Fr euddescr i bed and named f et i shi sm. Li ke t he f et i sh, t hepubl i c
wor k of ar t ser ves ( at l east ) t woends, t he one ul t i mat el yunder mi ni ngt heot her .
The monument cover s up cr i mes agai nst t he publ i c i n so f ar as i t i s abl e t o
t empor ar y' smot her ' t hepossi bi l i t y of r emember i ngspeci f i c hi st or i esi n t er ms of
t hevi ol ence t hat engender ed t hem; i t i nst eadcommemor at es a hi st or y or event
i n t er ms of a per ni ci ous her oi sm or nat i onal i sm. But at t he same t i me, t he
monument exi st s asaper pet ual mar ker , ar emi nder of t hosever y cr i mes . I t waves
ar edf l ag, so t o speak, on t hesi t e of i t s r epr essi ons. Andwhent hesymbol i c or der
i s t hr own i nt o cr i si s- r evol ut i on or t er r or i sm- t hepubl i c monument ' s semant i c
char ge shi f t s andt hewor k becomes l ess her oi c i n f or mbut r at her begi ns t o t ake
on t hechar act er i st i cs of ascar - l i t er al l y aper manent monument t o t he or i gi nal
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cr i me( s) . Thi s may be as good a r eason as any f or t he r et ent i on of at l east some
wor ks- per haps wor kedon, per haps di spl aced somewhat af t er t hedemi se of t he
r egi mes r esponsi bl e f or t hei r er ect i on. That i s t he ar gument , f or i nst ance, of
Sami r Al - Khal i l , i nhi s di scussi on of t hepossi bl e f ut ur e of t he Vi ct or yMonument
i n Baghdad af t er SaddamHussei n i s over t hr own or di es . ' o
Geor gesBat ai l l e hadmuch t o say about t hi s i dea of t he r epr essi on of soci al l i f e

by monument s . He wr ot e mor e speci f i cal l y about ar chi t ect ur e, but i n t he
f ol l owi ng quot e, we can al so det ect t he f i gur e of t he st one or br onze st at ue:
st andi ng upr i ght and phal l i c, pr et endi ng t o guar d t he publ i c space when i t i n
act ual f act , i t bot h const i t ut es t hat space and si mul t aneousl y demands t hat we
f or get by what means t he l at t er ' s publ i ci t y i s obt ai ned.

The i deal soul of soci et y, t hat whi ch has t he aut hor i t y t o commandand
pr ohi bi t , i s expr essed i n ar chi t ect ur al composi t i ons pr oper l y speaki ng.
Gr eat monument s ar eer ect ed l i ke di kes, opposi ngt hel ogi c andmaj est yof
aut hor i t y agai nst al l di st ur bi ng el ement ' s. . . I t i s obvi ous i n f act , t hat soci al
monument s i nspi r e soci al pr udence and even r eal f ear . The t aki ng of t he
Bast i l l e i s symbol i c of t hi s st at e of t hi ngs: i t i s har d t o expl ai n t hi s cr owd
movement ot her t han by t he ani mosi t y of t he peopl e agai nst t he monu-
ment s t hat ar e t hei r r eal mast er s . "

Apubl i cmonument whi ch l i ke ar chi t ect ur ei s t o someext ent t he i mageof t he
soci al or der , guar ant ees, - even i mposes t hat ver y or der . Far f r omexpr essi ng t he
soul of soci et y, monument s t hen, t o par aphr ase Deni s Hol l i er , smot her soci et y,
st op i t f r ombr eat hi ng.

Revol ut i on

`Revol ut i onar y' and i mmedi at el y ' post - r evol ut i onar y' soci et i es have been
f or ced t odeal wi t ht her epr esent at i ons of i t spr e- r evol ut i onar y hi st or y ar t i cul at ed
t hr oughpubl i car t . I nFr ance, t her ewer e f i er ce debat esoverwhat wast o happen
t o t he publ i c wor ks of t he Royal i st r egi me f ol l owi ng t he r evol ut i on of 1789.
At t empt s wer e made t o det ermi ne t owhat ext ent par t i cul ar monument s r epr e-
sent ed t he i deol ogy of t he past , and t o t her ef or e appor t i on a puni shment
commensur at ewi t h t he degr ee of awor k' s cul pabi l i t y. Wor ks of ar t wer ef or ced
t o st and t r i al . As was t he case wi t h al l ot her mock t r i al s i n post - r evol ut i onar y
Fr ance dur i ng t he per i od of ` t he t er r or ' , t he wor ks wer e of t en execut ed,
dest r oyed bef or e t hey had a chance t o account f or t hemsel ves .
Some revol ut i onar i es ar gued t hat t he ol dmonument s and ot her wor ks of ar t

shoul d beused as t he bui l di ngmat er i al s f or new` r evol ut i onar y' wor ks . And t hi s
i ndeedwas t he i dea t hat or i gi nal l ymot i vat ed t he l oot i ng and dest r uct i on of t he
Royal Tombs at St . Deni s when i t was agr eed t hat al l t he wor ks cont ai ned t her e
shoul dbeused i n t he const r uct i on of a symbol i cmount ai n i n honor of Mar at and
LePel et i er . Ot her pr oj ect s of t hi s nat ur e i nvol ved savi ng somewor ks, or at l east
par t s of t hem, so t hat t hei r r ecogni zabl e f ormcoul d be r ei nt egr at ed wi t hi n new
al l egor i cal pr oj ect s . J . P. B. LeBr un, f or i nst ance, . ar gued t hat Angl er ' s st at ues of
Loui s I I I , hi s wi f e and son, shoul d be saved so t hat t hey coul d be over t ur ned at
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t he f eet of Davi d' s pr oj ect f or The Col ossus of t he Peopl e Sover ei gn. He al so
suggest ed t hat t he l ef t f oot of t he st at ue of Loui s Nf r omt he pl ace Vendome be
saved i n or der t o "Conser ve t hepr opor t i ons of t hesemonument s, whi ch, when
pl aced besi de t heFr ench Peopl e, wi l l showt he smal l ness of t hemonument s t o
t hose t hat t hey r egar ded as t he gr eat est . " 12
Ot her s, ar gui ng agai nst t he cont i nued exi st ence i n anyf orm, of any t r aces of

t he ol d ar t and publ i c monument s and par t i ci pat ed i n an or gy of dest r uct i on,
knocki ng down and br eaki ng ever y wor k t hat of f ended t hei r r evol ut i onar y
sensi bi l i t i es . I n t hi s r ampage, t heywer esuppor t ed by successi vel egi sl at ur es and
of f i ci al s . APar i si an pol i ce of f i cer of t he t i me not ed t hat he had hear d: "Com-
pl ai nt s on al l si des t hat t he eyes of pat r i ot s wer e of f ended by t he di f f er ent
monument s bui l t by despot i smi n t he t i me of sl aver y, monument s t hat shoul d
cer t ai nl y not exi st under t he r ei gn of l i ber t y and equal i t y. " 13
When i t was det ai l ed i n t he l egi sl at i ve assembl y t hat t he peopl ewer edest r oy-

i ng br onze st at ues of Henr y I V, Loui s XI I , Loui s X[ Vand Loui s XV, t he assembl y
si mpl y encour aged. t hese act i ons by decl ar i ng t hat " I t i s t hemani f est wi l l of t he
peopl e t hat nomonument cont i nue t o exi st t hat r ecal l s t he r ei gn of t yr anny. . . t he
st at ues i npubl i csquar es i nPar i swi l l be t akenawayandst at ues i n honor of l i ber t y
wi l l r epl ace t hem" . "
I nt o t hi s mi r e of debat e andunpr edi ct abl e act i on st epped t heAbbe Gr egoi r e.

Ant honyVi dl er has pr esent ed Gr egoi r e' spr oj ect of r edeemi ngand savi ngwor ks .
I n t he br i ef summar y t hat f ol l ows I havebor r owed f r omVi dl er ' s publ i shed t ext s
on t hi s subj ect .
Gr egoi r e was a suppor t er of t he r evol ut i on but one who ar gued f or t he

conser vat i on of ol dwor ks of ar t andpubl i c monument s, ont he gr ounds t hat t hey
wer e: " t r ansf ormi ng t he symbol s of oppr essi on i nt o permanent r emi nder s of
t yr anny, f or ci ng t hemt o become a ki nd of permanent pi l l or y" . 15 By usi ng a
r het or i c t hat heknewwoul dbewarml y r ecei ved byt he r evol ut i onar y assembl y,
Gr egoi r e began t o f ormul at e a not i on of what he cal l ed " cul t ur al vandal i sm" , a
ki nd of t hought l ess and dest r uct i ve behavi or t hat was t o be under st ood as
di st i nct f r om, even cont r ar y t o cor r ect or cor r ect i ve r evol ut i onar y behavi or . As
Vi dl er poi nt s out , i t i s cer t ai nl ya par adox t hat t he cul t ur al vandal i smof t he r evo-
l ut i on' s ear l y year s was al so accompani edby an emer gi ng sensi bi l i t y t owar ds a
nat i onal pat r i mony embodi ed i n hi st or i cal and ar t i st i c monument s . I ndeed,
many have not ed t hat f or . t he museumt o r eal l y begi n t o exi st , i t needed
,vandal i sm' : t he museumf ed of f t he f r agment s l ef t behi nd by, and saved f r om,
cul t ur al vandal i sm.

I f Gr egoi r ewas openi ngup an ent i r el y newdi scour se ( on cul t ur al vandal i sm
andon t henecessi t y of museumst o pr ot ect agai nst t he f ormer ) , hi s cont r i but i on
t o t he di scussi on concer ni ng t he necessi t y of conser vi ngwor ks of t he anci en
r egi me was al so par t of hi s at t empt t o evi nce a r ecogni t i on of t he possi bl e
separ at i onof t he symbol i c and pol i t i cal r eal ms. I f hear gued t hat t he ol d st at ues,
f or i nst ance, coul d be used pedagogi cal l y- al bei t bynegat i ve exampl e- hedi d so
pr i mar i l y i n or der t o save t he obj ect s t hemsel ves, obj ect s t hat he mi ght have
bel i eved coul d event ual l y be t ur ned away f r omt hei r t yr anni cal hi st or i es . That i s
t o say, hebel i evedt hat once t hese obj ect s wer e r ecogni zed asno l onger mar ki ng
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out , no l onger smot her i ng a publ i c hi st or y, t hey mi ght t hen t ake t hei r pl ace i n a
museumof ar t and ant i qui t y . Such a museumcoul d ser ve, si mul t aneousl y, t he
nat i on' s need f or nat i onal i sm, di dact i ci smand mor al i mpr ovement . Gr egoi r e
was begi nni ng t o ar t i cul at e a sense of t he di scont i nui t y whi ch over det ermi nes
t he symbol i c r eal mand howt hat di scont i nui t y woul d al ways al r eady be par t of
anymonument ' s hi st or y. I t i s a di scont i nui t y t hat ul t i mat el y i nscr i beswi t hi n t he
wor k an bui l t - i n obsol escence; and i t i s t hi s bui l t - i n obsol escence whi ch wi l l
f i nal l y al l owt hewor k t o be r escuedby a museumwher e i t wi l l t ake i t s pl ace i n
t he nat i onal hi st or y of a count r y, i t s pat r i mony of permanence.

I have st r ayed a l ong way f r omLeni n i n or der t o ar t i cul at e some of t he
cont r adi ct or y i nvest ment s i n t he hi st or i cal i dea of publ i c ar t , of an ar t t hat i s
appar ent l y mor edemocr at i c, mor e of t he peopl e t han any ot her . But as shoul d
be cl ear by now, I amsuggest i ng t hat not onl y i s t hi s ver y f ar f r omt he t r ut h` 6-
t hat publ i c ar t of t eni mposes, subj ect s, t er r or i zes- but t hat a senseof publ i c ar t ' s
' opposi t e' - t he ' pr i vat e' wor ks of t he gal l er y, et c . - emer ges i n par t t hr ough
at t empt s t o save publ i c wor ksf r omt he anger of r evol ut i onar ypubl i cs . Al l of t hi s
t o say t hat we need t o be ver y caut i ous bef or e we assi gn t o a t ype of wor k a
posi t i ve or negat i ve epi t het , si mpl y on t he gr ounds of i t s act ual geogr aphi cal
empl acement . I ndeed, some wor ks, once ' publ i cl y' l ocat ed and t hen pl aced
wi t hi nt he cont ext ual conf i nes of amuseummi ght f i ndt hemsel ves, i nt hei r l at t er
hi st or y, t o be l ess l i ke, r ecal l i ng Bat ai l l e, " di kes, opposi ng t he l ogi c andmaj est y
of aut hor i t y agai nst al l di st ur bi ng el ement s, " andmor e t r ul ypubl i c ( i n t he l i t er al
sense of t he wor d) t han bef or e . Not wi t hst andi ng t hi s pr obl emof posi ng t he
quest i on of a so- cal l ed pr ogr essi ve publ i c ar t , I t hi nk t hat i t i s possi bl e t o suggest
ot her par adi gms, ot her ways of concept ual i zi ngpubl i c ar t AndI canpr oposeone
of t hesenow, t hr ough a r et ur n t o my i ni t i al di scussi on of Leni n hi msel f .

V. I . Leni n

Al l over East er n Eur ope, ever y dayf or somemont hs, ci t i es havebeenover see-
i ng t he r emoval of bust s, st at ues, bas r el i ef s and pi ct ur es of Leni n. These ar e
i mages t hat ar e hat edby many, hat edbecause t heyar e under st oodandper cei ved
as synecdoches f or equal l y despi sed communi st r egi mes . But , of cour se, Leni n
wasal waysmuchmor e t han t hi ssi mpl er epr esent at i on : And t her e i s i ndeedsome
senseof t he i dea of Leni ni smwhi ch sur vi ves t oday, sur vi ves despi t e t hewhol e-
sal e r emoval of hi s publ i c ef f i gi es, sur vi ves t he ver y f act t hat t hese monument s
wer e ever bui l t i n t he f i r st pl ace. Per haps t he r emoval of t hese massi ve monu-
ment s i s not t ot al l y i ncommensur at ewi t h someof t he or i gi nal i deas of Leni n, par -
t i cul ar l y t hose i deashehadabout a r evol ut i onar y publ i car t . Thi s i s not t o say t hat
I t hi nk t hat t he monument s shoul d necessar i l y be r emoved, dest r oyed or
di spl aced ( on t hi s mat t er I can conf ess onl y t o t hemost pr of ound ambi val ence) ,
but what I want t o r ecogni ze i s t hat t heLeni n of 1917- 1918, t he Leni n of "On t he
Monument s of t he Republ i c" " mi ght never have appr oved of t he or i gi nal
er ect i on of t he br onze st at ues, i n Buchar est or el sewher e. - I nsof ar as t hi s
i dea( l i sm) of Leni ncanbe sai d t o be r emember ed t oday, I want t o br i ef l yexami ne
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Leni n' s r el at i onshi p t o t he quest i on of publ i c ar t as i t emer ged dur i ng t he
i mmedi at emont hs af t er t he Oct ober Revol ut i on.
By t he t i me of t he 1917 r evol ut i on, Leni n had al r eady i nsi st ed t hat ar t under

soci al i smshoul dnol onger ser ve t he el i t e of soci et y, " t hose 10, 000 suf f er i ngf r om
bor edomandobesi t y ; i t wi l l r at her ser ve t he 10' sof mi l l i ons of l abour i ngpeopl e,
t he f l ower of t he count r y, i t s f ut ur e" . 1e I n or der t o f ur t her t hi s ai m, Leni n
pr oposedwhat he cal l ed aMonument al Pr opaganda. Thi s was t o beaso- cal l ed
" peopl e' s" ar t , one t hat woul dbecomepar t of ever yday l i f e, assi st i ng i n t he i deo-
l ogi cal shapi ng of a newrevol ut i onar y mass consci ousness . Leni n ar gued t hat
t hi s Monument al Pr opaganda shoul d be pr oduced t hr ough t he posi ng and
i nst al l at i on of sl ogans andot her " qui ckl y execut ed f orms. " Evenmor e i mpor t ant
t o Leni n wer e " t he st at ues- be t hey bust or bas r el i ef s of f i gur es and gr oups . " 19
The st at ues wer e not t o be made of mar bl e, br onze or gr ani t e, but on t he
cont r ar y, wer e t o be ext r emel y modest i n t hei r pr oduct i on, and shoul d t ake
advant age of cheapand r eadi l y avai l abl e mat er i al s such as pl ast er . Leni n f el t t hat
t hese wor ks shoul d r eact t o t he moment , t hat t hei r obj ect i ve was al ways t o
i nst r uct wi t hi n t he cont ext of par t i cul ar cel ebr at i ons. Above al l , wr ot e Leni n,
" Let ever yt hi ng be t empor ar y" 2° . Andwi t h t hesewor ds addr essed t o Lunachar -
sky, Leni n announced t he begi nni ng of a massi ve pr oj ect (muchof i t cent er ed
ar oundMayDay cel ebr at i ons) t o i nst al l dozens of pl ast er st at ues andbust s, each
onecel ebr at i ng a r evol ut i onar y f i gur e or event . Ver yf ewof t hesewor ks sur vi ved
mor et han af ewmont hs, andal most none r emai n i nanyf ormt oday, asLeni nand
t he ar t i st s i nvol ved must have ant i ci pat ed. Some of t he wor ks wer e cr udel y
execut ed, ot her s cr udel y concept ual i zed, whi l e ot her s wer e ext r emel y r adi cal
i nsof ar as t hey chal l enged t he whol e not i on of permanence wi t h r egar ds t o
publ i c monument s andst at uar y. Par t i cul ar l y i nt er est i ng i s Ni kol ai Kol l i ' s TheRed
Wedge Cl eavi ng t heWhi t eBl ock ( 1918) . I n t hi s wor k Kol l i seems t o par ody and
quest i on t he whol e hi st or i cal pr oj ect of t he permanent publ i c monument , a
monument t hat r el i es on t he hei ght and unassai l abi l i t y of a st one pl i nt h f r om
whi ch i t t ower s over t he publ i cs t hat movewi t hi n i t s domai n. Thepl i nt h i s al so
t he si t e of t he of f i ci al i nscr i pt i on, of t he command t o r espect of Ki ng' s and
Di ct at or s . I n pl ast er f orm, what Kol l i i s spl i t t i ng open, i s t he ver y suppor t syst em
of al l monument s . I t seems t o suggest t he absur di t y, wi t hi n t he r evol ut i onar y
cont ext , of er ect i ng yet anot her br onze st at ue on t he physi cal suppor t s of
hi st or i cal l y i nscr i bed t yr anny- t he pl i nt hs t hat have bor n t he wei ght of col d
t er r or .
Thi s wor k by Kol l i was pr oducedwi t hi n t he cont ext of ot her wor ks by ar t i st s

whi chconsi st edi n t empor ar ymodi f i cat i onsandaddi t i ons t o exi st i ng st at ues and
monument s . And i f t he r evol ut i on di d pr oduce i t s f ai r shar e of " cul t ur al vandal -
i sm, " i t i s al so t he case t hat many at t he t i me t hought t hat t hi s . exer ci se of
dest r uct i onwas not onl y unnecessar y, but act ual l y count er - r evol ut i onar y . z' As
t he ar t i st Al exander Bl ok put i t at t he t i me: "Evenwhi l e dest r oyi ngwear est i l l t he
sl aves of our f ormer wor l d: t he vi ol at i on of t r adi t i on i t sel f i s par t of t he same
t r adi t i on. " zz
Not qui t e t he Abbe Gr egoi r e, andper haps not shar i ng hi s ar chi vi st ' s i mper a-

t i ve f or conser vat i on, but never t hel ess, Bl ok' sdemand, hi s per cept i oni s par t and
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par cel of a mor e compl ex and i nt er est i ng appr oach t o t he ar t of t he past .
Mor eover , i t i s anappr oachwhi chI bel i eve i s not at al l cont r ar y t o Leni n' s own
desi r e t hat cont empor ar y publ i c wor ksbe t empor ar y.

Mi l i t ar y Met al

Many of our monument s andpubl i c wor ks of ar t ar emade f r ommet al . Met al
i s col d t o t ouch. Thi s i s amet aphor t hat on cl oser i nspect i on const ant l y envel ops
t hedescr i pt i on of l eader s, nowbr onze cast or engr aved i n met al , uni mpeachabl e
i n t hei r aut hor i t y. I t i s a met aphor t hat qui t e l i t er al l y f ormal i zes t he cl ose
associ at i on of met al f i gur es wi t ht hecol dt er r or t hey canal ways summonup. The
t ext of t er r or , i t s col deconomy i s embodi ed, f i gur ed i n t hesur pl us of t heki ng' s
i mage. Whi chi s t osay, wedonot needt o seei t i n or der t osee i t . Met al wi l l al ways
r emi nd us of t hi s absence. Her e i s Pascal :

Thecust omof seei ng ki ngs accompani ed byguar ds, dr ums, of f i cer s andal l
t hose t hi ngs t hat bend t he machi net owar d r espect andt enor causes t hei r
f ace t oi mpr i nt ont hei r subj ect s r espect and t er r or , evenwhent heyappear
by t hemsel ves, becauseonedoesnot separ at e i n t hought t heper sons f r om
t hei r r et i nues wi t h whi ch t hey ar e or di nar i l y seen?3

Not onl y does met al st at uar y havemet aphor i c r esonances wi t h t er r or whi ch
al l owus t o r ecal l unwi t t i ngl y t he i nvi si bl e r et i nues of power , but i n t he ver y
pr oduct i on of br onze f i gur es- t hei r f or gi ng andmoul di ng=t her e i s an i next r i -
cabl e l i nk wi t h t hever y economyof t hemi l i t ar y machi ne. Tr adi t i onal l y, br onze
i s t he mat er i al of guns and canons, andweshoul d not be t he l east bi t sur pr i sed
t hat t he l at t er have of t enbeenmade by mel t i ng downup- r oot edand dest r oyed
publ i c st at ues. z 4 Guns can be made f r ommel t ed st at uar y, but , equal l y publ i c
st at uar y can bepr oduced f r ommel t ed guns . TheVendomeCol umn, er ect ed by
Napol eon t o commemor at et heFr ench vi ct or y at Aust er l i t zzs, wascover edwi t h
425br onze pl aquesmoul dedi n bas- r el i ef whi chdi spl ayedsomeof t he i nci dent s
of t he Aust r i an campai gn. The br onze, whi chwei ghed cl ose t o t wo mi l l i on
pounds, wasobt ai nedbymel t i ngdown 1200 capt ur edAust r i an canons . I n 1871
t he col umn was dest r oyed i n an upr i si ng, and whi l e t hemasonr y was qui ckl y
br okenupandt akenaway by onl ooker s as souveni r s, t he nat i onal guar dkept a
pr ot ect i ve eye on t he br onze pl aques- pl aques whi ch, of cour se, woul d be
ext r emel y val uabl e i f andwhent hey wer e r et ur ned t o t hei r mi l i t ar y f orm.

I woul dl i ke t o t hi nk of Leni n' s demandf or t empor ar i ness, hi s pr oscr i pt i on on
t he use of br onze, as i n some sense, an i nt er vent i on wi t hi n t hi s economy of
mi l i t ar y t er r or . Pl ast er wi l l onl y cr umbl e and t her ef or e pr ove usel ess i n t he
manuf act ur e of i nst r ument s of war ( a cr uci al exi gency, one i magi nes, f or a
count r y sur r ounded byhost i l e f or ces j ust r eadyt o t ur nanyexi st i ng met al agai nst
t her evol ut i on, andi nt hi s cont ext , Kol l i ' s wor kwoul dseemt ohaveapar t i cul ar l y
mat er i al i st r esonance) . I t s use i n t hepubl i c spher e r ecal l s t hemi l i t ar y economy
of st at uar y at t he same t i me as i t di sr upt s i t . I t asks us t o t hi nk l ess about t he
permanence of t hest r uct ur e- i t s appar ent r i ght t o exi st f or ever - andr at hermor e
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about any par t i cul ar wor k' s cont i ngent meani ng, howf or i nst ance t hat wor k
i mposes i t sel f i n a ver y cont r adi ct or y way. Af t er al l , as I suggest ed ear l i er ,
permanent monument s ar e of t en bor n of t er r or and f or ce- t hey ar e l i t er al l y
i mposed, and occupy spaces l i ke an i nvadi ng army- and i t i s not t he l east bi t
sur pr i si ng, t her ef or e, t hat t hei r event ual demi se shoul d r edupl i cat e t hat t er r or ,
bot h i n t he act of dest r uct i on i t sel f and i n t he r e- cycl i ng of t he wor ks i nt o yet
f ur t her i nst r ument s f or subj ect i on.
Ther e ar e many ot her exampl es of pl ast er monument s bei ngused t o addr ess

t hequest i on of mi l i t ar y t er r or . Per haps t hemost f amous onei n r ecent year swas
t he Li ber t y St at ue er ect ed i n Ti anenmi n Squar e i n Chi na. St udent s cr eat ed not
onl y a symbol t hat i n i t s t empor ar i ness cal l ed at t ent i on t o t he ver y spont aneous
andchangi ng nat ur e of t hei r r evol ut i on, but t heyal somadean i r oni c andcr i t i cal
comment ar y on t he t r adi t i on of t he publ i c monument i t sel f . I t was, r ecal l i ng
Leni n, `modest ' and ` qui ckl y execut ed' , and i mpor t ant l y i t al so appear ed t o be
f r omt hewr ong t r adi t i on- ' st at ues of l i ber t y' bei ngso cl osel y associ at edwi t h a
host i l epower . I ndeed, whent hearmyst ormedt hesquar e, one of t he f i r st t hi ngs
i t di dwas t o smash t hest at ue . But , as i t t ur ns out t hest at ue' s r ef er encewas not
so ` al i en' af t er al l . I r oni cal l y, t heRedGuar ds hadsome t went yyear s ear l i er done
pr eci sel y t he same t hi ng when a gr oup of t hemat t acked t he Yel l owFl ower
Cemet er y i nCant on. I n t he Cemet er y wer e t he t ombs of t he 72 mar t yr s of t he
Republ i cof Chi nawhower eki l l edi nt heover t hr owof t heChi ngdynast yi n 1911.
Al ar gemonument t her ehadi nscr i bedt hewor ds " l i ber t y, equal i t yanduni ver sal
l ove. " Near by, t her e wasal so a st at ue of t heGoddess of Li ber t y. Bot h t he st at ue
and t he monument wer e vi ol ent l y dest r oyed by t he guar ds who coul d not
under st and t hat l i ber t y was not a concept bor n of capi t al i sm. 26 Per haps t he
pl ast er r ecal l at Ti anenmi n Squar e of t hat ear l i er moment of dest r uct i on was
uni nt ent i onal , even l ar gel y unnot i ced. However , cont ext ual i si ng i t hi st or i cal l y
mi ght hel p undermi ne any easy appr opr i at i on of t he st udent s' st at ue by t he
f or ces on t he r i ght , whoar e equal l y unabl e t o under st and t hat l i ber t y i s not a
concept bor nof capi t al i sm. 27

I mpermanence

I have st r ayed a l ong way f r omBuchar est , and I have done so i n or der t o
cont ext ual i set hepr obl emof publ i car t whi chi s f or egr ounded wi t h t her emoval
of t he st at ue of Leni n. I have onl y beenabl e t o ver y schemat i cal l y out l i ne some
of t he mor e obvi ous semant i c and i deol ogi cal i nvest ment s i n t he ar t of publ i c
monument s, but i t i s t hese i nvest ment s whi ch I bel i eve publ i c ar t t oday must
bot h exami ne and pr obl emat i se. Per haps a t r ul y publ i c ar t woul d be one t hat
al l owed di f f er ent publ i cs t o make t hei r ( t empor ar y) mar ks on what Bat ai l l e has
cal l ed t he f asci st or gani zat i on of publ i c l i f e . Thesewor ksmi ght t hen at t empt t o
gi ve ai r t o what t he st at i st i nst al l at i ons have wor ked so har d and ef f ect i vel y t o
smot her . The par adox i s t hat as soon as t hese wor ksbecome permanent , t hey
t end t o become t hever yobj ect s whi cht heywer e i nt ended t o i nt er veneagai nst .
Thi s i s per haps whywe need t o r e- i nvent eachwor k, each publ i c, i n or der t o
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Ni kol ai Kol l i : TheRedWedgeCl eavi ng t heWhi t eBl ock( 1918)

make t hear t answer abl e t o successi ve publ i cs . Thi s r e- i nvent i on t hough, woul d
ask of us somet hi ng bot h mor e ambi t i ous and subt l e t han t he si mpl e negat i on
t hat dest r uct i on i mpl i es .
The st at ues and ot her publ i c monument s whi ch unt i l ver y r ecent l y had

occupi ed t he st r eet s and ci vi c squar es of East er n Eur ope, wer e t he r emai nder s
of a pr oj ect whi ch had def i ed Leni n' s own under st andi ng of publ i c ar t . " Let
ever yt hi ng be t empor ar y, " he demanded. Yet i t t ook t he ci t i zens of Buchar est
some t hi r t y year s bef or e t hey had t he r i ght t o r emove t hecl umsy br onze st at ue
of Leni n whi chhad i mposed i t sel f upon t he ci t y and i t s publ i cs.28
Agai nst t hi s mot i f of permanence andmet al , of col dness andt er r or , I woul d

ar gue t hat i t mi ght be mor e usef ul , at l east f or t hemoment , t o t akeup Leni n' s
demand f or t empor ar i ness . Whi l e I r ecogni ze t hat t hi s mi ght seemt o consi gn
cont empor ar yr adi cal wor k t o obl i vi on( as ` hi st or i cal ' publ i c wor ks cont i nuedt o
exi st under t hegui seof i nvi si bi l i t y, I donot bel i eve t hat t hi s i s necessar i l y cause
f or concer n. Ont heonehand, quest i ons of permanenceanddur abi l i t y cannever
r eal l y be par t of a r adi cal pr oj ect . For an ambi t i on of permanency woul d al ways
f ai l t o r ecogni ze t he ver y mut abi l i t y and ent i r el y ar bi t r ar y const i t ut i on of ar t ' s
publ i cs . Publ i c ar t i s l i t er al l y an ar t cr eat i ng apubl i c, an ar t cr eat i ng soci et y- one
t hat mayor maynot becommensur at e wi t h any r eal bodyof peopl e i n ar eal t i me
or pl ace. On t heot her hand, t hewor k of r esear ch, hi st or i ogr aphy andconnoi s-
seur shi p wi l l cont i nue never t hel ess : t her e ar e r ecor ds, phot ogr aphs, t ext s,
wi t ness account s, somet i meseven t heact ual obj ect s . As t heear l yst r eet ar t of t he
Russi anRevol ut i on demonst r at es: permanent br onzewor ks t heymaynot bebut
t he r ecor d of t hei r i nt er vent i ons, what Gr egoi r e mi ght have cal l ed t hei r i nevi -
t abl e di dact i c pr esence, l i ves on.
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I n t he spi r i t of t hi s obser vat i on I want t o t ake one l ast l ook at t hi s pi ct ur eof
Leni nbei ngr emoved, an i magewhi chst ands, I suppose, as a r ecor d of apubl i c
ar t pr oj ect t hat has nowent er ed a di f f er ent ( per haps t ermi nal ?) st age i n i t s
hi st or y. When I f ast sawt hi s i mage, I was st r uck wi t h a cer t ai n sadness, f or i t
seemed t o say somet hi ngabout t he i mpossi bi l i t y of al t er nat i ve f ormsof or gani -
zat i on, t he i mpossi bi l i t yof f i ndi ngawayt ot hi nkof t he i mpor t ance of bot h Leni n
andhowsomeof hi s i deasmi ght havebeen r epr esent eddi f f er ent l y. For af t er al l ,
muchwasmade of t hest at ue' s r emoval i n t heWest , andt he event was used t o
dr amat i c ef f ect as a denouement t o t he hi st or y of Communi sm.z 9Ther e was,
however , somet hi ng about t hi s pi ct ur e whi chmademe recal l anot her i mage.
Theef f i gy of Leni n bei ngr emovedby acr ane bor e ast r ong f ormal r esembl ance
t o t hedr awi ngby El Li ssi t zky ent i t l edADesi gnf or aRost r umf or Leni n ( 1920-
24) . Li ssi t zky' s i mage woul d seemt o be a r emi nder of t he or i gi nal r adi cal
i mpul ses t hat mot i vat edacer t ai n i dea of publ i c ar t , an i deawhi chI have t r i ed t o
associ at ewi t h t hename of Leni n, but i t coul dal so st andas aki nd of por t ent i on
of t he i nevi t abl e met al wor k t o come.

Coda

Ther ear e t woi mpor t ant ar easwhi char e i nt egr al t o anydi scussi on on t he i dea
of publ i c ar t and whi ch I have har dl y even t ouched upon i n t hi s paper . Fi r st l y,
t her e i s, of cour se, t he quest i on of di f f er ence as i t i s obt ai ned t hr ough t he
per f ormat i ve f unct i on of t hewor ks t hemsel ves . Li t er al l y, t her e ar e t he t ypi cal
di vi si ons of l abour whi ch or gani ze t he cont ent s of wor ks and t hei r l ocat i ons.
Sexual i t y andr ace ar e cr uci al t o anunder st andi ngof t hese i deol ogi cal di vi si ons
of l abour . For i nst ance, whet her a st at ue i s of amanor awoman, whet her t hat
sexed f i gur e bear s a name and a hi st or y or whet her i t i s si mpl y ` gener i c' ar e
consi der at i ons of some i mpor t ance. Si mi l ar l y, acol oni al hi st or yof Eur ope, f or i n-
st ance, coul dbe t r aced si mpl y t hr oughamappi ngof wher e publ i c monument s
wer e pl aced and howandwhen t hey wer e r emoved. I n t hi s paper I have been
unabl e t o i ncl ude any det ai l ed di scussi on of t hese cr uci al di f f er ences si mpl y
because of what I f el t t o be t he necessi t y t o r espond di r ect l y t o a par t i cul ar
hi st or i cal and pol i t i cal event . I do exami ne t he quest i on of sexual and col oni al
di f f er ence wi t h r espect t o publ i c ar t and publ i c monument s i n a f or t hcomi ng
paper ent i t l ed Publ i cDr eams andPubl i c Wounds
Thesecond ar ea t hat needs t o bedeal t wi t h i s t he quest i on of t he r epr esent a-

t i on of t hepubl i cwor k andi t s al l egor i cal f ut ur e . For i f i nt hi s paper I havear gued
t hat wor ks of ar t have become t he subj ect s of a deep r age and anger and have
t her ef or ebeenat t acked andof t endest r oyed, i t i s al so t he case t hat t heseat t acks
have become t he subj ect s of wor ks of ar t t hemsel ves . Not onl y ar e t her e r eal
event s depi ct ed( suchas t hef el l i ng of t heVendomeCol umn) , but t her e i sawhol e
genr e of wor kswhi ch have ei t her ant i ci pat ed, i nci t ed or si mpl y pr ovi ded t he
al l egor i cal backgr ound f or t hi s t ype of semi ot i c di st ur bance of t hepubl i c space.
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El Li ssi t zky: ADesi gn f or aRost r umf or Leni n ( 1920- 24)
Phot o: Mar k Lewi s
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Not es
1 .

 

Thi s paper i s based ona t al k gi ven f or t he symposi umAr t Cr eat i ng Soci et y or gani zed by
St ephen Wi l l at s at TheMuseumof Moder n Ar t , Oxf or d Engl and i nJune 1990. For t he
exhi bi t i on t hat accompani ed t hi s symposi um, I i nst al l ed i n t he st r eet s of Oxf or d a 1/ 3
scal e pl ast er model of t he st at ue of Leni n t hat was r ecent l y r emoved f r omBuchar est ,
Romani a. Thanks t oJef f Br andt f or r esear ch andbui l di ng assi st ance . Ast at ue of Leni n
was al so i nst al l ed near t he par l i ament bui l di ngs i i n Quebec Ci t y i n November 1990.
Si mi l ar st at ues wi l l be i nst al l ed publ i cl y i n Mont r eal andTor ont o i n 1991.

2.

 

Ot her count r i es ar e al so t aki ng par t i n t hi s r eor gani zat i on of t hei r publ i c ar t . For
i nst ance, Sout hYemenwhi ch r ecent l y mer gedwi t h Nor t hYemen, has under t aken t o
r emove al l i t s Leni ns by t heendof t he year .

3.

 

Thi s i nf or mat i onwas ascer t ai ned dur i ng a phone cal l t ot heMayor ' s of f i ce i nMay of t hi s
year .

4.

 

See my " Technol ogi es of Publ i c Ar t , " Vanguar d Vol ume 16, No. 5 ( Vancouver ,
November 1987) . Al so " The Publ i c I magi nar y, " byMar k Lewi s, Jani neMar chessaul t and
Andr ewPayne, Par achut e48 ( Mont r eal , Oct ober 1987) andmy " Phot ogr aphy, Democ-
r acy andt he Publ i c Body, " Par achut e 55 ( Mont r eal , August , 1989) .

5.

 

Rober t Musi l , as quot ed by Mar i na War ner i n her book Monument s. and Mai dens
( London: Pi cador , 1987) .

6.

 

Si gmundFr eud, Fi ve Lect ur es on Psychoanal yst s, NewYor k : W. W. Nor t on.
7.

 

TheI l l ust r at edLondon News ( May 27, 1871) .
8.

 

E. H. Kant or owi cz, The Ki ng' s Two Bodi es ( Pr i ncet on : Pr i ncet on Uni ver si t y Pr ess,
1957) . Al so f or an i nt er est i ng cr i t i que as wel l as compl ement ar y t ext see Loui s Mar i n,
Por t r ai t of t he Ki ng ( London: Macmi l l an Pr ess, 1988) .

9.

 

Dzhi r zhi nsky, a Pol i sh ci t i zen who was t he f ounder of t he Sovi et secr et pol i ce, was
monument al i sed i n met al i n what used t o be cal l ed Dzhi r zhi nsky Squar e ( Nowcal l ed
Bank Squar e) . I n a cel ebr at ed i nci dent , st udent s cl i mbed up t he st at ue and- pai nt ed i t s
hands r ed. TheGover nment l at er or der ed t he r emoval of t he st at ue.

10. TheVi ct or y Monument i n Baghdadconsi st s of a pai r of si xt y f oot ar ms whi chhol d t wo
swor ds t hat cr oss over Vi ct or y Squar esome 140f eet i nt he ai r . Thear ms ar e br onze cast .
f r omt he act ual ar ms of Pr esi dent SaddamHussei n. Hussei n' s f i st s emer ge f r omt wo
heaps of hel met s, each hel met f r omadead I r ani an sol di er , wi t h bul l et hol es t hat ar e
st ai ned wi t h t he bl ood of expl odi ng heads . Sami r al - Khal d has suggest ed t hat t he
monument be r et ai ned so t hat i t canst and as a r emi nder of t hef ear andt yr annybr ought
on byt hemegal omani a of Hussei n. al - KhaBl r emi nds us t hat t he West wer e f ar t oo hast y
i nt hei r dest r uct i on of f asci st publ i c ar t af t er t hef al l of t he 3r d Rei ch. SeeSami r Al Khal i l ' s
Rear Wi ndow: The Ar chi t ect ur e of Fear , a document ar y f or Channel 4 Tel evi si on
( Engl and) ; pr oduced by Tar i q Al l f or BandungPr oduct i ons Lt d.

11 .

 

Geor ges Bat ai l l e, " Ar chi t ect ur e, " Document s, no. 2, May 1929 ( OC1: 171) . As quot ed i n
Deni s Hol l i er , Agai nst Ar chi t ect ur e; The Wr i t i ngs of Geor gesBat ai l l e ( Cambr i dge: MI T
Pr ess, 1989) Af t er quot i ng t hi s passage f r omBat ai l l e, Hol l i er suggest s t hat we onl y have
t o l ook at cont empor ar y ' gover nment i deas' on monument al i t y t o r eal i ze t hat Bat ai l l e
was not ' j umpi ng t o concl usi ons . ' Hol l i er f i nds t hi s exampl e i n Le Moddei n May 1973
f r omt he t hen Mi ni st er of Cul t ur al Af f ai r s, Maur i ce Dr uon:
I amconvi nced t hat oneof t her easons f or what we cer t ai nl ymust cal l ur bandecadence
r esul t s f r omt he absence i n our ci t i es of t empl es, pal aces, st at ues, or anyt hi ng t hat
r epr esent s t he super i or f aci l i t i es of human bei ngs : , f ai t h, t hought and wi l l . An ur ban
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ci vi l i zat i on' s vi t al i t y i s measur edper haps byt hepr est i gi ousmonument s i t i s capabl e of
er ect i ng.

12. See Cl audet t e Houl de ( edi t or ) , I mages of t heFr ench Revol ut i on, ( Quebec: MuseeDu
Quebec, 1989)

13. Dani el Her mant , " Dest r uct i onset vandal i smependant l aRevol ut i onf r ancai se, " Annal es
E. S. C. , 33 ( 1978) , Quot ed i n Ant hony Vi dl er , " Monument s Par l ant s" , Ar t andText 33
( Mel bour ne, Wi nt er 1989) .

14. I mages of t he Fr enchRevol ut i on ( i bi d)

15. SeeAnt honyVi dl er , " Monument s Par l ant s : Gr egoi r e, Lenoi r eandt he Si gnsof Hi st or y" ,
Ar t andText 33 ( Mel bour ne, Wi nt er 1989) . Andal soAnt honyVi dl er , TheWr i t i ngof t he
Wal l s: Ar chi t ect ur al Theor y i n t heLat eEnl i ght enment ( Pr i ncet on: Pr i ncet on Ar chi t ec-
t ur al Pr ess, 1987) .
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The ' i dea' of publ i c ar t i s cur r ent l y enj oyi ng a l ot of at t ent i on by ar t cur at or s and
museums. Usual l y, t hei r i deaof bei ngpubl i cmeansl i t er al l ypl aci ng t hewor kout ont he
st r eet . ' Not onl y i s t hi s aver y nar r owunder st andi ng of what f or ms publ i ci t y can t ake,
but byci r cumvent i nganycr i t i cal di scussi on of t he r ol e of ar t i ncr eat i ng apubl i c and i t s
hi st or i cal pr oj ect s i n t hi s r egar d, such amove of t en unwi t t i ngl y r e- dupl i cat es t he ver y
di vi si ons of l abour andsyst emsof cont r ol , et c . , t hat i t ost ensi bl y set s out t ochal l engeand
under mi ne. For mor edi scussi on ont hi s mat t er seemy " TheTechnol ogi es of Publ i c Ar t "
( i bi d) .

17. V. I . Leni n, " Ont heMonument sof t heRepubl i c" ( Apr f 12, 1918) , OnLi t er at ur e andAr t
( Moscow: Pr ogr ess Publ i sher s, 1967)

18. V. I . Leni n, Compl et e Col l ect ed Wor ks, V. 12

19. A. V. Lunachar sky, " Leni n o Monument al anoi pr opogande" , Leni n i i zobr azi t el noe
i skusst vo ( Moscow: 1977) , quot ed i n Vl adi mi r Tol st oy, " Ar t Bor n of t he Oct ober
Revol ut i on" , St r eet Ar t of t he Revol ut i on ( London: Thames andHudson, 1990)

20. A. V. Lunachar sky ( i bi d)
21.

 

I n t he essay " Ont heMonument s of t he Republ i c" , Leni n does i n f act ' or der ' t hat t hose
" monument s er ect ed i n honor of t sar s andt hei r mi ni ons andwhi ch have no hi st or i cal
or ar t i st i c val ue ar e t o be r emovedf r omt he squar es andst r eet s andst or ed up or used
f or ut i l i t ar i anpur poses . " Hedi dhowever or der t hat such a pr ogr amof adj udi cat i on and
r emoval shoul d be done under t he auspi ces of a speci al commi ssi on made up of t he
Peopl e' s Commi ssar s f or Educat i on and Pr oper t y of t heRepubl i c andt he chi ef of t he
Fi ne Ar t s depar t ment of t he Commi ssar i at f or Educat i on. t oget her t hey wer e t o wor k
wi t h t heAr t Col l egi umof Moscowand Pet r ogr ad. Thi s does suggest . t hat Leni n was
sympat het i c t o t he i dea t hat pol i t i ci ans al one woul dbe unabl e t o deci de whi chwor ks
wer e of ' mer i t ' , et c. , and t hat he f el t i t necessar yf or ' exper t s' t o be consul t ed. Despi t e,
f or exampl e, t he f act t hat manyhundr eds of r el i gi ous i conswer e dest r oyed, i t i s st i l l t he
case t hat Leni n' s appr oacht ot he ar t of t hepast was si gni f i cant l ymor esophi st i cat ed t han
ei t her t hel egi sl at or sof t heFr enchRevol ut i onandmanyof t hecur r ent ' post - communi st '
gover nment s i neast er nEur ope. An except i onwoul dseemt o bet heCzechgover nment
of Havel , whor ecent l y suggest edt hat manyof t he soci al i st r eal i st monument s shoul dbe
pl aced, undamaged i n a f or est so t hat ' nat ur e' woul dgr owar ound and over t hem.

22. Bl ock' s sensi bi l i t y has, by and l ar ge, been l acki ng i n pr esent day East er n Eur ope.
However , t her ehavebeenexcept i ons . For i nst ance, t her ei s agr oup i neast er nGer many
cal l ed " TheMonument sof t heDDRCommi t t ee" whohave been ar gui ng t hat none of t he
ol d publ i c wor ks shoul d be t or n down or dest r oyed pr eci pi t ousl y. They have i nsi st ed
t hat t her e be gener ous publ i c consul t at i on and t hat t he ar t i st s of t hewor ks ( i f st i l l al i ve)
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shoul d be i ncl uded i n any di scussi on concer ni ng t he f ut ur e f at e of t hewor ks.
23.

 

Bl ai se Pascal , " Les Pr ovi nci al es" i n Oeuvr es ( Par i s : Gal l i mar d, 1950) . Quot ed i n Loui s
Mar i n, Por t r ai t of t he Ki ng ( London: Macmi l l an Pr ess, 1988) .

24. I nvadi ng ar mi es as wel l as r evol ut i onar y ar mi es have hi st or i cal l y used t hemet al f r om
st at uar y t o hel p i n t hepr oduct i on of weapons. When t he Ger mans wer e i nvadi ng t he
Sovi et Uni on, t hey act ual l y mel t ed down st at ues of t he ' Czar andhi s mi ni ons' t hat st i l l
r emai nedi n or der t o hel p i n t he manuf act ur e of guns f or t hecampai gn.

25. I nt er est i ngl y enough, t he Col umn at Vendomewas bui l t on t hespot wher e a st at ue t o
Loui s t he I Vhad been dest r oyed by t he r evol ut i onar i es i n 1792. The or i gi nal st at ue of
Napol eonwaspl acedont opof t hecol umn i n1810. I n 1814, t heBour bonswer er est or ed
andt he st at uewas t aken down. Twent y or t hi r t y year s l at er , under Ki ng Loui s Phi l l i pe,
anot her st at ue of Napol eon was pl aced t her e, t hi s t i me r epr esent i ng ' t he Emper or
st andi ng on aheap of cannon bal l s. Napol eon I I I had t hi s st at ue r emoved andi nst ead
r epl aced i t wi t har epr oduct i onof t heor i gi nal st at ueof Napol eoni nRomancost ume and
cr ownedwi t h a l aur el wr eat h .

26. As r epor t ed i n t he Sout h Chi naMor ni ngPost ( August 31, 1966) .
27. As many have poi nt ed out , but sel domr epor t ed i n t he West er n Medi a, as t he t anks

ent er ed t he squar e, t he st udent s st ood i n f r ont of t hei r ' st at ue' andsang t he Soci al i st
I nt er nat i onal . For abr i ef moment , t hen t he St at ue of Li ber t ybecame somet hi ng el se, i t s
meani ng i n t he cont ext of soci al i st st udent s who had bui l t a r epl i ca of i t , was
t r ansf or med. Youmi ght sayt hat i t s meani ng wasr escued f r omi t sper ver si onwi t hi n t he
Amer i can mar ket phenomenon . As Lou Reed has apt l y put i t , t he i nscr i pt i on on t he
St at ue of Li ber t y shoul d r ead " Gi ve meyour t i r ed, your hungr y, your poor , andI ' l l pi ss
on t hem. " ( Lou Reed, " Di r t y Boul evar d" on t he LPNewYor k, Si r e Recor ds, 1989)

28. Thest at uewas bui l t by t he Romani an ar t i st Bor i sCar ageai n 1960. Car agea' s desi gnwas
sel ect ed af t er anat i onal compet i t i on. But asanyone f ami l i ar wi t h st at ues of Leni n i n t he
Sovi et Uni onknows, hi s desi gn was si mpl y ar epl i ca of one of t he st andar d poses used
t o depi ct Leni n.

29. Cover age of t he r emoval of Car agea' s st at ue i n Buchar est was gi ven pr omi nence on al l
f our Amer i can net wor ks f or over t hr ee days. I mages of t he st at ue bei ng r i pped f r omi t s
pedest al wer e over l ai dwi t h pr edi ct abl e and cheap di al ogue about t he ' end of commu
ni sm' . Thef act t hat East er nEur opeancr aneswer e not up t ot hej obandt hat anAmer i can
cr ane hadt o be bor r owed was gi ven par t i cul ar emphasi s!
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FOURTHESESONI DEOLOGY*

Ant hony Gi ddens

The concept of i deol ogy has been debat ed f or some t wohundr ed year s wi t hi n
andwi t hout t he di sci pl i nes of phi l osophy, pol i t i cs and soci ol ogy . I f t her e ar e such
t hi ngs as cont est ed concept s, and i f t her e wer e a pr i ze f or t he most cont est ed
concept , t he concept of i deol ogy woul d ver y near l y r ank f i r st . Nobody can even
deci de howt o pr onounce i t ! Gi ven t he exi st ence of t hese t r adi t i onal debat es and
pr obl ems concer ni ng t he i deol ogi cal cont ent of i deol ogy i t sel f , onemi ght t hi nk i t
best t o t hr owone' s hands up i n despai r , and di scar d t he not i on al t oget her . But I
do not t hi nk such a r eact i onwoul d be j ust i f i ed . I want t o ar gue t hat i t i s possi bl e
t o poi nt t o some modes of anal yzi ng i deol ogy t hat at l east pr ovi de a f r amewor k
f or copi ng wi t h t he i ssues t hat t he concept r ai ses .
Al ong t hese l i nes, I wi sh t o ment i on f our t heses, and t o gi ve at l east a cur sor y

anal ysi s of t hem. Br i ef l y, I shal l cl ai m, f i r st , t hat t he concept of i deol ogy has t o be
separ at ed out f r om t he cont ent of sci ence; second, t hat i t i s empt y of cont ent
because what makes bel i ef syst ems i deol ogi cal i s t hei r i ncor por at i on wi t hi n
syst ems of domi nat i on; t hi r d, t hat t o under st and t hi s i ncor por at i on we must
anal yze t he mode i n whi ch pat t er ns of si gni f i cat i on ar e i ncor por at ed wi t hi n t he
medi umof day- t o- day pr act i ces ; f i nal l y, t hat we shoul d be cr i t i cal of t he "domi -
nant i deol ogy t hesi s" el abor at ed i n di f f er ent ver si ons by such aut hor s as Par sons,
Al t husser and Habermas .
My f i r st t hesi s i s t hat t he not i on of i deol ogy has t o be di sconnect ed f r omt he

phi l osophy of sci ence, wi t hwhi ch i n t he past i t has al most i nevi t abl y beenbound
up. The t ermi deol ogy was coi ned as a posi t i ve t erm, meani ng somet hi ng l i ke an
al l - embr aci ng and encycl opaedi c f ormof knowl edge, capabl e of cut t i ng t hr ough
t he r esi st ance of pr ej udi ce t o pr oduce a f ormof cer t ai n knowl edge upon whi ch
soci al t echnol ogy coul d i n t ur n be f ounded. As i s wel l known, Napol eon i s
supposed t o have r ever sed t hi s per spect i ve, t r eat i ng i deol ogy as a der ogat or y
apel l at i on. I deol ogy became r egar ded as " t hat whi ch l i es beyond t he mar gi ns of
sci ence" - as t he ver y r eposi t or y of pr ej udi ce and obf uscat i on . " I deol ogy" , hence-
f or t h, i s supposed i n some way t o f unct i on as a boundar y condi t i on of sci ence.
NowI want t o r ej ect any def i ni t i on of i deol ogy as f al si t y, as non- sci ence or as
' poor sci ence' - t he concept of i deol ogy shoul d not be f ormul at ed by compar i ng
or cont r ast i ng i t wi t h t he achi evement s of sci ence.
I n t he space of t hese br i ef r emar ks, obvi ousl y, I don' t have t i me t o i l l ust r at e

howsuch connect i ons wi t h sci ence have been par t of t he hi st or y of t he not i on of

*Edi t or s' not e : The f ol l owi ng t hr ee i nt r oduct or y cont r i but i ons compr i se a r evi sed and edi t ed ver si on
of r emar ks f i r st pr esent ed t o "Cur r ent Cont r over si es i n t he t heor y of I deol ogy : An I nt er nat i onal
Symposi um; " The Pol yt echni c of Cent r al London, Engl and . Thi s sect i on on "Di sappear i ng I deol ogy"
was or i gi nal l y commi ssi oned byJohn Keane f or t he CJPST.
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i deol ogy . Never t hel ess, I t ake i t t hat t he ent angl ement s t o whi ch i t l eads ar e
f ai r l y cl ear . Compar e, f or exampl e, t he r espect i ve vi ews of Popper andAl t husser ,
bot h of whomwi sh t o demar cat e i n a cl ear - cut f ashi on bet weenwhat count s as
sci ence and what does not . Popper ' s pr i me exampl es of i deol ogi es or pseudo-
sci ences-Mar xi smand psychoanal ysi s- ar e f or Al t husser pr eci sel y t he t ype
cases of sci ences, of f orms of knowl edgewhi chhavebr oken f r ee f r omi deol ogy. I
consi der t hi s r at her comi c opposi t i on t o be based upon a f al se st ar t i ng poi nt . I
want t o r ej ect t he ar gument t hat i deol ogy can be def i ned i n r ef er ence t o t r ut h
cl ai ms . And I al sowant t o r ej ect t he i dea t hat i deol ogy can be def i ned i n t erms of
any speci f i c cont ent at al l . Thesi gni f i cance of t hese poi nt s wi l l , I hope, become
appar ent when I move t o my second ar gument .
My second t hesi s i s t hi s : t he concept of i deol ogy shoul d be r ef ormul at ed i n

r el at i on t o a t heor y of power anddomi nat i on- t o t he modes i n whi ch syst ems of
si gni f i cat i on ent er i nt o t he exi st ence of sect i onal f orms of domi nat i on. Thi s can
be i l l ust r at ed wi t h r ef er ence t o Mar x' s wr i t i ngs on i deol ogy. Mar x wr ot e a gr eat
deal about i deol ogy, and at t he same t i me har dl y anyt hi ng at al l . Agr eat deal of
hi s subst ant i ve wr i t i ng, i ncl udi ng Capi t al , i s a cr i t i que of i deol ogy, i n t he sense
t hat i t i s a cr i t i que of pol i t i cal economy . But i f one act ual l y sear ches t hr ough
Mar x' s wr i t i ngs f or anal yses of a concept of i deol ogy as such-most of t hem
appear i n The German I deol ogy- t her e ar e ver y f ewsour ces t o be f ound wher e
Mar x, set s out a syst emat i c exposi t i on of t he not i on. I n Mar x one f i nds onl y
var i ous possi bl e f ormul at i ons of what t he concept of i deol ogy means . I n The
German I deol ogy, one can di st i ngui sh t wo senses i n whi ch Mar x uses t he t erm.
On t he one hand, t her e ar e t he f amous obser vat i ons, di scussed by Kof man and
ot her s, about howt he i deol ogi st s wr i t e hi st or y upsi de down. The i deol ogi st s ar e
accused of wr i t i ng hi st or y as seen t hr ough a camer a obscur a, as i f i t wer e an echo
of human consci ousness . These ki nds of comment s occur f r equent l y i n The
German I deol ogy and occasi onal l y el sewher e i n Mar x' s wr i t i ngs, and t hey i mpl y
t hat t he way of demyst i f yi ng hi st or y i s t o set i t r i ght way up agai n, by st udyi ng
hi st or y as i t r eal l y i s .
I n The German I deol ogy, however , t her e i s anot her cel ebr at ed asser t i on about

i deol ogy, namel y, t hat t he i deas i n any gi ven epoch ar e above al l t he i deas of t he
domi nant cl ass . Accor di ng t o t hi s pr oposi t i on, t he domi nant cl ass has access t o
not i ons whi ch i t can i n somesense di ssemi nat e t o l egi t i mat e i t s owndomi nat i on.
Thi s ver si on of t he t heor y of i deol ogy ; connect s i deol ogy t o t he pr obl emof
domi nat i on. The German i deol ogi st s ar e seen t o wr i t e hi st or y f r oma poi nt of
vi ewt hat ser ves t o sanct i on t he exi st i ng f orms of power i n t he soci et i es i n whi ch
t hey ar e t he i nt el l ect ual l eader s . Dr awi ng upon t hi s second Mar xi an st r and, I
t her ef or e pr opose t o i nt er pr et t he concept of i deol ogy i n t he f ol l owi ng way . I
want t o def i ne i deol ogy as t hemode i nwhi ch f orms of si gni f i cat i on ar e i ncor por -
at edwi t hi n syst ems of domi nat i on so as t o sanct i on t hei r cont i nuance. I t ake i t t o
be t he t ype case of such a not i on of i deol ogy t hat sect i onal i nt er est s ar e r epr e-
sent ed as uni ver sal i nt er est s . Thi s i s t he basi c mode i n whi ch f orms of si gni f i ca-
t i on ar e i ncor por at ed wi t hi n syst ems of domi nat i on i n cl ass soci et i es . I n my
opi ni on, t hi s poi nt i s exempl i f i ed i n Capi t al , wher e Mar x t r i ed t o demonst r at e
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t hat pol i t i cal economy i s i deol ogi cal i nsof ar as i t conceal s t he oper at i on of
capi t al i sm as a cl ass syst em. The pol i t i cal economi st s f ai l ed t o i ncor por at e an
account of ei t her t he hi st or i cal or i gi ns of expr opr i at ed l abour or of t he nat ur e of
sur pl us val ue.
My t hi r d t hesi s i s t hat t he anal ysi s of i deol ogy must come t o t erms wi t h r ecent

devel opment s i n t he phi l osophy of l anguage and act i on. Ver y br i ef l y, t hese
devel opment s mar k a t r ansi t i on f r oma phi l osophy of l anguage based upon t he
not i on t hat l anguage i s above al l a medi umof descr i bi ng t he wor l d, t o an
i nt er pr et at i on of l anguage whi ch emphasi zes l anguage as pr axi s or as t he' ot her
f ace' of act i on. Language i s i nt er t wi ned wi t h ever yday pr act i ces. I f one acknow-
l edges t he si gni f i cance of t hi s phi l osophi cal shi f t , i t has i mmedi at e i mpl i cat i ons,
I t hi nk, f or t he pr obl emof i deol ogy . Most t r adi t i onal t r eat ment s of i deol ogy have
exagger ai ed t he i mpor t ance of pr oposi t i onal bel i ef cl ai ms as component s of
i deol ogi es . Thi s poi nt can be i l l ust r at ed wi t h a mundane exampl e. Resear cher s
vi si t a f act or y and ask wor ker s quest i ons l i ke : What do you t hi nk of t he Queen?
What do you t hi nk of t heRoyal Weddi ng? Doyou bel i eve t hat management and
wor ker s wor k t oget her l i ke a t eam?The r esear cher s t hen i magi ne t hat t hey have
uncover ed key f eat ur es of i deol ogy by vi r t ue of t hei r f i ndi ng t hat t her e i s some
agr eement about t he cont i nui ng i mpor t ance of t he r ol e of t he monar chy, et c .
Nowwhi l e I donot wi sh t o deny t he possi bl e si gni f i cance of t hi s ki nd of f i ndi ng,
i t does seemt o me t o be hi ghl y i mpor t ant not t o l i mi t t he not i on of i deol ogy t o
such f ormul at i ons . Thi s i s because t he most subt l e and i nt er est i ng f orms of
i deol ogy ar e t hose i ncor por at ed wi t hi n day- t o- day pr act i ces . Whi l e not necessar -
i l y pr oposi t i onal bel i ef s, t hese f orms of i deol ogy ar e ver y of t en t he modes i n
whi ch si gni f i cat i on i s i ncor por at ed as par t and par cel of what one does i n dai l y
l i f e . I f I may agai n pur sue t he pr evi ousl y ment i oned exampl e: mor e i mpor t ant
t hanwhet her or not wor ker s agr ee t hat t hey andmanagement ar e a t eamar e t he
ways i n whi chmodes of si gni f i cat i on ser ve t o pr oduce a dai l y wor l d i n whi ch t he
wor k si t uat i on and economi c l i f e ar e t r eat ed as essent i al l y separ at e f r ompol i t i cal
l i f e, f r omt hei r l i ves as ci t i zens . The i nsul at i on of t he economi c f r omt he pol i t i cal
I t ake t o be oneof t he maj or mechani sms of cl ass domi nat i on. Themost subt l e
f orms of i deol ogy ar e bur i ed i n t hemodes i nwhi ch concr et e, day- t o- day pr act i ces
ar e or gani zed. I f one si mpl y t r eat s i deol ogy as t he cont ent of pr oposi t i onal bel i ef
syst ems, a vast ar ea of human act i onwhi ch i s i deol ogi cal l y r el evant i s excl uded.
My f i nal t hesi s der i ves f r omt he f i r st t hr ee. I t hi nk i t i mper at i ve t o accept t he

br oad l i ne of ar gument whi ch wr i t er s such as Aber cr ombi e and Tur ner have
suggest ed i n at t acki ng what t hey cal l ' t he domi nant i deol ogy concept i on' wi t hi n
t he soci al sci ences . I n t hei r vi ew, bot h Lef t and Ri ght have gr eat l y exagger at ed
t he degr ee t o whi ch t her e i s an i deol ogi cal consensus among t he maj or i t y of
peopl e i n di f f er ent cl asses, bot h i n cont empor ar y soci et i es and i n soci et i es pr i or
t o capi t al i sm. They i ndi ct Par soni an f unct i onal i sm and i t s emphasi s on t he
si gni f i cance of a common val ue syst emas a co- or di nat i ng mechani smof or der .
But t hey al so cr i t i ci ze i t s l ef t var i ant , t he Al t husser i an char act er i zat i on of
' i deol ogi cal st at e appar at uses' . To t hi s l i st I woul d add, somewhat pr ovocat i vel y,
Habermas' di scussi on of l egi t i mat i on. I t hi nk one shoul d be as skept i cal of t he
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cl ai m t hat l egi t i mat i on i s a f undament al mode i n whi ch t he coher ence of
cl ass- domi nat ed soci et i es i s secur ed as of t hese ot her t heor i es of consensual
i deol ogy . I t i s par t i cul ar l y i mpor t ant t o be caut i ous about t he t hesi s t hat cr i ses of
l egi t i mat i on ar e t he mai n sour ces of t ensi on whi ch t hr eat en t he st abi l i t y of
West er n capi t al i st soci et i es . Such a vi ew pr esumes- i n company wi t h Par sons
and Al t husser - t hat soci al or der r est s upon normat i ve consensus- t hat norma-
t i ve consensus, mi xed wi t h a l i t t l e pol i ce power and coer ci on, i s t he mai n
mechani smwher eby sect i onal i nt er est s ar e hel d t oget her i n a cl ass soci et y . But
t her e i s good r eason t o quest i on j ust such a pr esumpt i on.

THEI MPOSSI BI LI TYOFSOCI ETY

Ernest o Lacl au

Ki ng' s Col l ege
Cambr i dge
Engl and

I n t hese br i ef r emar ks I shoul d l i ke t o r ef er t o sever al pr obl ems whi ch ar e
cent r al t o t he cont empor ar y Mar xi st t heor y of i deol ogy . I n di scussi ng t hese
pr obl ems, i t i s evi dent t hat we pr esent l y l i ve at t he cent r e of a t heor et i cal
par adox . The t erms of t hi s par adox coul d be f ormul at ed as f ol l ows : i n no
pr evi ous per i od has r ef l ect i on upon ' i deol ogy' been so much at t he cent r e of
Mar xi st t heor et i cal appr oaches ; at t he same t i me, however , i n no ot her per i od
have t he l i mi t s and r ef er ent i al i dent i t y of ' t he i deol ogi cal ' becomeso bl ur r ed and
pr obl emat i c. I f t he i ncr easi ng i nt er est i n i deol ogy r uns par al l el t o a wi deni ng of
t he hi st or i cal ef f ect i vi t y at t r i but ed t o what was t r adi t i onal l y consi der ed as t he
domai n of t he ' super st r uct ur es' - and t hi s wi deni ng i s a r esponse. to t he cr i si s of
an economi st i c and r educt i oni st i c concept i on of Mar xi sm- t hen t hat ver y cr i si s
put s i nt o quest i on t he soci al t ot al i t y const i t ut ed ar ound t he base- super st r uct ur e
di st i nct i on . As a consequence, i t i s no l onger possi bl e t o i dent i f y t he obj ect
' i deol ogy' i n t erms of a t opogr aphy of t he soci al .
Wi t hi n t he Mar xi st t r adi t i on, we can i dent i f y t wo cl assi cal appr oaches t o t he

pr obl emof i deol ogy . These appr oaches have of t en- but not al ways- been
combi ned. For oneof t hem, ' i deol ogy' i s t hought t o be a l evel of t he soci al t ot al i t y ;
f or t he ot her , i t i s i dent i f i ed wi t h f al se consci ousness . Today, bot h appr oaches
appear t o have been undermi ned as a consequence of t he cr i si s of t he assump-
t i ons on whi ch t hey wer e gr ounded: t he val i di t y of t he f i r st depended on a
concept i on of soci et y as an i nt el l i gi bl e t ot al i t y, i t sel f concei ved as t he st r uct ur e
upon whi ch i t s par t i al el ement s and pr ocesses ar e f ounded. Theval i di t y of t he
second appr oach pr esupposed a concept i on of human agency- a subj ect havi ng
an. ul t i mat e essent i al homogenei t y whose mi sr ecogni t i on was post ul at ed as t he
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sour ce of ' i deol ogy' . I n t hi s r espect , t he t wo appr oaches wer e gr ounded i n an
essent i al i st concept i on of bot h soci et y and soci al agency. To see cl ear l y t he
pr obl ems whi chhave l ed t he t heor y of i deol ogy t o i t s pr esent i mpasse, weneed t o
st udy t he cr i si s of t hi s essent i al i st concept i on i n i t s t wo var i ant s .
Let me t ur n, f i r st , t o t he cr i si s of t he concept of soci al t ot al i t y . Theambi t i on of

al l hol i st i c appr oaches had been t o f i x t he meani ng of any el ement or soci al
pr ocess out si de i t sel f , t hat i s, i n a syst emof r el at i ons wi t h ot her el ement s . I n t hi s
r espect , t he base- super st r uct ur e model pl ayed an ambi guous r ol e : i f i t asser t ed
t he r el at i onal char act er of t he i dent i t y of bot h base and super st r uct ur e, at t he
same t i me i t endowed t hat r el at i onal syst emwi t h a cent r e. And so, i n a ver y
Hegel i an f ashi on, t he super st r uct ur es endedup t aki ng t hei r r evenge by asser t i ng
t he ' essent i al i t y' of t he appear ances . Mor e i mpor t ant l y, t he st r uct ur al t ot al i t y
was t o pr esent i t sel f as an obj ect havi ng a posi t i vi t y of i t s own, whi ch i t was
possi bl e t o descr i be and t o def i ne. I n t hi s sense, t hi s t ot al i t y oper at ed as an
under l yi ng pr i nci pl e of i nt el l i gi bi l i t y of t he soci al or der . The st at us of t hi s t ot al i t y
was t hat of an essence of t he soci al or der whi ch had t o be r ecogni zed behi nd t he
empi r i cal var i at i ons expr essed at t he sur f ace of soci al l i f e. ( Not e t hat what i s at
st ake her e i s not t he opposi t i on, st r uct ur al i smvs . hi st or i ci sm. I t does not mat t er
i f t he t ot al i t y i s synchr oni c or di achr oni c; t he i mpor t ant poi nt i s t hat i n bot h
cases i t i s a f oundi ng t ot al i t y whi ch pr esent s i t sel f as an i nt el l i gi bl e obj ect of
' knowl edge' [ cogni t i o] concei ved as a pr ocess or r e- cogni t i on. ) Agai nst t hi s
essent i al i st vi si onwe t end nowadays t o accept t he i nf i ni t ude of t he soci al , t hat i s,
t he f act t hat any st r uct ur al syst emi s l i mi t ed, t hat i t i s al ways sur r ounded by an
' excess of meani ng' whi ch i t i s unabl e t o mast er and t hat , consequent l y, ' soci et y'
as a uni t ar y and i nt el l i gi bl e obj ect whi ch gr ounds i t s ownpar t i al pr ocesses i s an
i mpossi bi l i t y . Let us exami ne t he doubl e movement t hat t hi s r ecogni t i on
i nvol ves . Thegr eat advance car r i ed out by st r uct ur al i smwas t he r ecogni t i on of
t he r el at i onal char act er of any soci al i dent i t y; i t s l i mi t was i t s t r ansf ormat i on of
t hose r el at i ons i nt o a syst em, i nt o an i dent i f i abl e and i nt el l i gi bl e obj ect ( i . e . , i nt o
an essence) . But i f wemai nt ai n t he r el at i onal char act er of any i dent i t y and i f , at
t he same t i me, we r enounce t he f i xat i on of t hose i dent i t i es i n a syst em, t hen t he
soci al must be i dent i f i ed wi t h t he i nf i ni t e pl ay of di f f er ences, t hat i s, wi t hwhat i n
t he st r i ct est sense of t he t ermwecan cal l di scour se- on t he condi t i on, of cour se,
t hat we l i ber at e t he concept of di scour se f r om i t s r est r i ct i ve meani ng as speech
and wr i t i ng .
Thi s f i r st movement t hus i mpl i es t he i mpossi bi l i t y of f i xi ngmeani ng. But t hi s

cannot be t he end of t hemat t er . Adi scour se i nwhi chmeani ngcannot possi bl y be
f i xed i s not hi ng el se but t he di scour se of t he psychot i c . The second movement
t her ef or e consi st s i n t he at t empt t o ef f ect t hi s ul t i mat el y i mpossi bl e f i xat i on.
The soci al i s not onl y t he i nf i ni t e pl ay of di f f er ences . I t i s al so t he at t empt t o l i mi t
t hat pl ay, t o domest i cat e i nf i ni t ude, t o embr ace i t wi t hi n t he f i ni t ude of an or der .
But t hi s or der - or st r uct ur e- no l onger t akes t he f ormof an under l yi ng essence
of t he soci al ; r at her , i t i s an at t empt - by def i ni t i on unst abl e and pr ecar i ous- of
act i ng over t hat ' soci al ' , of hegemoni zi ng i t . I n away whi ch r esembl es t he onewe
ar e pur sui ng her e, Saussur e at t empt ed t o l i mi t t he pr i nci pl e of t he ar bi t r ar i ness
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of t he si gnwi t h t he asser t i on of t he r el at i ve char act er of t hat ar bi t r ar i ness . Thus,
t he pr obl emof t he soci al t ot al i t y i s posed i n new t erms : t he ' t ot al i t y' does not
est abl i sh t he l i mi t s of ' t he soci al ' by t r ansf ormi ng t he l at t er i nt o a det ermi nat e
obj ect ( i . e. , ' soci et y' ) . Rat her , t he soci al al ways exceeds t he l i mi t s of t he at t empt s
t o const i t ut e soci et y. At t he same t i me, however , t hat ' t ot al i t y' does not di sap-
pear : i f t he sut ur e i t at t empt s i s ul t i mat el y i mpossi bl e, i t i s never t hel ess possi bl e
t o pr oceed t o a r el at i ve f i xat i on of t he soci al t hr ough t he i nst i t ut e of nodal poi nt s .
But i f t hi s i s t he case, quest i ons concer ni ng t hose nodal poi nt s and t hei r r el at i ve
wei ght cannot be det ermi ned sub speci es aet er ni t at i s. Each soci al f ormat i on has
i t s own f orms of det ermi nat i on and r el at i ve aut onomy, whi ch ar e al ways i nst i -
t ut ed t hr ough a compl ex pr ocess of over det ermi nat i on and t her ef or e cannot be
est abl i shed a pr i or i . Wi t h t hi s i nsi ght , t he base- super st r uct ur e di st i nct i on f al l s
and, al ongwi t h i t , t he concept i on of i deol ogy as a necessar y l evel of ever y soci al
f ormat i on .

I f we now pass t o t he second appr oach t o i deol ogy- i deol ogy as f al se
consci ousness-we f i nd a si mi l ar si t uat i on . The not i on of f al se consci ousness
onl y makes sense i f t he i dent i t y of t he soci al agent can be f i xed. I t i s onl y on t he
basi s of r ecogni zi ng i t s t r ue i dent i t y t hat we can asser t t hat t he consci ousness of
t he subj ect i s ' f al se' . And t hi s i mpl i es, of cour se, t hat t hat i dent i t y must be
posi t i ve and non- cont r adi ct or y . Wi t hi n Mar xi sm, a concept i on of subj ect i vi t y of
t hi s ki nd i s at t he basi s of t he not i on of ' obj ect i ve cl ass i nt er est s' . Her e I amnot
goi ng t o di scuss i n det ai l t he f orms of const i t ut i on, t he i mpl i cat i ons and t he
l i mi t at i ons of such a concept i on of subj ect i vi t y . I shal l r at her j ust ment i on t he
t wo pr ocesses whi ch l ed t o i t s pr ogr essi ve abandonment . I n t he f i r st pl ace, t he
gap bet ween ' act ual consci ousness' and ' i mput ed consci ousness' gr ew i ncr eas-
i ngl y wi der . The way t hi s gap was f i l l ed- t hr ough t he pr esence of a Par t y
i nst i t ut ed as t he bear er of t he obj ect i ve hi st or i cal i nt er est s of t he cl ass- l ed t o t he
est abl i shment of an ' enl i ght ened' depot i smof i nt el l ect ual s and bur eaucr at s who
spoke i n t he name of t he masses, expl ai ned t o t hemt hei r t r ue i nt er est s, and
i mposed upon t hemi ncr easi ngl y t ot al i t ar i an f orms of cont r ol . The r eact i on t o
t hi s si t uat i on i nevi t abl y t ook t he f ormof t he asser t i on of t he act ual i dent i t y of t he
soci al agent s agai nst t he' hi st or i cal i nt er est s' whi ch bur dened t hem. I n t he second
pl ace, t he ver y i dent i t y of t he soci al agent s was i ncr easi ngl y quest i onedwhen t he
f l ux of di f f er ences i n advanced capi t al i st soci et i es i ndi cat ed t hat t he i dent i t y and
homogenei t y of soci al agent s was an i l l usi on, t hat any soci al subj ect i s essent i al l y
decent r ed, t hat hi s/ her i dent i t y i s not hi ng but t he unst abl e ar t i cul at i on of
const ant l y changi ng posi t i onal i t i es . The same excess of meani ng, t he same
pr ecar i ous char act er of any st r uct ur at i on t hat we f i nd i n t he domai nof t he soci al
or der , i s al so t o be f ound i n t he domai nof subj ect i vi t y . But i f any soci al agent i s a
decent r ed subj ect , i f when at t empt i ng t o det ermi ne hi s/ her i dent i t y we f i nd
not hi ng el se but t he kal ei doscopi cmovement of di f f er ences, i nwhat sense canwe
say t hat subj ect s mi sr ecogni ze t hemsel ves? The t heor et i cal gr ound t hat made
sense of t he concept of ' f al se consci ousness' has evi dent l y di ssol ved.

I t woul d t her ef or e l ook as i f t he t wo concept ual f r amewor ks whi ch f ormer l y
made sense of t he concept of i deol ogy have br oken up, and t hat t he concept
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shoul d consequent l y be el i mi nat ed. However , I do not t hi nk t hi s t o be a sat i sf ac-
t or y sol ut i on. We cannot do wi t hout t he concept of mi sr ecogni t i on, pr eci sel y
because t he ver y asser t i on t hat t he ' i dent i t y and homogenei t y of soci al agent s i s
an i l l usi on' cannot be f ormul at edwi t hout i nt r oduci ng t he cat egor y of mi sr ecog-
ni t i on. The cr i t i que of t he' nat ur al i zat i on of meani ng' and of t he' essent i al i zat i on
of t he soci al ' i s a cr i t i que of t he mi sr ecogni t i on of t hei r t r ue char act er . Wi t hout
t hi s pr emi se, any deconst r uct i on woul d be meani ngl ess . So, i t l ooks as i f we can
mai nt ai n t he concept of i deol ogy and t he cat egor y of mi sr ecogni t i on onl y by
i nver t i ng t hei r t r adi t i onal cont ent . The i deol ogi cal woul d not consi st of t he
mi sr ecogni t i on of a posi t i ve essence, but exact l y t he opposi t e: i t woul d consi st of
t he non- r ecogni t i on of t he pr ecar i ous char act er of any posi t i vi t y, of t he i mpossi -
bi l i t y of any ul t i mat e sut ur e. The i deol ogi cal woul d consi st of t hose di scur si ve
f orms t hr ough whi ch a soci et y t r i es t o i nst i t ut e i t sel f as such on t he basi s of
cl osur e, of t he f i xat i on of meani ng, of t he non- r ecogni t i on of t he i nf i ni t e pl ay of
di f f er ences . The i deol ogi cal woul d be t he wi l l t o ' t ot al i t y' of any t ot al i zi ng
di scour se . And i nsof ar as t he soci al i s i mpossi bl e wi t hout some f i xat i on of
meani ng, wi t hout t he di scour se of cl osur e, t he i deol ogi cal must be seen as
const i t ut i ve of t he soci al . The soci al onl y exi st s as t he vai n at t empt t o i nst i t ut e
t hat i mpossi bl e obj ect : soci et y . Ut opi a i s t he essence of any communi cat i on and
soci al pr act i ce .

LALANGUEI NTROUVABLE

Mi chel Pecheux/ Fr anf oi se Gadet

Gover nment
Essex Uni ver si t y
Engl and

1f l i chel Pecheux : Fr an~oi se Gadet and I have r ecent l y wr i t t en a book, La
Langue I nt r ouvabl e, whi ch concer ns t he r el at i onshi p bet ween hi st or y, i deol ogy
and di scur si vi t y and t he quest i on of t he l angue, as pr of essi onal l i ngui st s have
consi der ed i t . As f ar as we ar e concer ned, t he r ef l ect i on upon i deol ogi es t ook i t s
poi nt of depar t ur e f r omt he ear l y 1960' s Fr ench pr obl emat i c of phi l osophi cal
st r uct ur al i sm, a pr obl emat i c whi ch was l ar gel y or gani zed ar ound t he quest i on of
t he l ect ur e ( i nt er pr et at i on) of i deol ogi cal di scour ses . Thi s pr obl emat i c, whi ch at
t hat t i me condensed ar ound Levi - St r auss, Foucaul t , Bar t hes, Lacan, Al t husser ,
and ot her s, not onl y t ook t he f ormof a r esear ch pr ogr amme: i t was as much a
pol emi cal devi ce ai med at t he domi nat i ng i deas of t he t i me. Thr ee set s of
domi nat i ng i deas of t hat t i me can bement i oned. Fi r st , t her e wer e t he st i l l i nt act
" r emai ns" of a phi l osophi cal spi r i t ual i smassoci at ed wi t h a r el i gi ous concept i on
of l ect ur e . These " r emai ns" ext ended f r oml i t er ar y hermeneut i cs (whi ch pur sued
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t he " t hemes" t hr ough "wor ks" ) t o t he phenomenol ogi cal concept i on of t he
"pr oj ect " ( i . e. , t he-pr oj ect i on of meani ng i nt o ver bal mat er i al by t he const i t ut i ng
power of t he subj ect - r eader ) . . . I n each case, t her e was act ual l y a t heol ogi cal
r epr esent at i onof a r el at i on bet weenan or i gi n (God, t he Aut hor ) and anend ( t he
subj ect - consci ousness) t hr ough t he Text , whi ch was i n t ur n consi der ed t o be a
mor eor l ess t r anspar ent medi umof t hi s r el at i on. The mor eever yday, secul ar i zed
f orms of t hi s t heol ogi cal l ect ur e, secondl y, wer e i nscr i bed wi t hi n t he spont ane-
ous sender / r ecei ver f i gur es whi ch wer e becomi ng pr omi nent wi t hi n t he human
and soci al sci ences under t he many f orms of " cont ent anal ysi s" of communi ca-
t i on. Fi nal l y, t her e was "sci ent i f i c" obj ect i vi sm, whi ch r eact ed t o t he above-
ment i oned spi r i t ual i sm t hr ough r ef er ence t o t he ser i ousness of sci ence and,
above al l , t o t he Theor y of I nf ormat i on. Thi s pr oj ect sought t o "obj ect i vel y" t r eat
t ext s as i f t hey wer e a popul at i on of wor ds, upon whi chonecoul d per f orma sor t
of quant i t at i ve, st at i st i cal demogr aphy .
Thephi l osophi cal st r uct ur al i smof t he 1960' s decl ar ed war on t hese spont ane-

ous or sophi st i cat ed f orms of l ect ur e. I t wr ot e such concept s on i t s banner s as
" l ect ur e sympt 6mal e" and "di scour se t heor y" , and i t i ssued sl ogans such as
" speci f i cat i on of t he ef f i cacy of a st r uct ur e on i t s ef f ect s, t hr ough i t s ef f ect s" .
Mar x, Ni et zsche, Fr eud and Saussur e wer e r ecr ui t ed f or t hi s st r uggl e over t he
def i ni t i on of speaki ng, wr i t i ng, l i st eni ng and r eadi ng . As Al t husser expl ai ned i n
Li r e l e Capi t al : "Onl y si nce Fr eud havewe begun t o suspect what l i st eni ng, and
hencewhat speaki ng ( and keepi ng si l ent ) means ( veut - di r e) ; t hat t hi s' meani ng'
( voul oi r - di r e) of speaki ng and l i st eni ng di scl oses, beneat h t he i nnocence of
speech andhear i ng, t he speci f i abl e dept hs of a hi dden l evel , t he' meani ng' of t he
di scour se of t he unconsci ous- t hat l evel whoseef f ect s and f ormal condi t i ons ar e
t hought t hr ough bymoder n l i ngui st i cs . " Her eby, t he st r at egi c l i nk bet ween " t he
t heor y of i deol ogy" and l i ngui st i c st r uct ur al i smwas cl ear l y est abl i shed. Si nce t he
poi nt was t o anal yze t he unconsci ous di scour se of i deol ogi es, st r uct ur al l i ngui s-
t i cs appear ed as t he sci ent i f i c means of escapi ng f r omt he " j e ne sai s quoi " of
l i t er ar y hermeneut i cs . I f i deol ogi cal di scour ses wer e i n f act t hemyt hs per t ai ni ng
t o our soci et i es ( and compar abl e t o t hose st udi ed by Vl adi mi r Pr opp, t henCl aude
Levi - St r auss) , i t was t hought possi bl e t o const r uct t he t r aces of t hei r i nvar i ant
st r uct ur e ( t he syst emof t hei r f unct i ons) wi t hi n t he combi nat or y ser i es of t hei r
super f i ci al , empi r i cal var i at i ons- and t her eby t o at t ai n somet hi ng of t hi s st r uc-
t ur e pr esent i n t he ser i es of i t s ef f ect s .
The di f f er ent at t empt s at di scour se anal ysi s whi ch appear ed at t hi s t i me i n

Fr ance- i ncl udi ng t he pr ogr amme of Aut omat i c Di scour se Anal ysi s on whi ch I
have wor ked si nce 1967- have sought t o achi eve t hi s goal t hr ough var i ous
means . Anal yses of di scour se t r i ed t o deal ser i ousl y wi t h moden l i ngui st i cs, and
par t i cul ar l y wi t h t he wr i t i ng of an Amer i can l i ngui st , Zel l i g Har r i s, pr ovi den-
t i al l y t i t l ed Di scour se Anal ysi s . For a consi der abl e t i me, and f ol l owi ng t he l ead of
t he Fr ench l i ngui st , JeanDuboi s, t hi s t ext ser ved as a concr et e sci ent i f i c r ef er ence
poi nt f or l i ngui st s i nvol ved i n t he f i el d of di scour se anal ysi s . I shal l not di scuss
her e t he t heor et i cal , met hodol ogi cal and hi st or i ogr aphi cal r esul t s i ssui ng f r om
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t hi s wor k. ` I shal l i nst ead emphasi ze t he weak poi nt of t he under t aki ng, such as
i t appear s t o me i n r et r ospect , concer ni ng t he r ol e we at t r i but ed t o t he not i on of
domi nat i ng i deol ogy . Consi der i ng, as we di d at t he t i me, t hat t he myt hs per t ai n-
i ng t o capi t al i st soci et i es const i t ut ed t hei r domi nant i deol ogy, t hi s mi ght have l ed
us t o t he quest i ons : Does t her e not exi st , wi t hi n t hese same soci et i es, ot her and
di f f er ent myt hs? Coul d t hese myt hs be r eact i ve, cont r adi ct or y, ant agoni st i c, and
even capabl e of r eveal i ng t he exi st ence of domi nat ed i deol ogi es whi ch ar e
subor di nat e t o, yet di st i nct f r om, t he domi nant i deol ogy?

By_vi r t ue of a r et ur n of l ogi ci smi n our own pr act i ces, t hese quest i ons wer e i n
f act t ot al l y by- passed i n f avour of a t heor et i ci st r ef er ence t o t he " di scour se of
sci ence" ( Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm, i n t hi s case) whi ch was concei ved as a uni que
poi nt of ant agoni smt owar ds domi nant i deol ogy . At t he t i me, of cour se, t hi s was
a pol i t i cal quest i on, t he pedagogi c ai mof whi ch was t o " f r ee" t he or gani zat i ons
of t he Fr ench wor ker s' movement ( above al l , t he PCF) f r omt he " myt hs" of
domi nant i deol ogy by asser t i ng t he val ue of Mar xi st sci ence. Thi s was t he Fr ench
way of dr eami ng of an i mpossi bl e " escape f r omi deol ogy" , of pr et endi ng t o at l ast
cont r ol hi st or i co- pol i t i cal r eal i t y i t sel f by means of t he separ at i on of Sci ence and
I deol ogy ( Compar e Leni n' s sl ogan: " Mar x' s t heor y i s al l - power f ul because i t i s
t r ue" ! )

 

,
Fr omt hi s poi nt of vi ew, i t may be sai d t hat Al t husser ' s f amous ar t i cl e

concer ni ng " i deol ogi cal st at e appar at uses" was an at t empt at r ect i f i cat i on whi ch
al so pr ovoked an addi t i onal bl under , i nasmuch as i t was al most unani mousl y
i nt er pr et ed as a wor k of f unct i onal i st soci ol ogy . I n or der t o under st and some-
t hi ng of t he quest i on of i deol ogy, Al t husser st at ed expl i ci t l y t hat i t was necessar y
t o consi der t he quest i on of i deol ogy f r omt he st andpoi nt of " t he r epr oduct i on of
capi t al i st r el at i ons of pr oduct i on" . For var i ous r easons, " r epr oduct i on" was
i mmedi at el y i nt er pr et ed as t he et er nal r epet i t i on of an i dent i cal st at e of af f ai r s,
and cer t ai n peopl e even r epr oached hi mf or t hus i dent i f yi ng Mar xi st anal ysi s
wi t h a pur e t heor y of soci al r epr oduct i on.

Reconsi der i ng t he ai mof t hi s f amous ar t i cl e, however , one cannot avoi d bei ng
st r uck t oday by t he f act t hat " consi der i ng t he quest i on of i deol ogy f r om t he
st andpoi nt of r epr oduct i on" necessar i l y i mpl i es, f or a Mar xi st , al so consi der i ng
i deol ogy f r omt he st andpoi nt of r esi st ance t o r epr oduct i on, t hat i s, f r om t he
st andpoi nt of t he mul t i t ude of het er ogeneous r esi st ances and r evol t s whi ch
smoul der beneat h domi nant i deol ogy, t hr eat eni ng i t const ant l y . I t t her eby
i mpl i es consi der i ng domi nat ed i deol ogi es- not as pr econst i t ut ed i deol ogi cal
ger ms whi ch have a t endency t o devel op t hemsel ves i n such a way t hat t hey
symmet r i cal l y subst i t ut e f or t he domi nat i on of domi nant i deol ogy but , r at her , as
a ser i es of i deol ogi cal ef f ect s emer gi ng f r omdomi nat i on and wor ki ng agai nst i t

*Edi t or ' s not e : The most i mpor t ant of Pecheux' s ear l i er wr i t i ngs i ncl ude: Anal yse aut omat i que du
di scour s ( Par i s, 1969) ; ( wi t h Cat her i ne Fuchs) " Mi ses au poi nt et per spect i ves a pr opos de I ' anal yse
aut omat i que du di scour s" , Langages, 37 ( mar s 1975) , pp. 7- 80 ; and Les Ver i t es de l a Pal i ce:
l i ngui st i que, semant i que, phi l osophi e ( Par i s, 1975) , an Engl i sh edi t i on of whi ch appear s as
Language, Semant i csandI deol ogy : St at i ng t he Obvi ous ( London, 1982) . Ot her r el evant publ i cat i ons
andcomment ar i es on Pecheux' s wr i t i ngs ar e i ncl uded i n t he appendi x of t hi s i ssue.
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t hr ough t he gaps and t he f ai l ur es wi t hi n t hi s domi nat i on.
Al t husser ' s di scussi on of " i deol ogi cal st at e appar at uses" was al so ver y much

ai medat t hi s, but pr obabl y i n an over l y opaque or pr udent manner . I n my vi ew,
t he movement s whi ch devel oped at t he endof t he 1960' s ar ound school , f ami l y,
r el i gi on, t he soci al di vi si on of wor k, and t he r el at i onshi p t o t he envi r onment al l
const i t ut e what I cal l i deol ogi cal st r uggl es of movement . Whi l e t hese ar e ver y
much a quest i on of cl ass st r uggl e on t he t er r ai n of i deol ogy, t hey shoul d be
t hought of not as st r uggl es bet ween cl asses const i t ut ed as such but , r at her , as a
ser i es of mobi l e cl ashes ( on t he t er r ai n of sexual i t y, pr i vat e l i f e, educat i on, et c . )
about t hose pr ocesses t hr ough whi ch t he domi nat i on- expl oi t at i on of t he bour -
geoi s cl ass i s r epr oduced, wi t h adapt at i ons and t r ansf ormat i ons .
The most i mpor t ant t heor et i cal consequence of t hi s per spect i ve, i n my opi n-

i on, i s t hat t he i deol ogi cal obj ect s i mpl i ed wi t hi n t he st r uggl es of movement ar e
necessar i l y obj ect s of l ogi cal par adox . They have t he st r ange pr oper t y of bei ng
bot h i dent i cal andant agoni st i c t o eachot her - anal ogous t o t heMi ni st r yof Love
i nOrwel l ' s 1984, whi ch i s anunder t aki ng dedi cat ed t o t or t ur e. Such i deol ogi cal
obj ect s as wor k, sexual pl easur e, nat ur e, sci ence or r eason cannot be gi ven t he
st at us of f ormal l ogi cal obj ect s ( i f l ogi c i s consi der ed her e as a di sci pl i ne of
uni vocal communi cat i on) . These obj ect s onl y occur as r el at i ons of hi st or i cal l y
mobi l e f or ces, as f l exi bl e movement s whi ch ar e sur pr i si ng because of t he par a-
doxes t hey ent ai l . These movement s f unct i on as di vi ded uni t s, somewhat l i ke
t hose t wo I t al i an pr i nces who bot h swor e bef or e God: " I want t he same t hi ng as
my br ot her " , whi l e each murmur edunder hi s br eat h : " I want t o get my hands on
t he t own of Tur i n" .
Any consi der at i on of t hese het er ogeneous, cont r adi ct or y and asymmet r i c

pr ocesses i mpl i es t hi nki ng about t hei r r el at i on t o l anguage ( t hr ough t he met a-
phor i cal shi f t of meani ng, t he par adoxes, t he pl ay onwor ds, et c . ) Such consi der a-
t i on must al so be seen as a const i t uent par t of t hese pr ocesses t hemsel ves- i n
t hi s sense, t he r angeof di scur si vi t y i s i nher ent i n i deol ogi cal pr ocesses . By t hus
consi der i ng t he r ange of di scur si ve mat er i al i t i es as an ar ea of non- connect ed
het er ogenei t i es whi ch ar emobi l ewi t hi n t hei r cont r adi ct i ons, t he per spect i ve of
our r esear ch pr ogr ammes has changed dr ast i cal l y si nce t he er a of phi l osophi cal
st r uct ur al i sm. St r essi ng t he di scover i es of Mi chel Foucaul t , Gi l l es Del euze or
Jacques Der r i da, di scour se anal ysi s i s no l onger a mat t er of r econst r uct i ng t he
homogeneous i nvar i ant s of a st r uct ur e of i deol ogy ( or i deol ogi es) . I t r at her
expl or es t hi s game of mobi l e di scur si ve het er ogenei t i es whi ch gener at e t he
event s speci f i c t o i deol ogi cal st r uggl es of movement .
Al l t hi s, obvi ousl y, i mpl i es a cer t ai n concept i on of t he r el at i onshi p bet ween

hi st or i cal r eal i t y, l i ngui st i c mat er i al i t y and t he exi st ence of t he subj ect : i t br i ngs
i nt o quest i on t hat comf or t abl e met aphysi cs whi ch consi der s cl asses as aut o-
cent r i c andpr econst r uct ed obj ect s, t he subj ect as an act i ve uni t of an i nt ent i onal
consci ousness, and t he l angue as t he i nst r ument of communi cat i on of t hi s
subj ect ' s expr essi ons and act i ons . I n t hi s sense, mor e t han ever bef or e, Mar x,
Fr eud, Ni et zsche andSaussur e ar e i n t he f or ef r ont . They engage t he pr et ensi ons
of t he i mpossi bl e t heor y of semant i co- pr agmat i c uni ver sal s, a t heor y whi ch
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f l oat s on t he hor i zon of our t i me, l i ke a new dr eamof domi nat i on. Thi s
i mpossi bl e t heor y i s t he most r ecent f ormof t he l angue i nt r ouvabl e wi t h whi ch
l i ngui st i cs ( and not onl y l i ngui st i cs) has been obsessed si nce i t s begi nni ng.
Fr anf oi se Gadet : I shoul d l i ke t o begi n by ment i oni ng a par t - t i me l i ngui st who,

i n addi t i on t o l eadi ng a st at e, consi der ed t he r el at i onshi p bet ween l anguage and
i deol ogy : Joseph St al i n. He i s wel l known among l i ngui st s f or hi s paper , "Mar x-
i smand Quest i ons of Li ngui st i cs" , i n whi ch he ar gues about t he r el at i onshi p
bet ween l anguage and soci al cl asses . As i s al so wel l known, he r esol ves t hi s
quest i on by cl ai mi ng t hat l anguage i s not a super st r uct ur e.

St al i n al so deser ves a r eput at i on as a f or er unner of t he ext ended per f ormat i ve.
Thi s r eput at i on i s suggest ed by a decl ar at i on of Si ni awski , a vi ct i mof St al i ni sm
who sai d i n f r ont of hi s j udges : " I f we t r ansl at emet aphor s i nt o r eal t erms, i t i s
t he end of t he wor l d. Wesay ' dar kness i s f al l i ng, i t ' s r ai ni ng cat s and dogs, st ar s
shoot acr oss t he sky' . I f t hi s act ual l y happened, t hewor l dwoul d go t o t he dogs .
When Leni n t al ked about i deol ogi cal st r uggl e wi t h our opponent s, he used
met aphor s . St al i n t r ansl at ed t hosemet aphor s i nt o r eal t erms, and t hi s i s howt he
hor r or s of 1937 began. "

I f one r eads met aphor s t o t he l et t er , l anguage ends up bei ng t aken f or r eal i t y,
r epr esent i ng i t wi t hout di st anci at i on. Est abl i shed as equi val ent t o r eal i t y, t he
or der of l anguagewoul d t her eby be cat egor i cal , ser i ous, def i ni t e . Meani ngwoul d
exi st i n i t sel f , because i t woul d coi nci de wi t h wor ds i n t he r eal i t y of an i deol ogy .
Theconsequences of such a concept i on of l anguage ar e wel l known i n t he f i el ds
of pol i t i cs and l i t er at ur e, and so I shal l onl y consi der t he i mpl i cat i ons of such a
posi t i on f or l i ngui st i cs . I shoul d l i ke t o expl ai n, f r omt he poi nt of vi ew of a
l i ngui st i nt er est ed i n t he quest i on of i deol ogy, why Pecheux and mysel f dar ed
t i t l e a chapt er of La Langue I nt r ouvabl e: "Met aphor s, t oo, ar e wor t h st r uggl i ng
f or " . Our concept i on of t he r el at i onshi p bet ween l angue and r eal i t y necessar i l y
i mpl i es a speci f i c concept i on of l angue i t sel f , and I t hi nk t hi s concept i on sheds
mor e l i ght on t he met aphor i cal pr ocess, i nasmuch as i t r ai ses quest i ons about t he
nat ur e of r ul es wi t hi n l anguage.
My st ar t i ng poi nt , met aphor , l eads me t o consi der t he t opi c of l i ngui st i c

cr eat i vi t y . By "cr eat i vi t y" I do not so much mean t he gener al possi bi l i t y of
l anguage cr eat i on, a f eat ur e common t o al l l anguages, namel y, t hat t he l anguage
syst emi t sel f al l ows hi st or i cal di spl acement s wi t hi n t he f i el d of possi bl e f ormul a-
t i ons . I r at her wi sh t o quest i on at t hi s poi nt a common- sense concept i on, whi ch
appr oaches t hi s pr obl emof cr eat i vi t y by r el at i ng t wo f orms of opposi t i ons : f i r st ,
t he opposi t i on bet ween wor d and sent ence and, secondl y, t he opposi t i on be-
t ween f r eedomand const r ai nt .
Accor di ng t o t hi s common- sense concept i on, i t i s al ways t he wor d whi ch i s

consi der ed as t he f oundat i on of cr eat i vi t y and f r eedomwi t hi n l anguage. Hence,
cer t ai n exampl es of cr eat i vi t y ar e usual l y ment i oned: sl i ps of t he t ongue,
por t mant eau-wor ds, puns, met aphor s, neol ogy, t he poet i c pl ay on wor ds, t he
pl ay on wor ds pr oper , r hymes, spooner i sms, anagr ams, and so on. Her ewe agai n
encount er a l ot of Engl i sh expr essi ons whi ch assume t hat expr essi on i s amat t er
of wor ds : t o use onewor d f or anot her , t o wei gh one' s wor ds, wi t hout changi ng a
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wor d, t o pl ay on wor ds, l ooki ng f or wor ds, t he r i ght wor d, t he power of wor ds,
not af r ai d of wor ds . . . Most of t hese expr essi ons, of cour se, i mpl y t he synt act i c
base of a sent ence.
On t he ot her hand, t hi s common- sense concept i on of l anguage consi der s

synt ax as a r i gi di t y f act or , a const r ai nt , a l i mi t or f i l t er , as a pr ocess by whi ch t i ght
r ei ns ar e kept on spont anei t y . Fr omsuch a per spect i ve, a psychoanal yst r ef l ect -
i ng upon t he necessi t y of an ecr i t ur e of or al mat er i al woul d be f or ced t o say :
"Ul t i mat el y, synt ax i s on t he si de of secondar y pr ocesses" . I t hi nk t hat such a
concept i on of synt ax i s not onl y a consequence of an anal ysi s made upon
f i xed- or der l anguages ( e. g . , Fr ench or Engl i sh) , i n whi ch wor d- or der i s det er -
mi ned. I t i s al so, and pr obabl y above al l , a consequence of an i magi nar y r econ-
st r uct i on of synt ax : synt ax i s consi der ed as a set of i mper at i ve r ul es t hat asser t
what i s f or bi dden and what i s al l owed- r ul es whi ch t ake t he f ormof don' t say
t hat , but say t hi s . Any at t ack on t hi s or der i s t her ef or e seen as necessar i l y a
br eaki ng of t he r ul es, a devi at i on, a st andi ng out si de of l anguage.
Some recent wor ks i n t he f i el d of l i ngui st i cs suggest t he necessi t y of abandon-

i ng t hi s di chot omy bet eenwor d and sent ence. Consi der , f or exampl e, t he r eseach
of Judi t hMi l ner , whi ch i s concer ned wi t h l anguage pl ay. Sheshows howpl ayi ng
wi t h l anguage negat i vel y r eveal s somet hi ng about l anguage, because t hr ough t he
mer e possi bi l i t y of l aughi ng, f or i nst ance, one behaves as i f one under st ood
somet hi ng el se . Pl ayi ngwi t h a l anguage i s a quest i on of synt act i c anal ysi s . Thi si s
exempl i f i ed i n t he f amous wi t t i ci smcomment ed upon by Fr eud: Tu a pr i x un
bai n? (Di d you t ake7a bat h?) Pour quoi , i l enmanqueun? (Why, i s one mi ssi ng?)
Ther e i s her e a l exi cal ambi gui t y bet ween a f ul l expr essi on ( t o t ake a bat h) and
t he combi nat i on of t he ver b t o t ake and t he noun a bat h. But i t i s t he synt act i c
schemewhi chal l ows t hi s pl ay, and consequent l y t he wi t t i ci sm. Mi l ner t her ef or e
wr i t es : " I i nsi st upon t he f act t hat most of t he t i me, pl ayi ng wi t h l anguage,
t hough gener al l y consi der ed as pur e l exi cal ambi gui t y, i nvol ves i n f act pr obl ems
of synt act i c anal yzabi l i t y" . Si mi l ar l y, anot her l i ngui st ( agai n, a woman) i s wor k-
i ng on t he l i ngui st i c st at us of met aphor . Lacan' s def i ni t i on of met aphor as t he
subst i t ut i on of one wor d f or anot her i s wel l known. She shows t hat t hi s i s t r ue,
but onl y because t her e exi st s a synt act i c f r ame f or t he subst i t ut i on i t sel f . She
t her ef or e cal l s met aphor a f act of l anguage wi t h a synt act i c or i gi n. For exampl e,
t he expr essi on son col onel demar l ( whi ch coul d be t r ansl at ed : her col onel of a
husband) can onl y be i nt er pr et ed by a Fr ench speaker as a der ogat or y or i r oni cal
at t i t ude t owar ds col onel s, t hr ough r ef er ence t o t he expr essi on, son i mbeci l e de
mar l .
These exampl es i ndi cat e t he necessi t y of r ef er r i ng t o synt act i c st r uct ur e,

consi der ed bot h as i ndi f f er ent t o, and r esponsi bl e f or , t he i deol ogi cal pr ocesses of
l anguage. Synt ax i s t he basi s of hi st or i cal cr eat i vi t y . Language r ul es t hus cannot
be consi der ed as cat egor i cal r ul es- i n t he sense t hat a r ul e must or must not
appl y. They must - r at her be seen as i nt r i nsi cal l y al l owi ng f or i deol ogi cal pl ay and
di scur si ve l at i t udes . Consi der an especi al l y enl i ght eni ng exampl e: Rol and
Bar t hes' expr essi on, t r i cher l a l angue ( l i t er al l y : t o cheat t he l anguage) . I t i s not
ver y i nt er est i ng t o poi nt out t hat t he ver b t r i cher i s normal l y i nt r ansi t i ve ( t r i cher
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avec l a l angue; t r i cher a unj eu) and t hat i t i s t r ansi t i ve i n t hi s devi ant exampl e. I t
i s muchmor e i nt er est i ng t o emphasi ze t hat Bar t hes uses t hi s ver bwhendef i ni ng
l i t er at ur e as a wor k upon l anguage. I t i s al so mor e i nt er est i ng t o poi nt out t hat
usi ng an i nt r ansi t i ve ver b i nt r ansi t i vel y i s par t i cul ar l y f r equent i n some t ypes of
di scour se. Thi s i s especi al l y t he case i n pr ovocat i ve st at ement s used on el ect or al
post er s, as f or exampl e i n t hi s one r ecent l y used agai nst Mi t t er and:

( l i t er al l y : he abor t ed our chi l dr en, he wi l l abor t Fr ance) . Nei t her i n t he f i r st
meani ng ( t omake awoman abor t ) nor i n t he secondmeani ng ( t o makea pr oj ect
abor t ) can t he ver b avor t er be used t r ansi t i vel y . By doi ng so, t he devi ant
st at ement gai ns i n i nt ensi t y and even vi ol ence.
To what new t heor et i cal consequences do such r ef l ect i ons l ead? I t hi nk t he

maj or poi nt i s t hat t he way we t hi nk synt act i cal l y about a st at ement al ways
r eveal s a l i t t l e bi t mor eabout i t s meani ng, becauseweunder st and i t i n r el at i on t o
ot her st at ement s, t hr ough synt act i cal pl ays of f orms whi ch ar e r equi r ed by t he
f ormer st at ement . I n t he sameway, pr oduci ng such st at ement s i mpl i es a posi t i on
t owar ds l anguage t hat has been descr i bed by Phi l i ppe Sol l er s : " I can' t consi der as
f r ee a bei ng who does not st r i ve t o br eak wi t hi n hi m/ her sel f t he bonds of
l anguage. . . " .
What does t hi s posi t i on i mpl y about t he st at us of gr ammat i cal r ul es? We

ar gue i n La Langue I nt r ouvabl e t hat a cer t ai n i nt er pr et at i on of Chomsky' s wor k
permi t s such a concept i on of l anguage. I t i s wel l known t hat one of t he most
i mpor t ant concept s of gener at i ve t r ansf ormat i onal gr ammar i s t he opposi t i on
bet ween t he gr ammat i cal and t he non- gr ammat i cal . Thi s di st i nct i on wor ks mor e
as a way of r easoni ng t han as a devi ce f or separ at i ng ut t er ances . To separ at e
ut t er ances woul d be t o pr oduce a deci si on' about , or assi gn a f r ont i er bet ween,
what i s gr ammat i cal andwhat i s not gr ammat i cal . I f we assume, t o t he cont r ar y,
t hat t he opposi t i on i s mer el y a mat t er of r easoni ng, t hi s necessar i l y i mpl i es
t aki ng i nt o account what i s i mpossi bl e wi t hi n t he l angue, pr eci sel y i n or der t o
under st and what exi st s wi t hi n i t . I n my opi ni on, t he mai n di scover y of Chom-
sky' s wor k i s i t s compr ehensi on of t he r el at i onshi p bet ween t he gr ammat i cal and
t he non- gr ammat i cal as a cont i nuumor nat ur al consi st ency- and not as t he
l angue ver sus i t s out si de, t he normal ver sus t he pat hol ogi cal , or t he r ul e ver sus
devi at i on . Not hi ng r eveal s an excl uded sequence as excl uded, except t he f act t hat
i t i s excl uded. Ther ef or e, t her e i s no f r ont i er or assi gnabl e poi nt of l anguage shi f t
bet ween t he gr ammat i cal and t he non- gr ammat i cal . Ther e i s onl y wor k wi t hi n
l anguage, i n whi ch meani ng i s def i ned i n r el at i on t o what does not make
meani ng, t he meani ngl ess .
To under st andChomsky t hi s way- and I agr ee t hi s i s not t he usual way- i s i n

f act . t o r ai se t he quest i on of a subj ect s mast er y of hi s/ her l angue: pl ayi ng wi t h

r ul es i s not t he same as f ol l owi ng t he r ul es of a game. Fr omour per spect i ve, t her e
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i s no " devi at i on" - and hence t her e i s no " poet i cal " l anguage. Ther e i s onl y a
gener al pr ocess of l anguage, wor ki ng as much i n t he ver bal l ear ni ng of chi l dr en,
as i n t he ever yday use of l anguage by ever y speaker , as wel l as i n i t s pol i t i cal or
l i t er ar y uses . Once agai n, Bar t hes pr esent s sever al exampl es of t hi s i nt er pl ay
bet ween t he gr ammat i cal and t he non- gr ammat i cal . One of t hemseems t o me
especi al l y i nt er est i ng, f or i t pr esent s an appar ent cont r adi ct i on bet ween hi s
ecr i t ur e and hi s t heor et i cal posi t i on. I n t he Lef on i naugur al e, he wr i t es : " I n our
l anguage, I amcompel l ed t o est abl i sh mysel f f i r st as a subj ect , bef or e expr essi ng
t he act i on whi ch, because of t hi s, wi l l onl y be an at t r i but e of t he subj ect : what I do
i s onl y t he consequence and out come of what I am. I n t he same way, I al ways have
t o choose bet ween mascul i ne and f emi ni ne, because bot h neut er and any mi xed
gender ar e f or bi dden t o me; or , agai n, I have t o i ndi cat e my r el at i on t o anot her
per son by usi ng ei t her t o or vous : any emot i onal or soci al hesi t at i on i s not
al l owed. Thus, i n i t s ver y st r uct ur e, l anguage i mpl i es a f undament al r el at i on of
al i enat i on. " These obser vat i ons l ead hi mt o t hi s f amous concl usi on: " Language i s
nei t her r eact i onar y nor pr ogr essi ve ; i t i s i ndeed f asci st " .

I n hi s pr act i ce as a wr i t er , Bar t hes had pr evi ousl y wor ked out t he necessi t y of
deci di ng on gr ammat i cal gender . I nf r agment s dun di scour s amour eux, i n whi ch
he qui t e syst emat i cal l y avoi ds t he di scur si ve engender i ng of t he par t ner s
i nvol ved i n t he di scour s amour eux, he uses unmar ked t er ms ( t he subj ect i n l ove;
t he obj ect of my l ove; you; we; t he ot her; t he ot her body) and some nomi nal i za-
t i ons, such as t he absence, t he angui sh of l ove, i mposi ng on my passi on t he
di sgui se of di scr et i on. We f i nd her e di scur si ve char act er i st i cs whi ch, f r omwi t hi n
l anguage, pl ay wi t h t he necessi t y of l anguage: a r use, i f I dar e say . But t he t er m
r use seems t o i mpl y a not i on of st r at egy . I t i s, however , not t he case t hat Bar t hes
i s t he mast er of what he wr i t es, as i f he coul d t r ansl at e i deol ogi cal ai ms i nt o
l angue or di scour se. To make l anguage wor k i s onl y t o pl ay on i t s const r ai nt s and
on i t s bl anks- t o pl ay wi t h t he l at i t udes i t af f or ds.

I n La Langue I nt r ouvabl e we at t empt ed t o quest i on t he st r at egi c posi t i on of
t he l anguage mast er who seeks t o r ul e over a wor l d of st at ement s t hr ough hi s
own pr ocess of enunci at i on. Agai nst t he nar ci ssi smof successf ul communi cat i on,
we t r i ed t o asser t t he hi st or i cal and pol i t i cal val ue of f ai l ur e . The cer t i t ude of t he
Amer i can j oke and t he anxi et y of a Jewi sh wi t pr ovi de a phi l osophi cal i l l ust r a-
t i on of t hi s di f f er ence. The j oke i s t he r epl y of t he smal l Amer i can f ar mer t o hi s
past or when t he l at t er i nvi t es hi mt o t hank t he Lor d f or havi ng gi ven hi msuch a
beaut i f ul l and: " But i f onl y you had seen t hi s l and i n t he st at e i n whi chHegave i t
t o me! " Thewi t t i ci smi s t he r epl y of t he smal l Jewi sh t ai l or t o hi s unhappy cl i ent
who had t o wai t si x year s f or t he del i ver y of a pai r of t r ouser s and t her eupon
r emar ked t hat God t ook onl y si x days t o cr eat e t he wor l d: " Al l r i ght , but l ook at
t he t r ouser s, and l ook at t he wor l d. . . .. .
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SOMECONDI TI ONSFORREVOLUTI ONI ZI NG
LATECAPI TALI STSOCI ETI ES [ 1968] *

Tr ansl at ed by John Keane

Ji ur gen Habermas

Mar x was convi nced t hat a r evol ut i oni zi ng of t he capi t al i st soci al syst emof hi s
t i me was possi bl e f or t wo r easons . Fi r st , because at t hat t i me t he ant agoni sm
bet ween t he owner s of t he means of pr oduct i on and wage l abour er s cl ear l y
mani f est ed i t sel f as cl ass st r uggl e, i . e . , t he subj ect s t hemsel ves wer e becomi ng
consci ous of t hi s ant agoni smand t her ef or e coul d be or gani zed pol i t i cal l y ; and,
secondl y, because i n t he l ong r un t he i nst i t ut i onal pr essur e f or capi t al ut i l i zat i on
i n pr i vat e f ormconf r ont ed t he economi c syst emwi t h an i nsol ubl e pr obl em. I
knowt hat f or Mar x t hese t wo condi t i ons r epr esent ed necessar y but by nomeans
suf f i ci ent condi t i ons f or a r evol ut i on . However , I shal l l i mi t my di scussi on t o
t hem, as I bel i eve t hat t hese t wo condi t i ons ar e no l onger sat i sf i ed under
st at e- r egul at ed capi t al i sm.
The f i r st condi t i on of a pol i t i cal l y or gani zabl e cl ass st r uggl e i s gi ven i f t he

r el at i onshi p bet ween t he pr i vi l eged and domi nat ed gr oups i s f oundedonexpl oi -
t at i on, and i f t hi s expl oi t at i on becomes consci ousl y subj ect i ve, i . e . , i s i ncompat -
i bl e wi t h t he accept ed l egi t i mat i ons of domi nat i on. Expl oi t at i on i s t hus def i ned
as t he domi nat i ng cl ass l i vi ng upon t he l abour of t he dependent cl ass whi ch
t her ef or e, on t he ot her hand, can pr essur e t he domi nant cl ass by t he wi t hdr awal
of i t s co- oper at i on. Thedomi nat edwage l abour of t he ni net eent h cent ur y was i n
t hi s sense an expl oi t ed cl ass . At t he same t i me, t hi s r el at i onshi p of expl oi t at i on
was i ncompat i bl e wi t h bour geoi s i deol ogy . Accor di ng t o t hi s i deol ogy, t he t r ans-
act i ons bet ween pr i vat e i ndi vi dual s wer e supposed t o be r egul at ed t hr ough
r el at i ons of equi val ence of exchange and consequent l y unf ol d i n a spher e eman-
ci pat ed f r omdomi nat i on and f r eed f r omvi ol ence.
Secondl y, t he anal ysi s of t he capi t al i st economi c syst emwhi ch Mar x accom-

pl i shed on t he f oundat i on of t he t heor y of val ue, as i s known, ser ves t o pr ove t he
i nevi t abi l i t y of syst em- endanger i ng di spr opor t i onal i t i es . As l ong as economi c
gr owt h i s t i ed t o t he mechani smof t he ut i l i zat i on of capi t al i n pr i vat e f orm, t he

*Edi t or s not e : Thi s essay was f i r st pr esent ed as a l ect ur e t o t he 1968 Kor cul a Summer School ,
Yugosl avi a . I t i s t r ansl at ed f r omt he ver si on whi ch i s publ i shed i n Kul t ur and Kr i t i k ( Fr ankf ur t am
Mai n, 1973) , pp. 70- 86. Permi ssi on f or t hi s t r ansl at i on has been gr ant ed by Pr of essor Habermas,
al t hough wi t h t wo st r ong st i pul at i ons : f i r st , t hat t hi s essay be consi der ed as a r ough summat i on of
t hemes pr esent ed el sewher e, especi al l y i n Techni k and Wi ssenschaf t al t ' I deol ogi e' ( Fr ankf ur t ,
1968) ; and, secondl y, t hat t hi s essay' s concer n wi t h t he "gl assy backgr ound i deol ogy" of sci ence and
t echnol ogy be i nt er pr et ed as a cr i t i cal r esponse t o cer t ai n apol oget i c account s of t he l ogi c and
consequences of sci ent i f i c- t echni cal pr ogr ess, above al l , t hose whi ch ar e t o be f ound i n t he wr i t i ngs
( dur i ng t he 1960' s i n t he Feder al Republ i c) of Hans Fr eyer , Hel mut Schel sky and Ar nol d Gehl en.
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accumul at i on pr ocess must r epeat edl y come t o a st andst i l l . Thi s per i odi c dest r uc-
t i on of non- ut i l i zabl e r eser ves of capi t al i s a condi t i on of r evol ut i on, because i t
const i t ut es a vi vi d demonst r at i on of t he di scr epancy bet ween t he devel oped
pr oduct i ve f or ces on t he one hand, and t he i nst i t ut i onal f r amewor k of t he
capi t al i st soci al syst emon t he ot her . I t t her eby makes t hemasses consci ous of t he
i nsol ubl e syst empr obl em.
I n t he f ol l owi ng, I shoul d l i ke t o name t wo devel opment al t endenci es whi ch

ar e deci si ve f or t he st at e- or gani zed capi t al i sm of t he pr esent t i me. ' Thi s.
appr oxi mat e r econst r uct i on of i t s emer gence shoul dmakecl ear on t heonehand
why t he cl assi cal condi t i ons of r evol ut i on ar e t oday no l onger pr esent ; but , at t he
same t i me, i t shoul d i ndi cat e t he st r uct ur al weakness of t he syst em whi ch
pr esent s i t sel f as anewpoi nt of at t ack .

Si nce t he l ast quar t er of t he ni net eent h cent ur y, t wodevel opment al t endenci es
have become obser vabl e i n t he most advanced capi t al i st count r i es : on t he one
hand, an i ncr ease of i nt er vent i oni st st at e act i vi t y whi ch has t o guar ant ee t he
st abi l i t y of t he syst emand, on t he ot her hand, a gr owi ng i nt er dependence of
r esear ch and t echnol ogy whi ch has made t he sci ences t he pr i mar y pr oduct i ve
f or ce. Bot h t endenci es dest r oy t hat const el l at i on whi ch hadbeenuni que t o l i ber al
capi t al i sm i n i t s devel oped st age.
. 1 . The permanent r egul at i on of t he economi c pr ocess t hr ough st at e i nt er ven-
t i on has emer gedas a def ence agai nst t he syst em- endanger i ng dysf unct i onal i t i es
of unr egul at ed capi t al i sm. The basi c i deol ogy of equi val ence of exchange, whi ch
Mar x had t heor et i cal l y unmasked, has pr act i cal l y col l apsed. The f ormof pr i vat e
economi c ut i l i zat i on of capi t al can onl y bemai nt ai ned t hr ough t he st at e cor r ec-
t i ves of soci al andeconomi cpol i cy whi ch st abi l i ze ci r cul at i on and compensat e f or
mar ket consequences . Ther eby t he syst emof domi nat i on i s i t sel f t r ansf ormed.
Af t er t he di si nt egr at i on of t he i deol ogy of equi val ence of exchange- uponwhi ch
t he moder n nat ur al l aw const r uct i ons of t he bour geoi s- const i t ut i onal
st at e wer e al so based- pol i t i cal domi nat i on r equi r es a new basi s f or i t s l egi t i -
macy. Nowt hat t he power i ndi r ect l y exer ci sed wi t hi n t he exchange pr ocess i t sel f
has t o be cont r ol l ed by pr e- st at e or gani sed and st at e i nst i t ut i onal i sed aut hor i t y,
l egi t i mat i on can no l onger be der i ved f r oma non- pol i t i cal or der , t he r el at i ons of
pr oduct i on. I n t hi s sense, t he compul si on t o di r ect l egi t i mat i on i n pr e- capi t al i st
soci et i es i s once agai n r enewed. On t he ot her hand, t he r e- est abl i shment of di r ect
pol i t i cal domi nat i on (wi t h a t r adi t i onal f ormof l egi t i mat i on gr ounded i n cul t ur al
t r adi t i on) has become i mpossi bl e. Formal democr at i c aut hor i t y i n st at e-
r egul at ed, capi t al i st syst ems i s pl aced under a l egi t i mat i on obl i gat i onwhi ch can
no l onger be r edeemed t hr ough r ecour se t o t he pr e- bour geoi s f ormof l egi t i ma-
t i on. Thi s i s why a subst i t ut e pr ogr ammat i c r epl aces t heequi val ence- i deol ogy of
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f ree exchange. Thi s pr ogr ammat i c i s or i ent ed not t o t he soci al consequences of
t he mar ket i nst i t ut i on, but t o t he st at e compensat i on of t he dysf unct i ons f or f r ee
exchange r el at i ons. I t l i nks t oget her t he moment of t he bour geoi s i deol ogy of
per f ormance (whi ch of cour se shi f t s st at us assi gnment accor di ng t o i ndi vi dual
per f ormance f r omt hemar ket t o t he school syst em) wi t h t he pr omi se of wel f ar e
(wi t h t he pr ospect of j ob secur i t y as wel l as i ncome st abi l i t y) . Thi s subst i t ut e
pr ogr ammat i c obl i ges t he syst emof cont r ol t o bot h mai nt ai n t he condi t i ons of
st abi l i t y of a t ot al syst emwhi ch gr ant s soci al secur i t y and chances of per sonal
advancement and t o over come r i sks associ at ed wi t h gr owt h. Thi s necessi t at es
consi der abl e r oomf or manoeuver i ng f or st at e i nt er vent i ons whi ch, i n r et ur n f or
r est r i ct i ons pl acedupon t he i nst i t ut i ons of pr i vat e l aw, secur e t he pr i vat e f ormof
capi t al ut i l i zat i on and bi nd t he l oyal t y of t he masses t o t he capi t al i st f ormof
soci et y.
I nsof ar as st at e act i vi t y i s di r ect ed t o t he st abi l i t y and t he gr owt h of t he

economi c syst em, pol i t i cs now assumes a st r angel y negat i ve char act er : i t i s
concer ned wi t h t he el i mi nat i on of dysf unct i onal i t i es and t he pr event i on of
syst em- endanger i ng r i sks, i . e . , i t i s or i ent ed not t o t he r eal i zat i on of pr act i cal
goal s but t o t he sol ut i on of t echni cal pr obl ems . Thr ough i t s or i ent at i on t o
pr event i ve act i on, st at e act i vi t y becomes r est r i ct ed t o t echni cal t asks . I t s pur pose
i s, " j ust t o keep t he syst emgoi ng" . Pr act i cal quest i ons t her ef or e ar e vi r t ual l y
pushed asi de. I amher edi st i ngui shi ng bet ween t echni cal and pr act i cal quest i ons .
Techni cal pr obl ems ar i se wi t h r espect t o t he pur posi ve- r at i onal or gani zat i on of
means and t he r at i onal choi ce bet ween al t er nat i ve means f or t he at t ai nment of
gi ven goal s . Pr act i cal pr obl ems, on t he ot her hand, ar i se wi t h r espect t o t he
accept ance or r ej ect i on of norms, i n our case of norms of col l ect i ve l i f e whi ch we
can-wi t h good r easons- suppor t or r ej ect , t r ansl at e i nt o r eal i t y or st r uggl e
agai nst . Thedi st i nct i on bet ween t echni cal and pr act i cal quest i ons cor r esponds, I
shoul d l i ke t o add i mmedi at el y, t o t he di st i nct i on bet ween wor k and i nt er act i on .
Wor k i s a t ermwhi ch descr i bes any f ormof i nst r ument al or st r at egi c act i on,
whi l e i nt er act i on r ef er s t o a r eci pr ocal r el at i onshi p of at l east t wo subj ect s under
common, t hat i s, i nt er - subj ect i vel y compr ehensi bl e and bi ndi ng norms .

I r et ur n t o t he quest i on of el i mi nat i ng essent i al pr act i cal subst ance f r omt he
pol i t i cs of l at e capi t al i sm. Ol d st yl e pol i t i cs was f or ced, i f onl y because of t he f orm
of l egi t i mat i on assumed by t r adi t i onal aut hor i t y, t o def i ne i t sel f i n r el at i on t o
pr act i cal goal s : i nt er pr et at i ons of " t he good l i f e" wer e at t ached t o cont ext s of
i nt er act i on. The same was st i l l t r ue f or t he i deol ogy of bour geoi s soci et y. Today,
however , t he subst i t ut e pr ogr ammat i c onl y r ef er s t o t he f unct i oni ng of a con-
t r ol l ed syst em. I t excl udes pr act i cal quest i ons and t her eby t he di scussi on of t he
accept ance of st andar ds whi chwer e onl y accessi bl e t o democr at i c wi l l - f ormat i on.
For t he sol ut i on of t echni cal t asks i s not dependent uponpubl i c di scussi on . But
publ i c di scussi ons coul d pr obl emat i ze t he boundar y condi t i ons of t he syst em
wi t hi nwhi ch t he t asks of st at e act i vi t y pr i mar i l y appear as t echni cal pr obl ems .
Thenewpol i t i cs of st at e i nt er vent i on t her ef or e r equi r es a depol i t i ci zat i on of t he
mass of t he popul at i on. I n t he same measur e as pr act i cal quest i ons ar e excl uded,
t he pol i t i cal publ i c spher e l oses i t s f unct i on. Themass medi aassume t he f unct i on
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of secur i ng t hat depol i t i ci zat i on of t hemasses . On t he ot her hand, t he l egi t i ma-
t i on of domi nat i on by t he subst i t ut e pr ogr ammat i c l eaves open a deci si ve
l egi t i mat i on need: Howcan t he depol i t i ci zat i on of t hemasses becomepl ausi bl e
t o t hem? Mar cuse pr ovi ded an answer t o t hi s quest i on: t echnol ogy and sci ence
al so t ake on t he r ol e of an i deol ogy .
2. Si nce t he end of t he ni net eent h cent ur y, a second devel opment al t endency,
char act er i st i c of l at e capi t al i sm, has become mor e and mor e power f ul : t he
sci ent i zat i on of t echnol ogy . Thr ough l ar ge- scal e i ndust r i al r esear ch, sci ence,
t echnol ogy and commer ci al i zat i on have been i nt egr at ed i nt o one syst em. - I t i s
l i nked i n t he meant i me wi t h st at e- commi ssi oned r esear ch, whi ch pr i mar i l y
suppor t s sci ent i f i c and t echni cal pr ogr ess i n t he mi l i t ar y f i el d. Fr omt her e
i nf ormat i on f l ows back i nt o t he domai n of ci vi l i an- goods pr oduct i on. Thus
t echnol ogy and sci ence become t he pr i mar y pr oduct i ve f or ce and wi t h t hat t he.
condi t i ons of appl i cabi l i t y of Mar x' s l abour t heor y of val ue di sappear . I t no
l onger makes sense t o cal cul at e t he amount s of capi t al f or i nvest ment s i n
r esear ch and devel opment on t he basi s of t he val ue of unski l l ed ( si mpl e) l abour
power , because i nst i t ut i onal i zed sci ent i f i c- t echni cal pr ogr ess has become t he
basi s of an i ndi r ect sur pl us val ue pr oduct i on, compar ed t owhi ch t he onl y sour ce
of sur pl us val ue Mar x consi der ed- t he l abour power of t he i mmedi at e
pr oducer s- has l ess and l ess i mpor t ance.
Thi s devel opment subsequent l y gi ves r i se t o a st r angel y t echnocr at i c con-

sci ousness . So l ong as t he pr oduct i ve f or ces wer e cl ear l y connect ed t o t he r at i onal
deci si ons and i nst r ument al act i ons of a soci al l y pr oduci ng humani t y t hey coul d be
under st ood as a pot ent i al wi t h a gr owi ng t echni cal power of di sposal ; t hey coul d
not , however , be conf used wi t h t he i nst i t ut i onal f r amewor k i n whi ch t hey ar e
embedded. Wi t h t he i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on of sci ent i f i c- t echni cal pr ogr ess, t he
pot ent i al of t he pr oduct i ve f or ces assumes a f ormwhi ch decr eases t he dual i smof
wor k- and . i nt er act i on i n t he consci ousness of humani t y . I t i s t r ue t hat soci al
i nt er est s st i l l det ermi ne, as al ways, t he di r ect i on, t he f unct i ons and t he pace of
t ehcni cal pr ogr ess . Yet t hese i nt er est s def i ne t he soci al syst emso f ul l y t hat t hey
ar e i dent i cal wi t h t he i nt er est of mai nt ai ni ng t he syst em. The pr i vat e f ormof
capi t al ut i l i zat i on and a l oyal t y- secur i ng code of di st r i but i on f or soci al compensa-
t i ons ar e as such wi t hdr awn f r omdi scussi on. A quasi - aut onomous pr ogr ess of
sci ence and t echnol ogy appear s as an i ndependent var i abl e on whi ch t he si ngl e
most i mpor t ant var i abl e of t he syst em, namel y, economi c gr owt h, i n f act
depends . Thi s r esul t s i n a per spect i ve i n whi ch t he devel opment of t he soci al
syst emseems t o bedet ermi nedby t he l ogi c of sci ent i f i c- t echni cal pr ogr ess . The
i mmanent l y l aw- l i ke char act er of t hi s pr ogr ess, seems t o pr oduce t he compel -
l i ngness of t asks t o whi ch a pol i t i cs based on obeyi ng f unct i onal needs must
r espond. I f t hi s t echnocr at i c consci ousness, whi ch of cour se i s a f al se consci ous-
ness, mani f est s i t sel f as ever yday sel f under st andi ng, t hen t he r ef er ence t o t he
r ol e of t echnol ogy and sci ence can' expl ai n and l egi t i mi zewhy i nmoder n soci et i es
a democr at i c pr ocess of wi l l - f ormat i on concer ni ng pr act i cal quest i ons must bot h
l ose i t s f unct i ons andbe r epl aced by pl ebi sci t ar y deci si ons about al t er nat i ve set s
of l eader s of t he admi ni st r at i ve per sonnel . I n t hi s sense, t echnol ogy and sci ence
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t oday assume a doubl e f unct i on: t hey . ar e not onl y pr oduct i ve f or ces, but al so
i deol ogi es . Thi s al so expl ai ns why t he di scr epancy bet ween t he f or ces and
r el at i ons of pr oduct i on no l onger cont i nues t o be meani ngf ul , t hat i s, i s no l onger
evi dent i n t he consci ousness of t he mass of t he popul at i on.

We can now ret ur n t o t he t wo st r uct ur al condi t i ons of r evol ut i on st at ed by
Mar x. Thesecond condi t i on, namel y, t hat t he mechani sms of capi t al ut i l i zat i on
i n pr i vat e f ormas such conf r ont t he syst emwi t h i nsol ubl epr obl ems, i s no l onger
sat i sf i ed i f i t i s cor r ect t hat t he i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on of sci ent i f i c- t echni cal pr o-
gr ess cast s f undament al doubt upon t he or t hodox cr i si s t heor y, and i f i n act ual
f act , t hr ough t heor gani sat i on of sci ence as t he l eadi ng pr oduct i ve f or ce, space i s
cr eat ed i n whi ch st at e act i vi t y can pr i nci pal l y secur e economi c gr owt h and mass
l oyal t y t hr ough r e- di st r i but i on . I do not want t o go f ur t her i nt o t hi s possi bi l i t y at
t hi s poi nt . ' What i s of i nt er est t o me i s t hat t he f i r st condi t i on of t he possi bi l i t y of
a pol i t i cal l y or gani zabl e cl ass st r uggl e i s al so no l onger necessar i l y f ul f i l l ed . For
capi t al i st soci et y has changed t o such an ext ent - due t o t he t woaf or ement i oned
devel opment al t endenci es- t hat t wo key cat egor i es of Mar x' s t heor y of r evol u-
t i on, vi z. , cl ass st r uggl e and i deol ogy can no l onger be so easi l y appl i ed.
1 . The l at e capi t al i st syst emi s def i ned t osuchanext ent by compensat i on, i . e. , by
a pol i t i cs of conf l i ct avoi dance whi ch secur es t he l oyal t y of t he wage- dependent
masses, t hat t he' cl ass conf l i ct - bui l t i nt o t he soci al st r uct ur e by t he pr i vat e
economi c ut i l i zat i on of capi t al now as bef or e- i s t he conf l i ct whi ch, wi t h t he
r el at i vel y gr eat est pr obabi l i t y, r emai ns l at ent . Thi s conf l i ct r et r eat s behi nd ot her
conf l i ct s whi ch, al t hough al so condi t i oned by t he modeof pr oduct i on, no l onger
can assume t he f ormof cl ass conf l i ct s . Cl aus . Of f e has anal yzed t hi s par adoxi cal
st at eof af f ai r s : open conf l i ct s ar emor e l i kel y t o bespar ked by soci al i nt er est s t he
l ess t hei r vi ol at i on has syst em- endanger i ng consquences. At t he per i pher y of
t hi s st at e spher e of act i on, needs ar e pr egnant wi t h conf l i ct because t hey ar e
r emot e f r omt he l at ent cent r al conf l i ct andt her ef or e do not enj oy any pr i or i t y i n
t hewar di ng of f of danger s . Conf l i ct s ar i se due t o t hese needs t o t he ext ent wi t h
whi ch t he di spr opor t i onat el y spr ead st at e i nt er vent i ons gi ve r i se t o r et ar ded
spher es of devel opment and t o cor r espondi ng t ensi ons of di spar i t y . The i nt er -
est s l i nked t o t he mai nt enance of t he mode of pr oduct i on can no l onger be
unambi guousl y l ocat ed i n t he soci al syst emas cl ass i nt er est s . For t he syst emof
pol i t i cal cont r ol , whi ch i s or i ent ed t o t he pr event i on of t hr eat s t o t he syst em,
excl udes j ust t hat " domi nat i on" whi ch i s exer ci sed when one cl ass subj ect
opposes t he ot her as an i dent i f i abl e gr oup.
Thi s si gnal s not an abol i t i on but a l at ency of cl ass ant agoni sms. I t i s t r ue t hat ,

as empi r i cal soci ol ogi st s, we can sat i sf act or i l y demonst r at e t hat cl ass- speci f i c
di f f er ences cont i nue t o exi st i n t he f ormof subcul t ur al t r adi t i ons and cor r espond-
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i ng di f f er ences of not onl y st andar ds of l i vi ng and ways of l i f e but al so of pol i t i cal
at t i t udes . Fur t hermor e, t he soci o- st r uct ur al l y condi t i oned pr obabi l i t y ar i ses t hat
t he cl ass of wage- l abour er s wi l l be hi t har der by soci al di spar i t i es t han ot her
gr oups . And, f i nal l y, t he gener al i zed i nt er est i n t hemai nt enance of t he syst emon
t he l evel of i mmedi at e l i f e chances i s t oday st i l l anchor ed i n a st r uct ur e of
pr i vi l ege: For t he concept of an i nt er est compl et el y i ndependent of l i vi ng
subj ect s woul d cancel i t sel f out . But wi t h t he war di ng of f of danger s t o t he
syst em, pol i t i cal aut hor i t y i n st at e- r egul at ed capi t al i smhas absor bed an i nt er est
i n t he mai nt enance of t he compensat or y f acade of di st r i but i on t hat r eaches
beyond t he vi r t ual i zed cl ass boundar i es .
On t he ot her hand, t he di spl acement of t he conf l i ct zone f r om t he cl ass

boundar y t o t he under pr i vi l eged spher es of l i f e does not at al l i mpl y t he el i mi na-
t i on of gr ave conf l i ct pot ent i al . As t he r aci al conf l i ct i n t he Uni t ed St at es shows
i n t he ext r eme, so many consequences of di spar i t y can accumul at e i n cer t ai n ar eas
and gr oups t hat ci vi l war - l i ke expl osi ons r esul t . When not l i nked wi t h t he
pr ot est pot ent i al of ot her or i gi ns, al l conf l i ct s based sol el y on such depr i vat i on
ar e char act er i zed by t he f act t hat , whi l e t hey pr ovoke t he syst emt o r eact shar pl y
and i n a way i ncompat i bl e wi t h f ormal democr acy, t hey cannot r eal l y r evol ut i on-
i ze t hi s syst em. For depr i ved gr oups ar e not soci al cl asses ; i n addi t i on, t hey never
even pot ent i al l y r epr esent t he mass of t he popul at i on. Thei r l oss of r i ght s and
t hei r pauper i zat i on ar e no l onger i dent i cal wi t h expl oi t at i on, si nce t he syst em
does not f eed upon t hei r l abour ; at most , t hey r epr esent a past phaseof expl oi t a-
t i on. . Yet t hey cannot enf or ce t he f ul f i l l ment of t he cl ai ms t hey l egi t i mat el y
r epr esent t hr ough t he wi t hdr awal of t hei r cooper at i on; t hese cl ai ms conse-
quent l y have an appel l at i ve char act er . I n t he ext r eme case, depr i ved gr oups can
r eact t o t he l ong t ermnon- r ecogni t i on of t hei r l egi t i mat e cl ai ms wi t h desper at e
dest r uct i on and sel f - dest r uct i on : such ci vi l st r i f e, however , l acks t he r evol ut i on-
ar y chances of success of cl ass st r uggl e so l ong as coal i t i ons wi t h pr i vi l eged
gr oups ar e not r eal i zed.
I n l at e capi t al i st soci et y t he depr i ved and pr i vi l eged gr oups no l onger oppose

each ot her as soci o- economi c cl asses i nsof ar as t he l i mi t s of depr i vat i on r emai n
gr oup speci f i c at al l and do not pass di r ect l y t hr ough t he cat egor i es of t he
popul at i on.
2. The t echnocr at i c consci ousness i s i n one r espect " l ess i deol ogi cal " t han al l

pr evi ous i deol ogi es, because i t does not have t he power of del usi on whi ch
si mul at es t he f ul f i l l ment of i nt er est s by onl y compensat i ng suppr essed desi r es .
I n anot her r espect , t he gl assy backgr ound i deol ogy whi ch f et i shi zes sci ence i s
mor e i r r esi st i bl e and f ar - r eachi ng t han i deol ogi es of t he ol d t ype. By conceal i ng
pr act i cal quest i ons, t hi s i deol ogy not onl y j ust i f i es t he par t i cul ar i nt er est i n
domi nat i on of a cer t ai n cl ass and suppr esses t he par t i cul ar need f or emanci pat i on
of anot her cl ass- i t al so st r i kes agai nst t he emanci pat or y speci es- i nt er est as
such.
The t echnocr at i c consci ousness i s no r at i onal i zi ng, wi shf ul phant asy, no " i l l u-

si on" i n t he Fr eudi an sense of posi t i ng a non- r epr essi ve, wi sh- f ul f i l l i ng r el a-
t i onshi p of i nt er act i ons . Thebasi c f i gur e of j ust and domi nat i on- f r ee i nt er act i on
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sat i sf act or y f or bot h si des coul d st i l l be at t r i but ed t o bour geoi s i deol ogi es .
Foundedon communcat i on r est r i ct ed by r epr essi on, i t was pr eci sel y t hese i deol -
ogi es t hat sat i sf i ed t he cr i t er i a of wi sh- f ul f i l l ment and subst i t ut e sat i sf act i on i n
such amanner t hat t he r el at i onshi p of f or ce t hat at one t i mehad been i nst i t ut i on-
al i zed wi t h t he capi t al r el at i onshi p coul d not benamedas such. The t echnocr at i c
consci ousness, however , no l onger expr esses a pr oj ect i on of t he " good l i f e" t hat ,
t hough not i dent i cal wi t h t he bad r eal i t y, at l east i s br ought i nt o a pot ent i al l y
sat i sf act or y r el at i onshi p wi t h i t . Cer t ai nl y bot h t he new as wel l as t he ol d
i deol ogy ser ve t o pr ecl ude t he t hemat i zat i on of t he soci al base. I n t he past , t he
r el at i onshi p bet ween capi t al i st s andwage l abour er s was t he di r ect basi s of soci al
vi ol ence ; t oday i t i s t he st r uct ur al condi t i ons whi ch def i ne t he f unct i onal t asks of
syst emmai nt enance, namel y, t he pr i vat e economi c f ormof capi t al ut i l i zat i on
and a pol i t i cal f ormof di st r i but i on of soci al compensat i ons whi ch secur es t he
l oyal t y of t he masses . Never t hel ess, t he ol d and t he new i deol ogy di f f er i n t wo
r espect s. On t he one hand, t he capi t al r el at i onshi p- due t o i t s bei ng l i nked t o a
pol i t i cal modeof di st r i but i on guar ant eei ng l oyal t y- i s no l onger basedonuncor -
r ect ed expl oi t at i on and oppr essi on: t he vi r t ual i zat i on of cont i nui ng cl ass di vi s-
i on pr esupposes t hat t he r epr essi on on whi ch i t r est s has become hi st or i cal l y
consci ous andhas onl y t hen been st abi l i zed i n modi f i ed f ormas a char act er i st i c of
t he syst em. For t hi s r eason, t he t echnocr at i c consci ousness cannot be based on
col l ect i ve r epr essi on i n t he sameway as was t he aut hor i t y of ol der i deol ogi es . On
t he ot her hand, mass l oyal t y can onl y be pr oduced wi t h t he hel p of compensa-
t i ons f or pr i vat i zed needs . The i nt er pr et at i on of t he accompl i shment s whi ch t he
syst emuses t o j ust i f y i t sel f must i n pr i nci pl e not be pol i t i cal ; t hi s i nt er pr et at i on
r ef er s di r ect l y t o t he use- neut r al al l ocat i on of money and l ei sur e and, i ndi r ect l y,
t o t he t echnocr at i c j ust i f i cat i on of t he excl usi on of pr act i cal quest i ons .

At t hi s poi nt , I have r eached a deci si ve st ep i n my ar gument at i on . I mai nt ai n
t hat t he condi t i ons of a pol i t i cal l y or gani zabl e cl ass st r uggl e i n l at e capi t al i smar e
not f ul f i l l ed so l ong as t her e i s an ef f ect i ve separ at i on of t wo mot i vat i onal
l i nks- l i nks t hat wer e al ways connect ed i n t he wor ker s' movement and i n
Mar xi st t heor y- i n such a way t hat one i nt er est can be sat i sf i ed and t he ot her
r epr essed . What i s bei ng sat i sf i ed i s t he economi c i nt er est of consumer s i n
soci al l y pr oduced goods and ser vi ces and t hat of empl oyees i n r educed wor ki ng
hour s ; what has been r epr essed i s t he pol i t i cal i nt er est of i ndi vi dual s, t hei r
achi evement of aut onomy by vol unt ar i l y par t i ci pat i ng i n al l deci si on-maki ng
pr ocesses uponwhi ch t hei r l i ves depend. The st abi l i zat i on of t he st at e- r egul at ed
capi t al i st soci al . syst emdepends on t he l oyal t y of t he masses bei ng l i nked t o an
unpol i t i cal f ormof soci al compensat i ons ( of i ncome and l ei sur e t i me) and t o
ensur i ng t hat t her e i s a scr eeni ng out of t hei r i nt er est i n t he sol ut i on of pr act i cal



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

quest i ons concer ni ng a bet t er and good l i f e . For t hi s r eason, however , t he soci al
syst emof st at e- r egul at ed capi t al i smr est s upona ver y weak l egi t i mat i on basi s . By
di ver t i ng t he i nt er est s of br oad ' st r at a t o t he pr i vat e domai n, t he syst emof
domi nat i on i s al most excl usi vel y negat i ve and no l onger af f i rmat i vel y j ust i f i ed
by pr act i cal goal s . The depol i t i ci zat i on of t he publ i c spher e, whi ch i s necessar y
f or t he syst emand r ul es out a pr ocess of wi l l - f ormat i on i n r adi cal - democr at i c
f orm, di scl oses t he st r at egi c poi nt of vul ner abi l i t y of t he syst em.
Bef or e nami ng t he f or ces whi ch ar e di r ect ed at t hi s poi nt of weakness, I wi l l at

l east ment i on t he t wo i nt er nat i onal t endenci es whi ch have so f ar cont r i but ed
i nst ead t o a st abi l i zat i on of capi t al i sm.
1 . The connect i on bet ween t he economi c st abi l i t y of t he devel oped capi t al i st
count r i es and t he cat ast r ophi c economi c si t uat i on i n t he count r i es of t he Thi r d
Wor l d can no l onger appar ent l y be appr ehended t oday t hr ough t he t heor y of
i mper i al i sm. I do not doubt t hat t he adver se soci o- economi c st ar t i ng condi t i ons
i n t hese l at t er count r i es have been gener at ed by t he i mper i al i smof t he cont em-
por ar y i ndust r i al nat i ons . Ther e i s ever y r eason t o bel i eve, however , t hat r el a-
t i onshi ps based on economi c expl oi t at i on bet ween Fi r st and Thi r d Wor l d
count r i es ar e t endi ng t o be r epl aced wi t h r el at i onshi ps of st r at egi c dependence
and gr owi ng di spar i t y. On an i nt er nat i onal l evel , depr i vat i on al so si gni f i es an
out r ageous depr i vat i on of r i ght s whi ch, however , i s no l onger aut omat i cal l y
i dent i f i abl e wi t h expl oi t at i on and, i n t he f ut ur e, wi l l become even l ess so
i dent i f i abl e . Thi s al so cl ar i f i es why t hose count r i es whi ch r epr esent a past phase
of expl oi t at i on t oday convi nci ngl y asser t a cer t ai n mor al i zat i on of cl ai ms agai nst
t he f ormer col oni al power s .
2. The est abl i shment of a bl oc of soci al i st st at es f ol l owi ng t he Russi an Revol u-
t i on and t he vi ct or y of t he Al l i es over f asci st Germany has cr eat ed a newl evel of
i nt er nat i onal cl ass st r uggl e. The mi l i t ar y pr esence as wel l as t he st at e soci al i st
model of or gani zed soci et y exer t a compet i t i ve pr essur e upon, and at l east
cont r i but e t o t he sel f - di sci pl i ni ng of capi t al i sm. The i nt er nal pr essur e cr eat ed by
t he i mper at i ve t o mai nt ai n mass- l oyal t y t hr ough economi c gr owt h and soci al
compensat i ons i s r ei nf or ced by t he ext er nal pr essur e of t angi bl e al t er nat i ves . An
endangerment of st at e- r egul at ed capi t al i smwi l l cer t ai nl y not r esul t so l ong as
t he al t er nat i ve model i s onl y r epr esent ed by t he f ormof domi nat i on of bur eau-
cr at i c soci al i sm. Never t hel ess, t he i mmobi l i sme of . t he 50' s has f r act ur ed, and
t her e ar emor e f r equent si gns of newrevol ut i onar y devel opment s . I f t he cl assi cal
condi t i ons of t he r evol ut i on ar e no l onger f ul f i l l ed, ar e t her e al t er nat i ve condi -
t i ons? I n concl usi on, I woul d l i ke t o r espond t o t hi s quest i on- at l east i n t hesi s
f orm-wi t h r espect t o devel opment s wi t hi n bot h l at e capi t al i st soci al syst ems
and t he i nt er nat i onal sect or .
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I V

1. For t he t i me bei ng nei t her t he ol d cl ass opposi t i on nor t he new t ypes of
depr i vat i on cont ai n pr ot est pot ent i al whi ch t ends t o r epol i t i ci ze t he wi t her ed
publ i c spher e. The onl y pr ot est pot ent i al whi ch i s cur r ent l y di r ect ed at t he new
conf l i ct zone by r ecogni zabl e i nt er est s ar i ses wi t hi n cer t ai n gr oups of uni ver si t y
and hi gh school st udent s . Her e we can begi n wi t h t hr ee obser vat i ons :
a) The pr ot est gr oup of uni ver si t y and hi gh school st udent s i s a pr i vi l eged
gr oup. They donot r epr esent i nt er est s t hat i mmedi at el y der i ve f r omt hei r soci al
posi t i on and t hat coul d be sat i sf i ed- i n conf ormi t y wi t h t he syst em- t hr ough
i ncr eased soci al compensat i ons . The f i r st Amer i can st udi es 3 of st udent act i vi st s
conf i rmt hat t he gr eat maj or i t y ar e not st at us- seeker s but , r at her , t hat t hey ar e
r ecr ui t ed f r omsoci al gr oups of a hi gher st at us and wi t hout economi c bur dens .
b) The l egi t i mat i on pr oposi t i ons of t he syst emof domi nat i on donor seemt o be
convi nci ng t o t hi s gr oup f or under st andabl e r easons . Thewel f ar e st at e subst i t ut e
pr ogr ammat i c f or t he decayed bour geoi s i deol ogi es assumes a cer t ai n or i ent at i on
t o st at us and achi evement . Accor di ng t o t he af or e-ment i oned st udi es, however ,
t he mi l i t ant st udent s ar e l ess or i ent ed t o pr i vat e, occupat i onal car eer and f ut ur e
f ami l y t han t he r emai nder of st udent s . Bot h t hei r academi c per f ormances-
whi ch ar e f r equent l y aboveaver age- and t hei r soci al or i gi n l end l i t t l e suppor t t o
a hor i zon of expect at i ons whi ch i s det ermi ned by ant i ci pat ed l abour mar ket
pr essur es .
c) I n t hi s gr oup, conf l i ct can be spar ked not by t he expect ed ext ent of di sci pl i ne
and sacr i f i ce but onl y because of t he ki nd of i mposed r enunci at i ons . Uni ver si t y
and hi gh school st udent s do not st r uggl e f or a gr eat er shar e of t he di sposabl e
cat egor i es of soci al compensat i ons : i ncome and l ei sur e t i me. Thei r pr ot est i s
much mor edi r ect ed agai nst t hese cat egor i es of ' compensat i on' as such. The l i t t l e
dat a we have conf i rms t he assumpt i on t hat t he pr ot est of yout h f r ommi ddl e
cl ass f ami l i es i s no l onger i dent i cal wi t h t he gener at i onal pat t er n of aut hor i t y
conf l i ct . The act i ve st udent s mor e l i kel y have par ent s who shar e t hei r cr i t i cal
at t i t udes ; r el at i vel y f r equent l y t hey have been r ai sed wi t h mor e psychol ogi cal
under st andi ng and i n accor dance wi t h mor e l i ber al educat i onal pr i nci pl es t han
compar abl e gr oups of non- act i vi st s . Thei r soci al i zat i on seems mor e l i kel y t o
have been ef f ect ed wi t hi n subcul t ur es f r eed f r omi mmedi at e economi c pr essur e,
and wi t hi nwhi ch t her e has been a l oss of f unct i on of t he t r adi t i ons of bour geoi s
mor al i t y and t hei r pet i t - bour geoi s of f spr i ng . Thus, t he t r ai ni ng f or t he ' swi t ch-
i ng over ' t o t he val ue or i ent at i on of pur posi ve- r at i onal act i on no l onger i ncl udes
t he f et i shi smof t hi s act i on. These educat i onal t echni ques can f ost er exper i ences
and or i ent at i ons t hat col l i de wi t h t he conser vat i ve f orms of l i f e gr ounded i n an
economy of pover t y. Fr omt hi s f oundat i on coul d ar i se a compl et e l ack of com-
pr ehensi on of t he meani ngl ess r epr oduct i on of super f l uous vi r t ues and
sacr i f i ces- a f ai l ur e t o under st and why, despi t e t he hi gh l evel of t echnol ogi cal
devel opment , t he l i ves of i ndi vi dual s cont i nue t o be condi t i oned by t he di ct at es of
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wor k, t he et hi cs of compet i t i ve achi evement , t he pr essur e of st at us compet i t i on,
t he val ues of possessi ve r ei f i cat i on and of pr oposed subst i t ut e- sat i sf act i ons, and
why t he di sci pl i ne of al i enat ed l abour and t he annul ment of sensual i t y and
aest het i c sat i sf act i on ar e mai nt ai ned. A st r uct ur al excl usi on of pr act i cal ques-
t i ons f r omt he depol i t i ci zed publ i c spher e has t o become i nt ol er abl e t o t hi s
sensi bi l i t y . 4

I admi t t hat t hi s per spect i ve upends t he commonl y accept ed assumpt i ons of
Mar xi st t heor y. My hypot hesi s suggest s t hat not mat er i al dest i t ut i on but mat er i -
al abundance i s t he basi s upon whi ch t he pet i t - bour geoi s st r uct ur e of needs-
gener at ed f or cent ur i es under t he compul si on of i ndi vi dual compet i t i on, and
whi ch has not penet r at ed i nt o t he i nt egr at ed l abour f or ce- can be br oken.
Accor di ng t o t hi s hypot hesi s, onl y t he psychol ogy of sat i et y of t he avai l abl e
af f l uence sensi t i zes t he popul at i on t o t he i deol ogi cal l y conceal ed compul si on of
bur eaucr at i zed f orms of wor k and l i f e, wi t hi nwhi ch t he weal t h of , past gener a-
t i ons has been acqui r ed. I f t hi s i s cor r ect , t hen t he r evol ut i on woul d not l ead t o
t he abol i t i on of pover t y but assume i t . s Ona gl obal scal e, however , t he pr ospect s
f or t hi s assumpt i on ar e not good. As mat t er s st and, t he pr ot est of yout h can onl y
have r evol ut i onar y consequences i f i t i s conf r ont ed i n t he near f ut ur e wi t h an
i nsol ubl e syst empr obl emt owhi ch I have so f ar not r ef er r ed. I amof t he opi ni on
t hat t he pr obl emwhi ch wi l l i ncr ease i n i mpor t ance i s t hat of a st r uct ur al l y
condi t i oned er osi on of t he i deol ogy of t he achi evi ng soci et y. Thedegr ee of soci al
af f l uence pr oduced by an i ndust r i al l y devel oped capi t al i sm, and t he t echni cal as
wel l as or gani zat i onal condi t i ons under whi ch t hi s weal t h i s pr oduced, cont i nu-
al l y i ncr ease t he di f f i cul t y of even subj ect i vel y and convi nci ngl y bi ndi ng t he
al l ocat i on of st at us t o t he mechani smof eval uat i ng i ndi vi dual per f ormance.
2. On an i nt er nat i onal l evel , t wo devel opment s ar e emer gi ng whi ch permi t
conj ect ur es about a qual i t at i ve t r ansf ormat i on of t he ext er nal pr essur e on t he
l at e capi t al i st syst em. Agai n, I shoul d l i ke t o di f f er ent i at e bet ween r el at i ons wi t h
Thi r d Wor l d count r i es and r el at i ons wi t h soci al i st count r i es of t he Sovi et t ype.
a) Ther e ar e st r ong r esons f or bel i evi ng t hat or gani zed capi t al i smas wel l as
bur eaucr at i c soci al i smar e i ncapabl e of gener at i ng f r omwi t hi n suf f i ci ent mot i va-
t i on t o pr ovi de ef f ect i ve, i . e . , suf f i ci ent l y l ar ge devel opment ai d t hat i s excl usi vel y
or i ent ed t o t he i nt er est s of t he r eci pi ent count r i es . I t i s est i mat ed t hat , . f or t hi s
pur pose, t he af f l uent count r i es woul d have t o di ver t 15- 20%of t hei r soci al
pr oduct i n or der t o cl ose t he economi c gap bet ween t he poor and t he af f l uent
count r i es . As t hi s i s unl i kel y t o happen, a cat ast r ophi c f ami ne dur i ng t he 80' s
cannot be r ul ed out . The ext ent of t hi s cat ast r ophe coul d be so l ar ge t hat , wi t h .
r espect t o t hi s phenomenon, t he di scr epancy bet ween t he f or ces and r el at i ons of
pr oduct i on can once agai n become di r ect l y evi dent t o t he popul at i on of t he
i ndust r i al i zed count r i es . 6 Such a consci ousness of t he i nabi l i t y of t he est abl i shed
syst emt o sol ve pr obl ems of sur vi val i n ot her par t s of t hewor l d coul d r enewan
i nt er nat i onal cl ass st r uggl e si t uat i on i f oneof t hese count r i es- I amher e t hi nk-
i ng of . Chi na- succeeded i n devel opi ng an i ndust r i al pot ent i al suf f i ci ent f or
at omi c bl ackmai l wi t hout at t he same t i me devel opi ng t he f orms of bur eaucr at i c
domi nat i on and t hat ment al i t y whi ch have hi t her t o al ways accompani ed t he
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i ndust r i al i zat i on of a soci et y . I f Chi na, despi t e i ndust r i al gr owt h, mai nt ai ned i t s
r evol ut i onar y poi nt of depar t ur e and ef f ect i vel y r enewed t he consci ousness of
t hi s begi nni ng i n each gener at i on, t he pauper i zed and weakened nat i ons, whi ch
t oday donot necessar i l y have t o be t he expl oi t ed nat i ons, woul d f i nd an advocat e.
Thi s advocat e coul d compensat e f or t he mi ssi ng means of economi c pr essur e
t hr ough t hewi t hdr awal of cooper at i on by mi l i t ar y pr essur e, wi t hout at t he same
t i me adher i ng t o t he sensi t i ve r ul es of t he game of t he at omi c super power s .
b) An al t er nat i ve devel opment , whi ch coul d al so l ead (wi t h l ess r i sk) t o an
ext er nal pr essur e on t he devel oped capi t al i st soci et i es i s i n my opi ni on onl y
pr obabl e i f - despi t e t he br ut al r epr essi on of t he Czechosl ovaki an r ef ormer s-
an ant i - aut hor i t ar i an- di ssol ut i on of bur eaucr at i c soci al i smcoul d soon be achi e-
ved. Onl y a r adi cal democr at i zat i on of t he devel oped st at e soci al i st count r i es
coul d pr oduce a compet i t i ve model , one whi ch makes t he l i mi t s of st at e-
r egul at ed capi t al i smobvi ous, t hat i s, vi si bl e t o t he consci ousness of t he cur r ent l y
wel l - i nt egr at ed masses . Under t he gi ven mi l i t ar y and st r at egi c condi t i ons, t he
super i or i t y of t he soci al i st mode of pr oduct i on cannot become ef f ect i ve and
vi si bl e as l ong as bot h si des choose economi c gr owt h, t he suppl y of goods and t he
r educt i on of wor ki ng hour s- pr i vat ewel f ar e- as t he onl y cr i t er i on f or compar i -
son. The super i or i t y of a modeof pr oduct i on shoul d be j udged accor di ng t o t he
space i t opens f or a democr at i zat i on of deci si on-maki ng pr ocesses i n al l soci al
domai ns .

Max- Pl anck- I nst i t ut f ur Sozi al wi ssenschaf t en
Mnnchen
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Cl aude Lef or t

Under t he ci r cumst ances, out l i ni ng an anal ysi s of i deol ogy saves one t he wor k
t hat woul dbe necessar y f or a t hor ough cr i t i que of i deol ogi cal f ormat i ons as t hey
can be di scer ned i n det ermi ned hi st or i cal condi t i ons . I f such a cr i t i que wer e
r eal i zed, t he out l i ne mi ght not hol d t o t he act ual condi t i ons, nor r et ai n i t s
or i gi nal val ue. I ndeed, i t s l i mi t at i ons ar e onl y t oo easi l y per cei ved. Topr esent a
pr of i l e of bour geoi s i deol ogy wi t hout r ef er ence t o dat es or pl aces i s t o negl ect
many of t he t r ai t s whi ch shoul d be t aken i nt o consi der at i on, f or exampl e, t he
r el at i on whi ch occasi onal l y ar i ses bet weendomi nant di scour se and t he cour se of
cl ass conf l i ct , t he pol i t i cal r egi me, nat i onal t r adi t i on and a cul t ur e' s her i t age. I n
r e- exami nai ng t hese ar t i cul at i ons, sever al f orms mi ght come t o l i ght wher e
pr evi ousl y onl y one was di scer ned, and t hus t he adopt ed per spect i ve woul d not
be l ef t i nt act . Thesuspi ci onwhi chhangs over t he- anal ysi s of t ot al i t ar i ani smi s no
l ess ser i ous . Thi s anal ysi s does not di ssoci at e St al i ni smf r omNazi smor f asci sm,
al t hough i t does not permi t one t o be mi st aken f or anot her . Fur t hermor e,
not hi ng i s sai d about t he i deol ogi cal t r ansf ormat i ons whi ch have occur r ed i n t he
USSRandeast er n Eur ope over a per i od of near l y t went y year s, nor i s t her e any
comment about Chi na' s ver y si ngul ar var i ant of t ot al i t ar i ani sm. As f or i deol ogy,
whi ch f or l ack of a bet t er t ermwe descr i be as " i nvi si bl e" ( not because i t act ual l y
i s, but because i t seems t o be or gani zed i n such a way as t o bl ur t he char act er i st i c
opposi t i ons of t he pr evi ous i deol ogy) , t he one whi ch cur r ent l y pr evai l s i n
West er n democr aci es i s i ndi cat ed r at her t han descr i bed . No doubt much l abor -
i ous r esear chwoul d be necessar y t o uncover t he di scur si ve connect i ons suggest ed
her e: f r omt he cent er of or gani zat i on t o t hat of educat i on, f r omt he cent er of t he
medi a t o soci al psychol ogy, or t o t hat of . l i t er ar y, phi l osophi cal and ar t i st i c
expr essi on. Thi s l at t er shor t comi ng i s al l t he mor eper cept i bl e i n t hat we bel i eve
i t possi bl e t hr ough t hi s t hi r d f ormt o di scover t he gener al pr oper t i es of i deol ogy
and t he pr i nci pl es of i t s t r apsf ormat i on . Nonet hel ess, i t can be expl ai ned, i f not
j ust i f i ed, l i ke t he out l i ne f ormat , by t he concer n t o hast i l y r evi ve a cr i t i que whose
f oundat i on i s, at t he pr esent t i me, bur i ed under t he r ubbl e of Mar xi sm.
I ndeed, i t i s i mpossi bl e not t o br i ngup t he decay of t he concept of i deol ogy,

gi ven t he way i t i s empl oyed by soci ol ogi st s or hi st or i ans i nvoki ng sci ent i f i c
aut hor i t y, as wel l as by r evol ut i onar y mi l i t ant s . Some have pr ocl ai med " t he end
of i deol ogy" ( a f ormul a whi ch was i mmensel y popul ar at t he begi nni ng of t he

' Fr omCl aude Lef or t Ler Former de Phi st oi r e: Essai s d' ant hr opol ogi e pol i t i que, Gal l i mar d, Par i s,
1978 pp. 278- 329. Appear ed or i gi nal l y i n Text ur es 8- 9, 1974 . An abbr evi at ed ver si on was publ i shed
i n t he Encycl opedi a Uni ver sal i s ( vol . XVI I , Or ganum) . Tr ansl at ed by Kat hy Sabo i n col l abor at i on
wi t h Gr eg Ni el sen, Uni ver si t e de Mont r eal f or t he CJPST.
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si xt i es and whi ch has r ecent l y been r evi ved) , convi nced t hat t he demands of
i ndust r i al soci et y gr adual l y compel adapt at i on t o r eal i t y and t hat t he gr eat
doct r i nes no l onger mobi l i ze t he masses . Ot her s ar e cont ent t o denounce t he
decay of bour geoi s i deol ogy by i nvoki ng t he power l essness of t he domi nant t o
def end a val ue syst emwhi ch, f r ombusi ness t o f ami l y, f ormer l y gover ned t he
f unct i oni ng of i nst i t ut i ons t o t hei r own benef i t . St i l l ot her s, f r oma di f f er ent
per spect i ve, see al l t hought as i deol ogy ; f aced wi t h t hei r adver sar i es, t hey donot
hesi t at e t o l ay cl ai m t o a pr ol et ar i an i deol ogy, as i f each cl ass i nt er est , i n i t sel f
det ermi ned, f ound di r ect and coher ent expr essi on i n l anguage.
I n t he f i r st case, i deol ogy i s r educed t o t he mani f est at i on of a gl obal pr oj ect of

soci et al t r ansf ormat i on ; t hat i s t o say, act ual l y t o t he expl i ci t di scour se of a
par t y- communi st or f asci st ( or one of t hei r var i ant s) , wher eas t he quest i on as
t o howi t ar ose f r omt he cr i si s of bour geoi s i deol ogy andwhy t he l at t er i s abl e t o
pr of i t f r oma gener al t hesi s on t he or gani sat i on of soci et y di sappear s . I n t he
second case, t he pr esent domi nant i deol ogy i s i dent i f i ed wi t h bour geoi s i deol ogy,
def i ned by t r ai t s whi ch wer e f ormer l y at t r i but ed t o i t by t heMar xi st movement .
I n t hi s way, wi t h r egar d t o t he decay of bour geoi s i deol ogy, i t i s not possi bl e, i n
pr i nci pl e, t o per cei ve t he si gns of a t r ansf ormat i on. Thus, one yi el ds ei t her t o t he
myt h of a r evol ut i on i n pr ogr ess, at t he poi nt of bur st i ng out , or t o t hemyt h of an
"unof f i ci al " domi nat i on and expl oi t at i on, unabl e f r omt hat poi nt t o r ecogni ze
t hei r l egi t i macy or t o be r ecogni zed as l egi t i mat e. Fi nal l y, i n t he t hi r d case t he
concept of i deol ogy r et ai ns no t r ace of t he i ni t i al meani ng whi ch suppl i ed i t s
cr i t i cal f or ce: i deol ogy i s r educed t o i deas whi ch ar e def ended t o assur e t he vi ct or y
of a' cl ass, t o a good or bad cause whose nat ur e one knows or coul d know, and
whose agent one knows or coul d knowonesel f t o be.
I n one way or anot her , t he spl i t bet ween an or der of pr act i ce and one of

r epr esent at i on, whi ch Mar x' s wor k l eads us t o exami ne, i s i gnor ed; or per haps
" conceal ed" woul dbea bet t er choi ce t o emphasi ze t hat i t i s not a quest i on of t he
di st or t i on of a concept . Rat her , i n ami sappr eci at i on of t he pr obl emof i deol ogy,
an i deol ogi cal bl i ndspot shows i t sel f ; j ust as t he l ack of compr ehensi on of t he
pr obl emof t he subconsci ous woul d not st emf r oman er r or i n t he r eadi ng of
Fr eud, but f r oma newresi st ance t o di scover y whi chwoul d t hr eat en t he subj ect ' s
cer t i t udes .
Thus, by means of r emar kabl e r use, i deol ogy has come t o desi gnat e al most t he

cont r ar y of i t s or i gi nal meani ng. Former l y r ef er r i ng t o a l ogi cof domi nant i deas,
conceal ed f r om` t he knowl edgeof soci al act or s and onl y r eveal i ng i t sel f t hr ough
i nt er pr et at i on and i n t he cr i t i que of ut t er ances and t hei r mani f est sequences, i t
has t oday been r educed t o a cor pus of ar gument s, t o t he appar at us of bel i ef s
whi ch pr ovi des t he vi si bl e f r amewor k of a col l ect i ve pr act i ce, i dent i f i ed wi t h
democr at i c l i ber al di scour se f or some, or wi t h Leni ni st or St al i ni st di scour se
( i ndeed, Maoi st or Tr ot skyst ) f or ot her s, or even wi t h f asci st di scour se j ust as
t hey ar e pr esent ed.
To r eopen t he pat h t o a cr i t i que of i deol ogy, t o t he exami nat i on of t he pr esent ,

i s not t o r et ur n t o t he or i gi nal pur i t y of Mar x' s t heor y . Such a st ep woul d be
doubl y i l l usi onar y, f i r st of al l , because st r i ct l y speaki ng, ' t her e i s no t heor y of
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i deol ogi es i n Mar x' s wor k ; hi s anal yses ar e ambi guous and t o make use of hi s
wor k, one must i nt er pr et i t . Secondl y, t he pr esent can onl y be decoded i f one
quest i ons t hepr i nci pl es whi ch cont r ol i t s i nt el l i gi bi l i t y . I n addi t i on, r et ur ni ng t o
Mar x' s under t aki ng can r et r ace hi s pr ocedur e onl y at adi st ance and i ncl ude t he
exami nat i on of t he t hought about i deol ogy i n t he exami nat i on of i deol ogy i t sel f .
The di st ance pr oves t o be consi der abl e, gi ven t hat Mar x onl y concei ved of
i deol ogy as " bour geoi s i deol ogy" , and t hat we ar e l ed t o r ecogni ze i t i n ot her
f orms, and mor eover , t o under st and t he pr i nci pl e of i t s t r ansf ormat i on . None-
t hel ess, we must st r ess t he f act t hat Mar x di d not makebour geoi s i deol ogy i nt o a
pr oduct of t he bour geoi si e . Rat her , he l eads us t o r el at e i t t o soci al di vi si on and t o
l i nk i t s or i gi n t o t hat of a hi st or i cal f ormat i on- as he t erms i t , " t he capi t al i st
mode of pr oduct i on" - whi ch he concl uded t o be di f f er ent f r omal l pr evi ous
f ormat i ons gr ouped t oget her i n t he cat egor y of " pr e- capi t al i sm" .
Our out l i ne t akes t he f ol l owi ng concept i on as i t s st ar t i ng poi nt : i t conf i nes

i deol ogy t o one t ype of soci et y, and t hus f ormal l y chal l enges t he appl i cat i on of
t he t erm t o a f eudal , despot i c, or st at el ess st r uct ur e i n whi ch t he domi nant
di scour se dr aws i t s l egi t i macy f r omr ef er ence t o a t r anscendent or der , and does
not admi t t he not i on of soci al r eal i t y i nt el l i gi bl e i n i t sel f , nor , at t he same t i me,
t he not i on of a hi st or y or nat ur e i nt el l i gi bl e i n i t sel f . On t he ot her hand, we
cl ear l y br eak wi t h Mar x' s concept i on f r omt he moment t hat we no l onger deal
wi t h i deol ogy as a r ef l ect i on, when we at t empt t o uncover i t s wor k and t hi nk of
f ormat i on and t r ansf ormat i on t oget her , t hat i s t o say, weat t r i but e t o i t t he abi l i t y
t o ar t i cul at e and r ear t i cul at e i t sel f , not onl y i n r esponse t o t he supposed " r eal i t y' ,
but i n f ace of "t he ef f ect s of i t s own maski ng of r eal i t y. I t must be emphasi zed
t hen, t hat t hi s br eak concer ns not onl y t he concept i on of i deol ogy, but t he
concept i on of mode of pr oduct i on, or t he Mar xi st def i ni t i on of t he l ocus of
r eal i t y .
The soci et y whose speci f i ci t y Mar x concei ves by cont r ast t o al l pr evi ous

f ormat i ons comes i nt o bei ngwi t h t he schi smof capi t al and l abour . Cl ass opposi -
t i ons ar e condensed i n t he ant agoni smbet ween bour geoi si e andpr ol et ar i at ; t he
separ at i on of t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y r esponds t o t he necessi t y f or a power
whi ch r epr esent s t he l aw i n ever yone' s eyes, and whi ch has t he means of
gener al i zed r est r ai nt . Det ached f r omt he domi nant cl ass, t he St at e t ends t o put
i t s gener al i nt er est s ahead of t he par t i cul ar i nt er est s of one or t he ot her of i t s
par t s and t o mai nt ai n t he obedi ence of t he domi nat ed. Si mul t aneousl y, t he
f r agment at i on i n sect or s of act i vi t y ( each t endi ng t o devel op accor di ng t o t he
i mage of i t s aut onomy) i s cr eat ed as a consequence of t he gr owi ng di vi si on of
l abour and f r omt he necessi t y of speci al i st s t aki ng char ge of t he soci al needs of
bour geoi s domi nat i on ( t he pol i t i cal spl i t s f r omt he economi c at t he same t i me as
t he j udi ci al , sci ent i f i c, pedagogi c, aest het i c sect or s, et c . , def i ne t hemsel ves) . I n
t hi s soci et y, t he condi t i ons f or t he uni t y of t he soci al i sat i on pr ocess ar e al r eady
set out . Capi t al , wi t hout men' s knowl edge, al r eady embodi es mat er i al i zed soci al
power , wher eas wi t h t he i ncr easi ng abst r act i on of l abour , a cl ass ar i ses whi ch i s
mor eand mor ehomogeneous andwhi ch t ends t o absor b al l t he expl oi t ed st r at a .
However , t hi s l at ent uni t y can onl y be r eal i zed by t he negat i on of t he di vi si on, a
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negat i onwhosedr i vi ng f or ce r est s i n t her evol ut i onar y cl ass, i n a pr axi s wher e i t s
pr oduct i ve f or ce and i t s st r uggl e agai nst expl oi t at i on ar e ar t i cul at ed . The cont r a-
di ct i ons whi ch der i ve f r omt he accumul at i on of capi t al and f r omt he separ at i on
of t he var i ous sect or s of act i vi t y wi t hi n t he over al l st r uct ur e, t he gap bet ween
t hem, t hei r unequal devel opment , soci al st r uggl es ( above al l cl ass st r uggl es, but
al so t hose bet ween gr oups l i nked t o speci f i c i nt er est s and pr act i ces) , al l t hese
make capi t al i st soci et y an essent i al l y hi st or i cal one, t hat i s t o say, dest i ned t o a
cont i nueal upheaval of i t s i nst i t ut i ons, t o gi ve bi r t h t o newt hi ngs and t o under go
t he expl i ci t exper i ence of t he r eal as hi st or y .

I n t erms of such a descr i pt i on, i deol ogy becomes i n t ur n a separ at e domai n; i t
const i t ut es awor l d of i deas i nwhi ch an essence of soci al r eal i t y i s r epr esent ed;
opposi t i ons of al l or der s ar e changed i nt o det ermi nat i ons of t he uni ver sal ,
domi nat i on i s changed i nt o an expr essi on of t he l aw. The af f i ni t y bet ween t he
pol i t i cal and t he i deol ogi cal i s evi dent : j ust as power spl i t s f r oma t ot al l y di vi ded
soci et y t o embody t he l aw' s gener al i t y and t o exer ci se physi cal r est r ai nt , and as i t
si mul t aneousl y t r ansposes and mi sr epr esent s a cl ass' s domi nat i on, so does i deo-
l ogi cal di scour se separ at e i t sel f f r omal l t he f orms of soci al pr act i ce, t o embody
t he gener al i t y of knowl edge and t o exer ci se t he f or ce of per suasi on; i t t r ansposes
andmi sr epr esent s at t he same t i me as an i dea, t he r eal i t y of domi nat i on. I ndeed,
t he pol i t i cal and t he i deol ogi cal , when al l i s sai d and done, ar e not i nt el l i gi bl e
unl ess one r ecogni zes bot h t he i ncompl et i on of t he soci al i zat i on pr ocess and t he
possi bi l i t y i nscr i bed i n r eal i t yof t hi s compl et i on, t o whi chcommuni smgi ves r eal
expr essi on. But wher eas t he pol i t i cal i s st i l l , det ermi ned wi t hi n t he l i mi t s of t he
soci al i sat i on pr ocess, i deol ogy achi eves i n t he i magi nat i on t hat uni t y whi ch onl y
r eal act i on, t he negat i vi t y of l abour and of pr ol et ar i an pr axi s, wi l l br i ng about .
As f r ui t f ul as i t maybe, t hi s anal ysi s ( whi ch cer t ai nl y does not summar i ze al l of

Mar x' s t hought ) mi sr epr esent s t he symbol i c di mensi on of t he soci al domai n. I t i s
i mpossi bl e, i n our vi ew, t o deduce t he or der of l aw, of power or of knowl edge
f r omrel at i ons of pr oduct i on; i mpossi bl e al so t o r educe t he l anguage i n whi ch
soci al pr act i ce i s ar t i cul at ed t o t he ef f ect s of t he l abour - capi t al di vi si on. These
r el at i ons and ef f ect s ar e onl y const r uct ed, onl y devel oped accor di ng t o condi t i ons
whi ch we cannot possi bl y pl ace on t he pl ane of r eal i t y . I nst ead, t hat whi ch i s
l abel l ed as such opens up t o humani t y, becomi ng or gani zed and compr ehensi bl e
onl y once t he si gns of a newexper i ence of l aw, power and knowl edge ar e put i n
pl ace, once a modeof di scour se i s i nst al l ed i nwhi ch cer t ai n opposi t i ons, cer t ai n
pr act i ces, act ual l y mani f est , t hat i s t o say, l i nk wi t h each ot her and pot ent i al l y
cont ai n a uni ver sal meani ng, i n al l owi ng a r egul at ed exchange bet ween t hought
and act i on.
Accor di ng t oMar x, t he pr ogr ess of exchange and t he pr ogr essi ve i nst i t ut i ng

of t he mar ket goback t o t he or i gi ns of capi t al i sm; however , t he mar ket pr act i ce
conf r ont ed l i mi t s whi ch pr ohi bi t ed i t s gener al i sat i on, despi t e i t s consi der abl e
expansi on and t hemat ur i t y of i t s t echni ques i n ot her soci al f ormat i ons ( i n Chi na
f or exampl e) . These obst acl es f ormedpar t of t he symbol i c syst em, a conf i gur a-
t i on of si gns of l aw, power and knowedgewhi ch di d not al l ow t he di sassoci at i on
of soci al r el at i ons and per sonal dependence. Al so not i ceabl e at t he or i gi ns of t he
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accumul at i on of capi t al was t he naked vi ol ence of t he domi nant who t or e t hei r
means of pr oduct i on f r omt he peasant s' hands and r educed t hemt o t he st at us of a
pur e l abour f or ce. However , what Mar x cal l s t he or i gi nal si n of capi t al i smal so
appl i es t o hi s own t heor y, because t he vi ol ence bor n of t he new mode of
pr oduct i on was not mut e; i t was suppor t ed by a r epr esent at i on of cause and .
ef f ect , whosear t i cul at i on was depr i ved of meani ngunder ot her soci al condi t i ons;
i t became par t of a di scour se capabl e of f i ndi ng t he cr i t er i on f or i t s coher ence
wi t hi n i t s l i mi t s, andwhi ch coul d become t he pi vot of an ar t i cul at i on of t he l aw
and r eal i t y .
No descr i pt i on of t he changes whi ch have occur r ed i n pr oduct i on, exchange

and owner shi p can expl ai n what i s br ought i nt o pl ay wi t h t he- f ormat i on of t he
moder n St at e. The st age of soci al r eal i t y appear s wher e pol i t i cal power i s
conf i ned wi t hi n soci et y, as t he i nst r ument whi ch uni f i es i t , wher e t hi s power i s
supposed t o or i gi nat e t hr ough i t s act i on. Repr esent ed on t hi s st age i s t he
i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y ; i n t he event s whi ch ar e act ed out t her e, i n t he
r el at i ons whi ch ar e cr eat ed bet ween i ndi vi dual s and gr oups, t he f r amewor k of
r eal i t y can be l ocat ed.
Al t hough power i s br ought wi t hi n t he boundar i es of space and t i me wher e

soci al r el at i ons ar e ar t i cul at ed and i s t her eby di sal i gned wi t h r egar d t o t he l aw
whi ch i t r epr esent s, t hi s does not mean t hat i t becomes act ual power . I f i t wer e t o
appear as such, t he i ndi cat i ons of soci al i dent i t y woul dbe abol i shed. However , i t
i s t r ue t hat t he power i s exposed t o t hi s t hr eat as soon as i t s r epr esent at i on i s
i nvol ved i n t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y ; not onl y appear i ng as i f gener at ed i n
t he soci et y, but i n appear i ng as a f ounder , si nce i t i s hencef or t h depr i ved of any
i ndi cat i on of i t s own f oundat i on, r emoved f r omt he or der of t he wor l d f r om
whi ch i t dr ewt he assur ance of i t s f unct i on. Thus, i t can onl y be- est abl i shed under
t he si gn of t he l aw i f i t al ways r e- est abl i shes i t sel f , t hat i s t o say, by empl oyi ng a
di scour se-wher e t he di f f er ence bet ween t he oneand t he ot her , and t he di f f er -
ence bet ween "sayi ng" and what i s sai d ar i se f r om t he i dent i t y of t he soci al
subj ect . Thi s di scour se i s i t sel f ambi guous, unabl e t o be det ermi ned as t he
pr oduct of power wi t hout , i n t ur n, f al l i ng t o t he r eal mof f act , unabl e as wel l t o
r el at e t o a t r anscendent guar ant eewi t hout l osi ng i t s pr oper t i es . I n i t s exer ci se, i t
i s t hus concer ned wi t h pr oduci ng i t s " t r ut h" , wi t h af f i rmi ng i t s power of
di scour se, i n or der t o deny i t s det ermi nat i on as di scour se of power . Thi s ambi -
gui t y i s such t hat t he power i s f or t he f i r st t i me shown t o be si mul t aneousl y
l ocal i zed and non- l ocal i zabl e . I t i s non- l ocal i zabl e i n t hat i t ar i ses at t he i nt er sec-
t i on of t woact i ons whi ch r ef er t o each ot her , whi ch ar e gener at ed by t he soci et y
t hat power gener at es . However , i t i s necessar i l y l ocal i zed i nsof ar as i t i s t i ed
down t o t he domai n of soci al r eal i t y .
The di sent angl i ng of t he soci al and wor l d or der s goes t oget her wi t h t he

di sent angl i ng of t he pol i t i cal and t he myt hi cal - r el i gi ons ; but , by t he same t oken,
i t al so goes wi t h t hat of t he pol i t i cal and t he non- pol i t i cal wi t hi n t he soci al or der .
Thedi f f er ent i at i on of economi c, j udi ci al , pedagogi cal , sci ent i f i c, aest het i c pr act i -
ces, et c. , whi ch ar e devel oped, not as act ual pr act i ces ( i n t he por es of soci et y
accor di ng t o t he Mar xi st met aphor ) , but as pr act i ces whi ch put soci al r eal i t y as
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such i nt o pl ay, i s onl y cl ar i f i ed under t hese condi t i ons . Si mul t aneousl y, t hi s
di f f er ent i at i on i s t hat of soci al di scour ses, " par t i cul ar " di scour ses, but ones whi ch
ar e concer ned wi t h cl ai mi ng a uni ver sal t r ut h. Theosci l l at i on whi ch i s i ndi cat ed
bet ween t he di scour se of power and t he power of di scour se i ncl udes t he possi bi l -
i t y of a di sj unct i on bet weenpower and di scour se . I n ot her wor ds, each par t i cul ar
di scour se r eveal s i t s power , not onl y at a di st ance f r omi nst i t ut i onal i sed pol i t i cal
power , but i n cont r adi ct i on t o t he det ermi nat i on of power r epr esent ed i n i t sel f ,

i nsof ar as i t i s j oi ned t o a si ngul ar pr act i cewher e soci al di vi si on i s f ound. Thus
each di scour se t ends t o set of f i n sear ch of i t s own f oundat i on; i n t he di scour se' s
exer ci se i t sel f , a r el at i on i s f ormedwi t h knowl edge, whose l i mi t s ar e not act ual l y
det ermi ned, i n t he sense t hat a gener al knowl edge of t he soci al or der and t he
or der of t hewor l d i n conj unct i on wi t h t he power of t he St at e i s l acki ng. That t he
di ver se di scour ses ar e i nt er r el at ed i n no way means t hat t hey can be condensed
i nt o one, because t he t r ut h i s t hat t hey ar e not onl y cont empor ar i l y i nst i t ut ed i n
f unct i on of one exper i ence; t hey par t i ci pat e i n t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y and
decode i t t hr ough t he ef f ect of t he di sar t i cul at i on of power and t he l awand t hei r
own di f f er ent i at i on, each r ef er r i ng back t o i t sel f i n el abor at i ng i t s di f f er ences .
Wi t h such a pr ocess, t he quest i on i s not t o at t r i but e t he cause t o t hef act of t he

moder n St at e. I n doi ng t hi s, we woul d be vi ct i ms of t he same i l l usi on t hat we
denounced i n Mar x' s wor k; we woul d onl y be t r ansf er r i ng t o anot her l evel t he
det ermi ni smwhi ch Mar x was t empt ed t o pl ace at t he l evel of t he r el at i ons of
pr oduct i on. As wel l , wecoul d say t hat t he char act er i st i cs of t hemoder nSt at e ar e
onl y det ermi ned i n a syst emwher e knowl edge r eveal s i t s di f f er ent i at i on, wher e
di scour se r eveal s i t s al t er i t y ( i nst ead of speech bei ng or gani zed t hr ough t he
ext er i or pol e of t he Ot her ) , event s . whose or i gi ns wer e put f orwar d by t he
humani smof t he Renai ssance. I f , however , we l abel as pol i t i cal t he " f orm" i n
whi ch t he symbol i c di mensi on of soci al r eal i t y i s uncover ed, i t i s not i n or der t o
gi ve gr eat er i mpor t ance t o r el at i ons of power , amongot her s, but r at her t o make
i t under st ood t hat power i s not ", a t hi ng" , empi r i cal l y det ermi ned, but i ndi ssoci -
abl e f r omi t s r epr esent at i on, and t hat t he exper i ence made of t hi s, si mul t ane-
ousl y exper i ence of knowl edge and t hemodeof , ar t i cul at i on of soci al di scour se, i s
const i t ut i ve of soci al i dent i t y .
I n t hi s per spect i ve, t he br eak wi t h Mar x goes so f ar as t o t ouch uponwhat i s

f or hi mt he f i nal quest i on: t he f ut ur e uni t y of t he pr ocess of soci al i sat i on i n
r eal i t y . Thequest i on of uni t y over shadows t hat of soci al i dent i t y whi ch coul d not
ar i se i n r eal i t y ; i t i mpl i es i t s def ect i on andmar ks t he i nser t i on of t he pr act i ce i n
t he or der of l anguage.
Fr om t he moment we ref use t o def i ne i deol ogy wi t h r egar d t o a supposed

r eal i t y, i t demands anewi nt er pr et at i on: Wecan onl y def i ne i t by r ecogni zi ng t he
at t empt bel ongi ng sol el y t o moder n soci et y t o conceal t he eni gma of i t s pol i t i cal
f orm, t o cancel t he ef f ect s of soci al and t empor al di vi si onwhi ch ar e gener at ed t o
r est or e t he " r eal " . I n t hi s sense, wedo not gr asp i t as a r ef l ect i on, nor t hr ough t he
pr act i ce whi ch i t woul d r ef l ect . I t i s exposed by i t s ownwor ki ngs : i n r esponse t o
t he " i nst i t ut i on" whose f i nal i t y i s t o br i ng t he i ndet ermi nat i on of soci al r eal i t y
back t o i t s det ermi nat i on .
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The t r ansf ormat i on of i deol ogy al l ows us t o bet t er under st and i t s f ormat i on
because t he cont r adi ct i on whi ch i s pr esent i s r eveal ed t her e: i t cannot r eal i ze
i t sel f wi t hout l osi ng i t s f unct i on, nor can i t go t o t he l i mi t of t he af f i rmat i on of
r eal i t y wi t hout t he t hr eat of appear i ng i n i t s ext er nal i t y t o t he pr act i ce and
i nst i t ut i ng di scour se f r omwhi ch i t ar i ses t o def use t he conf l i ct s .

I t i s t r ue t hat i n at t empt i ng t o pr esent her e t he l ogi c of t he t r ansf ormat i on of
i deol ogy, t he out l i ne suf f er s f r ombei ng anout l i ne r at her t han a f i r st dr af t of a
f ul l anal ysi s, f r omi t s r i gi d const r uct i on r at her t han f r oma l ack of pr eci si on. The
r ol e whi ch we gi ve t o t he cont r adi ct i on l eaves us open t o t he accusat i on of
Hegel i ani sm. Nonet hel ess, i t shoul d be not ed t hat t hi s cont r adi ct i on i s not
concer ned wi t h hi st or y, wi t h t he f ut ur e of "Spi r i t " , but onl y br i ngs t o l i ght t he
genesi s of t he soci al r epr esent at i ons of conceal ment . The pr i nci pl es of t hi s
genesi s can be deci pher ed because i n accor dance wi t h t he same t ask, t hr ough
r epet i t i on, t he movement s of di scour se ar e car r i ed out i n t he hi st or i cal pr ocess .

The Pr obl emwi t h Mar x

Mar x' s pr ocedur e was ent i r el y di f f er ent f r omt hat of cont empor ar y Mar xi st s .
He di d not possess an i nher ent sense of t he di st i nct i on bet ween t he i deol ogi cal
and t he r eal ; r at her , he devel oped i t . We cannot f or get t hat t he cr i t i que of
German phi l osophy, and most i mpor t ant l y t hat of Hegel , cont r ol s hi s i ni t i al
i nt er pr et at i ons of soci al st r uct ur e, and t hat i n Capi t al , mor eover , t he cr i t i que of
t he i l l usi ons of t he bour geoi s economy and t he mar ket f orms t he basi s f or t he
di scover y of t he uni t y of soci al l abour and t he pr ocess of val ue f ormat i on. Bei ng
onl y t oo f ami l i ar wi t h hi s met hod, nei t her can we under est i mat e t he audaci t y of
an at t empt t o pi npoi nt t he si gns of a l ogi c of decept i on i n al l t he domi nant modes
of r epr esent at i on, and not abl y i n phi l osophi cal di scour ses wher e a r adi cal cr i -
t i que of est abl i shed i deas i s demanded. Fi nal l y, we cannot f ai l t o obser ve t hat i n
hi s wor k, t he di st i nct i on bet ween r eal i t y and i deol ogy i s ar t i cul at ed wi t h t he
i mpl i ci t di st i nct i on bet ween knowl edge and i deol ogy- and t hat t hi s l at t er di s-
t i nct i on pr ohi bi t s at t achi ng t he t erms of t he f ormer t o t he pl ane of obj ect i ve
knowl edge. I t i s act ual l y whenhe demonst r at es, i n hi s Cr i t i que de l a phi l osophi e
de l ' Et at de Hegel , t he ext r avagant mechani cs of Hegel ' s phi l osophi cal syst em,
t hat Mar x acqui r es f or t he f i r st t i me an under st andi ng of i deol ogi cal phenom-
ena. Ther e, he r eveal s t he at t empt t o subst i t ut e an i deal or i gi n of t he St at e f or i t s
r eal or i gi n. Thi s becomes a pr ocess of i nver t i ng r eal i t y, t he t r ansposi t i on i n space
of t he t heor y of cont i ngent soci o- hi st or i cal det ermi nat i ons, and t he i magi nar y
sol ut i on t o exi st i ng cont r adi ct i ons- i n ef f ect , apr ocess of i deal i sat i on. But mor e
i mpor t ant l y, he r eveal s t he act i on of t he f ul f i l l ment of knowl edgewhi ch t ur ns i n
on i t sel f , si mul at i ng t he conquest of t ot al i t y, and whi ch conceal s f r omi t sel f t he
f act of i t s own cr eat i on, t her eby ef f aci ng t he di vi si on bet ween t hought and bei ng.
Wemust r ecogni ze t hat i n i deol ogy ( i t i s of l i t t l e i mpor t ance t hat t he concept has

r
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not yet been cl ar i f i ed, t he out l i ne of i t s const i t uent el ement s has been br ought t o
l i ght ) , a t r i pl e deni al i s ef f ect ed: t he di vi si on of cl ass, l i nked t o t he di vi si on of
soci al l abour ; t he t empor al di vi si on, t he dest r uct i on- pr oduct i on of f orms of soci al
r el at i ons ; and f i nal l y, t he di vi si on of knowl edge and t he pr act i ce whi ch i t r ef l ect s,
and f r omwhi ch i t i s i nst i t ut ed as such. I n addi t i on, when Mar x anal yses t he St at e
and t he bur eaucr acy and no l onger t hei r Hegel i an r epr esent at i on, and when
l at er , f or get t i ng t he f ol i e of t he phi l osophi cal syst em, he onl y concer ns hi msel f
wi t h under st andi ng t hat of t he capi t al i st syst em, i t i s i n or der t o br i ng t o l i ght t he
same pr ocess . The di scour se wi t hi n t he i nst i t ut i on suppor t s t he i l l usi on of an
essence of soci et y ; i t war ds of f a doubl e t hr eat t o t he est abl i shed or der , ar i si ng
f r oma soci et y whi ch i s at once di vi ded and hi st or i cal . Thi s di scour se must be
r ecogni zed as r at i onal i n i t sel f , a cl osed di scour se whi ch, whi l e maski ng t he
condi t i ons of i t s ownpr oduct i on, cl ai ms t o r eveal t hat of empi r i cal soci al r eal i t y .
Our ai mi s not t o anal yse Mar x' s t hought . I f t hi s wer e t he case, i t woul d t hen

have t o be agr eed t hat hi s di st i nct i on bet ween knowl edge and i deol ogy onl y
car r i es t he seeds of t he cr i t i que of any di scour se cl ai mi ng t o def i ne t he r eal i n a
r ef usal t o r ecogni ze t he condi t i ons whi ch assur e i t s ext er nal i t y . I t woul d al so have
t o be agr eed t hat he hi msel f yi el ded t o t he t empt at i on of t hi s posi t i on by
i nvest i ng t he posi t i ve sci ences wi t h t he cer t i t ude of whi ch he had di vest ed
phi l osophy . Yet , i t i s i mpor t ant t o br i ef l y r ef ormul at e Mar x' s pr obl em, t o
unear t h i t f r omt he dogmat i c comment ar i es whi ch have cover ed i t , i n or der t o
assess t he t heor et i cal condi t i ons whi ch he has i mposed upon us as wel l as t he
l i mi t s beyondwhi chwemust go i f we wi sh t o t ake up hi s i nt er pr et at i on agai n i n
exami ni ng cont empor ar y soci et i es .
Thi s pr obl emi s posed i n t erms whi ch pr ecl ude t he r educt i on of i deol ogy t o

bour geoi s di scour se, and t hus pr ohi bi t excl usi vel y r et ai ni ng i t s f unct i on of
myst i f i cat i on, j ust i f i cat i on and conser vat i on i n t he ser vi ce of cl ass i nt er est s .
Mar x has ampl y emphasi zed t hi s f unct i on, not abl y i n The German I deol ogy, but
i t i s onl y i nt el l i gi bl e i f i deol ogy i s f i r st consi der ed i n r el at i on t o i t s f ocus : soci al
di vi si on. Mar x i mpl i es t hat a soci et y cannot cont i nue t o exi st as a humansoci et y
unl ess i t cr eat es a r epr esent at i on of i t s uni t y- uni t y whi ch, i n r eal i t y, i s wi t -
nessed i n t he r el at i on of r eci pr ocal dependence of soci al agent s and at t he same
t i me i s bel i ed by t he separ at i on of t hei r act i vi t i es . Thus, even t hough soci al
di vi si on i s not det ermi ned i n t heuni ver sal di vi si on of cl ass ( t hat of t he bour geoi -
si e and t he pr ol et ar i at ) , t he exi st ence of " l i mi t ed soci al r el at i ons" i mpl i es t he
pr oj ect i on of an i magi nar y communi t y under cover of whi ch " r eal " di st i nct i ons
ar e det ermi ned as "nat ur al " , t he par t i cul ar i s di sgui sed under t he t r ai t s of t he
uni ver sal , t he hi st or i cal er ased under t he at empor al i t y of t he essence. The
r epr esent at i on i n whi ch soci al r el at i ons ar e embedded i ndi cat es i n i t sel f a
posi t i on of power , si nce t he i magi nar y communi t y gover ns over t he i ndi vi dual s
or separ at e gr oups and i mposes behavi our al norms upon t hem. I n t hi s sense, t he
over l yi ng uni ver sal i nser t s t he domi nat ed i nt o hi s condi t i on and assur es t he
posi t i on of t he domi nat or . Nonet hel ess, t he poi nt of vi ewof cl ass domi nat i on
and t hat of t he " r epr esent at i on" , however r el at ed t hey may be, do not coi nci de.
Anal ysi ng Asi at i c depot i sm, Mar x obser ves t hat t he pr i nce embodi es t he i magi n-
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ary communi t y above t he di sper sed r ur al communi t i es . The " r eal " power -
whi ch can be l ocat ed, i n pr act i ce, by t he si gns of command ( cont r ol of bur eau-
cr at i c appar at us) , const r ai nt ( r ecr ui t i ng of peasant l abour f or war or st at e
obj ect i ves) , and expl oi t at i on ' ( i mposi ng a sur pl us val ue on agr i cul t ur al
pr oduct i on) - t hi s empi r i cal l y det ermi nabl e power i s hel d i n a r epr esent at i on
whi ch r ef l ect s and conceal s soci al di vi si on ( t he absol ut e di st ance bet weenmast er
and ensl aved peopl e symbol i cal l y t r ansposes t he unt r ansf ormed separ at i on of
r ur al communi t i es) . St i l l , i t i s t r ue t hat t hi s i s an ext r eme case, si nce t he
bur eaucr acy onl y exi st s as a cl ass t hr ough t he medi at i on of t he despot . I t i s al so
t r ue t hat hi s di scour se ( be hegod, demi - god, or di vi ne r epr esent at i ve) t ends t o
becomeconf used wi t h t he di scour se of t heuni ver sal . The i ndi cat i ons whi chMar x
gi ves per t ai ni ng t o cl ass f ormat i on i n The German I deol ogy ar e even mor e
suggest i ve. He br i ngs t o l i ght a di vi si on bet ween i ndi vi dual s such as t hey ar e
det ermi ned i n a col l ect i ve r el at i on, i n f unct i on of t hei r common i nt er est s wi t h
r egar d t o a t hi r d per son, and t hese same i ndi vi dual s def i ned as member s of a
cl ass, r ecei vi ng t hei r i dent i t y as " aver age i ndi vi dual s" , f i nd t hemsel ves bel ongi ng
t o a " communi t y" . Det ached f r omt he r eal act i vi t y of t he di vi si on of l abour , and
hover i ng above t he i ndi vi dual s, t hi s " communi t y" ef f aces t he t hi r d per son, and
t hus becomes t he essence of soci al r eal i t y . I n t hi s per spect i ve, t he cl ass i t sel f ,
unl i ke t he economi c cat egor y t owhi ch i t i s at t ached, shows i t sel f t o be hel d i n t he
i deol ogi cal pr ocess . Fur t hermor e, t he anal ysi s of The 18t h Br umai r e di scl oses
t hat i t s f ormat i on as t he domi nant pol i t i cal cl ass i mpl i es a deni al of t he t empor al
di f f er ence, a r ef usal t o r ecogni ze t he pr esent ; camouf l agi ng i t under t he char ac-
t er i st i cs of Anci ent Rome pr oves t o be a necessar y condi t i on f or bour geoi s
r evol ut i onar y act i on.

Soci al - Di vi si on i s not i n Soci et y

I f t hi s i s t he pat h whi ch Mar x seemst oopen up, t her e can benodoubt t hat he
al so cl oses i t of f . I n ef f ect , i t woul dbe i mpossi bl e f or hi mt o f ol l owsuch a cour se
unl ess he cl ai med t o det ermi ne t he nat ur e of soci al r eal i t y t hr ough t he posi t i ve
sci ences, yi el di ng t o t he i l l usi on of an i nt r i nsi c devel opment at t r i but ed t o t he
obser ver , and unl ess he ar gued i n accor dance wi t h a super f i ci al opposi t i on
bet ween pr oduct i on and r epr esent at i on . Admi t t edl y, - i t must be r ecogni zed t hat
t he concept of pr oduct i on i s consi der abl y expanded i n Mar x' s wr i t i ngs . Henot es
t hat men do not pr oduce onl y t he t ool s necessar y t o meet t hei r needs, and t hese
bei ng met , do not onl y pr oduce new needs ; t hey al so pr oduce t hei r soci al
r el at i ons . I t can i ndeed be sai d t hat even l anguage r esul t s f r ompr oduct i on, si nce
Mar x admi t s t hat i t appear s wi t h t he necessi t y f or commer ce bet ween men, and
t hat i n shor t , he envi sages i t s devel opment by r el at i ng i nt o t he communi cat i on
model - i ndi vi dual t o i ndi vi dual or gr oup t o gr oup-whi ch i s one aspect - of soci al
r el at i ons . Nonet hel ess, t he use of t hi s concept , however wi despr ead, const ant l y
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guar ant ees a nat ur al evol ut i on of humani t y . I t i s t r ue t hat man pr oduces t he
i nst r ument s of hi s pr oduct i on and hi s soci al r el at i ons at t he same t i me; what i s
pr oduced i s, i n t ur n, a pr oduct i ve f or ce. I n t hi s way, he i s al so a pr oduct of what he
pr oduces, but t he i dea of pr oduct i on bei ng sel f - pr oduct i on does not f r ee hi m
f r omamechani sm. I n t he l ast anal ysi s, t he soci al st at e pr oves t o be a combi nat i on
of t erms, of whi ch t he i dent i t y ( be i t a necessi t y, an i nst r ument , a l i ngui st i c si gn,
l abour , i t s i ndi vi dual or col l ect i ve agent ) i s unquest i onabl e. Fr omsuch a per spec-
t i ve, t he concept of t he di vi si on of l abour i t sel f r ef er s t o a basi c f act , cer t ai nl y i n
Mar x' s eyes, t o a f act of evol ut i on, but one whi ch l i es . wi t hi n a f i el d al r eady
cover t l y devel oped i n such a way as t o gi ve t he i mpr essi on t hat t he el ement s ar e
nat ur al l y det ermi ned. Not hi ng coul d be mor e si gni f i cant i n t hi s r espect t han
Mar x' s ef f or t , i n The German I deol ogy, t o t r ace t he or i gi ns of t he di vi si on of
l abour , and hi s asser t i on t hat pr i mi t i vel y i t was none ot her t han t he di vi si on of
l abour i n t he sex act . Ther e, wi t hout doubt , Mar x' s posi t i vi smshows i t sel f . The.
ar gument assumes pr eci sel y t hat whi ch escapes expl anat i on : a di vi si on of t he
sexes such t hat t he par t ner s woul d nat ur al l y i dent i f y each ot her as bei ng di f f er -
ent , so comi ng t o r ef l ect upon t hi s di f f er ence, and be r epr esent ed as man and
woman. I t becomes cl ear t hat t hi s i s not a si mpl e devi at i on of i nt er pr et at i on
when, i n t he same sect i on of The German I deol ogy, as Mar x enumer at ed t he

. t hr ee f undament al concl usi ons of t he hi st or y of humani t y, pr ocr eat i on i s pr esen-
t ed as t he act of pr oduct i on of t he f ami l y, of t he doubl e r el at i onman-woman and
par ent s- chi l d . I n t he sameway t hat copul at i on i s seen t o be t he pr i mi t i vemodel
of cooper at i on and soci al di vi si on, pr ocr eat i on i s consi der ed t o be t he model of
t he hi st or i cal pr oduct i on of humani t y . I n bot h cases, t her e i s a negat i on of t he
ar t i cul at i on of t he di vi si on- bet ween sexes or gener at i ons-wi t h t he act ual
" t hought " of t he di vi si on, whi ch cannot possi bl y be deduced f r omt he f ormer
si nce i t i s i mpl i ci t i n t he def i ni t i on of t he t erms . I t i s t he symbol i c or der whi ch i s
negat ed, t he i dea of a syst emof opposi t i ons by vi r t ue of whi ch soci al " f i gur es"
can be i dent i f i ed and ar t i cul at ed i n r el at i on t o each ot her , t hat i s, t he r el at i on
bet ween t he di vi si on of soci al agent s and t he r epr esent at i on. I n ot her wor ds,
Mar x r ef uses t o r ecogni ze t hat soci al di vi si on i s al so or i gi nal l y t he di vi si on of t he
soci al i sat i on pr ocess and t he di scour se whi ch ar t i cul at es i t .
Cr i t i ci zi ng Mar x i n no way l eads us t o asser t t he pr i macy of t he r epr esent at i on

nor t o f al l back i nt o t he i l l usi on whi ch he denounced of an i ndependent l ogi c of
i deas . Nei t her does i t di st r act us f r omt he t ask of di scover i ng t he mechani sms
whi ch t end t o assur e t he r epr esent at i on of an i magi nar y essence of t he commun-
i t y . On t he cont r ar y, we ar e st r i vi ng t o under st and t hem, but wi t hout yi el di ng t o
t he nat ur al i st i l l usi on . Such an at t empt pr esupposes t hat we no l onger conf use
soci al di vi si onwi t h t he empi r i cal di vi si on of men i n t he oper at i on of pr oduct i on.
We cannot det ermi ne i t any mor e t han t he di vi si on of t he sexes i n an obj ect i ve
space whi ch woul d have pr e- dat ed i t ; we cannot r el at e i t t o posi t i ve t erms
i nasmuch as t hey ar i se as such, even i n i t s act i vi t y . Soci al space i s est abl i shed, we
must assume, wi t h t he di vi si on, and t hi s onl y i nsof ar as i t i s vi si bl e t o i t sel f . I t s
di f f er ent i at i on t hr ough r el at i ons of ki nshi p or cl ass, t hr ough t he r el at i on be-
t ween st at e and ci vi l soci et y, i s i ndi ssoci abl e f r om t he act i on of di scour se at a
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di st ance f r om t he supposed r eal i t y, a di scour se whi ch st at es t he or der of t he
wor l d. I t i s t her ef or e i mpossi bl e t o t ake up a posi t i onwhi ch woul d compr ehend
t he t ot al i t y of soci al r el at i ons and t hewor ki ngs of t hei r ar t i cul at i ons . Si mi l ar l y, i t
woul dbe i mpossi bl e t o i ncl ude t he t ot al i t y of hi st or i cal devel opment , t o est abl i sh
a. begi nni ng and anend t o soci al di vi si on, as t hat woul d t hen be conceal i ng f r om
our sel ves our own i nvol vement at t he l evel of di scour se al r eady br ought i nt o pl ay
i n t he di vi si on. Thi s bl i ndspot woul d pr ompt us t o t ake our r epr esent at i on as
bei ng r eal i n i t sel f . -
At t hi s poi nt , t he l i mi t s of Mar x' s t hought seem t o be i ndi cat ed by hi s

t r eat ment of t he pr ocess of r epr esent at i on as i f i t wer e a r esul t of t he vent ur es of
cooper at i on and di vi si on, as i f t hi s r eal i t y wer e det ermi nedon t he nat ur al l evel of
l abour . Thus, he coul d not avoi d conf usi ng t he i deol ogi cal and symbol i c or der s,
r educi ng di scour ses such as t he myt hol ogi cal , r el i gi ous, pol i t i cal , j udi ci al , et c . , t o
t he pr oj ect i on of " r eal " conf l i ct s i nt o t he i magi nar y, and l ast l y, l ower i ng t he
si gns of l awandpower t o t he empi r i cal pl ane, t her eby t r ansf ormi ng t hemi nt o
soci al " pr oduct s" .

The I magi nar y and t he "Hi st or i cal Soci et y"

Thi s cr i t i que must be even f ur t her devel oped. To st at e t hat t he i nst i t ut i on of
soci al r eal i t y i s si mul t aneousl y t he appear ance t o i t sel f of t he soci al r eal i t y gi ves
r i se t o a cer t ai n ambi gui t y because one i s t hen t empt ed t o pi ct ur e t he emer gence
of di scour se on soci al r eal i t y ' as emer gi ng f r om t he soci al space, t hus si mpl y
r econst i t ut i ng a mor e sophi st i cat ed ver si on of soci ol ogi sm. I n act ual f act , t he
ambi gui t y i s al r eady pr esent whenwespeak of t he "di scour se on soci al r eal i t y" as
i f i t wer e possi bl e t o per cei ve i t as such, t o i ncl ude t he di scour se whi ch decl ar es
t he or der of t he wor l d as wel l as t he onewhi ch decl ar es t he physi cal or der i n i t , as
i f t he quest i on of soci al di vi si on, even f r eed f r omempi r i ci sm, i ncl uded i n i t sel f
t hat of t he di vi si on of man and t hewor l d and al so t hat of t he di vi si on of t he sexes
and gener at i ons ; especi al l y as i f i t wer e possi bl e t o r educe t he quest i on of t he
or i gi ns of man and t he quest i on of bi r t h t o a quest i on of or i gi n as i t appear s i n
soci et y t hr ough myt h or r el i gi on . I n each epoch, men' s di scour se i s r ul ed by a
t net asoci ol ogi cal and met apsychol ogi cal quest i on. We mi sunder st and i t f i r st of
al l by bel i evi ng i t possi bl e t o encl ose i t wi t hi n cer t ai n l i mi t s ; but st i l l mor e
ser i ousl y when, i n consequence, we f or get t hat t he di scour se on soci al r eal i t y does
not coi nci dewi t h i t sel f i n t he soci al space wher e i t act s andwher e, at t he same
t i me, i t i s i nst i t ut ed. Fi nal l y, we mi sunder st and i t i n f or get t i ng t hat what i t
ar t i cul at es assumes t he f act of i t s own ar t i cul at i on, or , i n ot her wor ds, t hat t he
l abour of di vi si on and i nst i t ut i on i s " ol der " t han t hat of t he soci al di vi si on and
i nst i t ut i on. Thus Mar x' s l i mi t i s shar pl y br ought out i n at t empt i ng t o envi sage
soci al r eal i t y f r omwi t hi n t he boundar i es of soci al r eal i t y, hi st or y f r omwi t hi n t he
bor der s of hi st or y, manf r omman and wi t h a vi ewt oman. I t i s t hus br ought out
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i n at t empt i ng t o evade, not t he r el at i ons bet weenmanand "nat ur e" ( because he
speaks of i t cont i nuousl y i n or der t o assur e hi msel f of an obj ect i ve det ermi nat i on
of man i n a nat ur al i st per spect i ve) , but r at her t he r el at i on of man, t he soci al ,
hi st or y, t o what i s i n pr i nci pl e beyond r each, f r omwhi ch he i s gener at ed and
whi ch r emai ns i mpl i ci t i n hi m.
Thr ough becomi ng awar e of t hi s l i mi t , we ar e encour aged t o r ef ormul at e t he

condi t i ons of i deol ogi cal anal ysi s . As we have al r eady st at ed, i t i s not possi bl e t o
det ermi ne i deol ogy wi t h r egar d t o a " r eal i t y" , whose t r ai t s woul d be t aken f r om
posi t i ve knowl edge, wi t hout l osi ng t he not i on of t he oper at i on of t he const i t u-
t i on of r eal i t y, and wi t hout pl aci ng our sel ves i n t he i l l usi onar y posi t i on of
over l ooki ng Bei ng. On t he ot her hand, we can at t empt t o under st and how, i n a
gi ven epoch, t he domi nant di scour se act s i n such a way as t o conceal t he pr ocess
of soci al di vi si on, or t hat whi ch at pr esent weal so cal l t he pr ocess of gener at i ng
soci al space, or st i l l , t he hi st or i cal , i n or der t o make i t under st ood t hat soci al
di vi si on and t empor al i t y ar e t woaspect s of t he same i nst i t ut i on . Undoubt edl y, i t
wi l l have t o be admi t t ed t hat such a di scour se, i nasmuch as i t i s pl aced i n soci al
di vi si on, i n i t s act i on of descr i bi ng t he soci al space can onl y be opaque t o i t sel f . .
But i t i s an al t oget her di f f er ent mat t er t o st at e t hat i t bear s a knowl edgewhose
pr i nci pl e i s hi dden f r omi t , and t hat i t act s accor di ng t o t he demands of conceal -
i ng t he t r aces of soci al di vi si on, t hat i s t o say, accor di ng t o t he demands of t he
r epr esent at i on of an or der whi ch woul d assur e i t of t he nat ur al det ermi nat i on of
i t s ar t i cul at i on, andwi t h i t , of t he ar t i cul at i on of soci al r el at i ons her e andnow. As
t he i nst i t ut or , t he di scour se i s wi t hout knowl edge of t he i nst i t ut i on, but i nsof ar
as i t i s concer ned wi t h aver t i ng t he t hr eat t hat t he mani f est at i on of a gap
bet ween bei ng and di scour se hangs over i t , t hat of t he backl ash f r om t hi s
exper i ence, i t act i vel y becomes t he negat or of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y ; i t i s
a di scour se of occul t at i on, i n whi ch symbol i c i ndi cat or s ar e conver t ed i nt o nat ur al
det ermi nat i ons i nwhi ch t he st at ement of soci al l aw, t he st at ement of wor l d l aw
and t hat of physi cal l awcome t omask t he i nconcei vabl e l i nk bet ween t he l awand
t he st at ement , t he dependence of t he l aw on t he per son who ut t er s i t and t he
dependence of t he ut t er ance on t he l aw.
Nonet hel ess, we must i mmedi at el y become awar e of t he condi t i ons under

whi ch i t i s possi bl e t o gr asp t hi s di st i nct i on . I n ef f ect , i t assumes t hat t he
i nst i t ut i on of soci al space has becomeper cept i bl e t o i t sel f , i n such a way t hat t he
i nst i t ut i ng di scour se cannot ef f ace i t s t r acks t hr ough t he i magi nar y. I n ot her
wor ds, i t assumes t hat soci al di vi si on and hi st or i ci t y i n t hemsel ves have come t o
quest i on t hi s i n such a way t hat t he occul t at i on' s wor k r emai ns subj ect t o t hei r
ef f ect s, t hat i n i t s f ai l ur es, i n t he cont i nual at t empt t o cor r ect t hem, t hr ough i t s
conf l i ct s, i t al l ows t hat whi chwecan nowcal l r eal i t y t o appear , r eal i t y, t o i ndi cat e
t hat i t i s a quest i on of t hat whi ch i ndeed exposed t he i mpossi bi l i t y of conceal -
ment . I n t hi s sense, exami ni ng i deol ogy conf r ont s us wi t h t he det ermi nat i on of a
t ype of soci et y i n whi ch a speci f i c i magi nar y r eal mcan be l ocat ed:
Al t hough Mar x, as we have j ust poi nt ed out , was t empt ed t o conver t soci al

di vi si on i nt o t he empi r i cal di vi si on of cl asses, and yi el ded t o t he i l l usi on of a
det ermi ni smwhi ch woul d gover n t he ser i es of modes of pr oduct i on, i t i s st i l l t o
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hi m t hat we owe t he i dea of modi f yi ng t he i magi nar y r eal m. I n ef f ect , by
opposi ng t he capi t al i st mode of pr oduct i on t o al l pr evi ous ones, he gl i mpsed t he
pecul i ar i t y of a mode of i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y i n whi ch t he ef f ect s of t he
di vi si on and hi st or i ci t y can no l onger be neut r al i zed t hr ough t he r epr esent at i on.
I n seeki ng t o def i ne Asi at i c despot i sm ( t o whi ch we have al r eady r ef er r ed) , he
act ual l y weakens i t s const r uct i on, si nce he asser t s t hat t hi s soci al f ormat i on t ends
t o r epr oduce i t sel f as such, i ndependent of al l event s such as war s, mi gr at i ons,
changes i n dynast i es ; t hat t he economi c and soci al or gani zat i on i s as i f par al ysed
due t o t he absol ut e separ at i on of t he i magi nar y communi t y and t he r ur al ones. I n
so doi ng, he pr ompt s us, f i r st of al l , t o doubt t he r espect i ve f unct i ons of
pr oduct i on and r epr esent at i on, by l eavi ng i t t o be assumed t hat t he f i r st i s
subor di nat e t o t he second. Even t hough he per si st s i n pr esent i ng despot i smas an
i magi nar y f unct i on whi ch gr af t s i t sel f ont o t he r eal i t y of t he di vi si on of l abour ,
he cannot , at t he same t i me, avoi d admi t t i ng t hat i t has a symbol i c ef f ect i veness
( whi ch i s at t est ed t o by desi gnat i ng t he mode of pr oduct i on i n non- economi c
t erms) ; but especi al l y, t hr ough an ext r eme case he cl ar i f i es a di st i nct i ve t r ai t of
al l t he pr e- capi t al i st f ormat i ons. The asser t i on t hat t hei r mode of pr oduct i on
r emai ns essent i al l y conser vat i ve i n spi t e of al l t he hi st or i cal di f f er ences, t hat t he
di vi si on of l abour and soci al r el at i ons al ways t end t o cr yst al l i ze t her e and t o r esi st
t he change f act or s, i s i n f act onl y i nt el l i gi bl e i f one r ecogni zes t he f ul l ef f ect i ve-
ness of t he symbol i c devi ce whi ch, owi ng t o t he separ at i on of t wo posi t i ons-
t hat of l aw, di scour se on soci al r eal i t y, t he power whi ch i s at once bear er and
guar ant or of t hi s di scour se and t he pl ace of act ual soci al r el at i ons-makes
possi bl e t he pl acement of t he est abl i shed or der bet ween soci al gr oups and agent s
i n t he wor l d or der , and t hus di f f uses t he ef f ect s of soci al di vi si on. Thi s i s a devi ce
whosepar t i cul ar t ask i s t o assur e t he condi t i ons of occul t at i on wi t hout al l owi ng
t he quest i on of an opposi t i on bet ween i magi nar y and r eal t o ar i se. Act ual l y,
r eal i t y onl y shows i t sel f t o be det ermi nabl e i nsof ar as i t i s assumed t o be al r eady
det ermi ned, i n accor dancewi t h an ut t er ance whi ch, myt hi cal or r el i gi ous, at t est s
t o a knowl edgewhoseact ual act i vi t y of knowl edge, t echni cal i nvent i on, i nt er pr e-
t at i on of t he vi si bl e, cannot br i ng t he f oundat i on i nt o pl ay . The di scour se i s
i ndeed i nst i t ut i ng ; i t or der s t he possi bi l i t y of an ar t i cul at i on of soci al r eal i t y .
However , i t def i nes t he opposi t i ons as "nat ur al " , and t hus def i nes t he st at us of
t he domi nant and domi nat ed i n ki nshi p and cl ass r el at i ons owi ng t o t he con-
ceal ment of soci al di vi si on behi nd t he r epr esent at i on of a massi vel y asser t ed
di vi si on, of anot her wor l d, of a mat er i al i zed i nvi si bi l i t y . We can onl y gr asp t he
ext ent of t hi s oper at i on i f weunder st and t hat i n onesense i t r eal i zes a possi bi l i t y
whi ch f orms par t of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y, by maki ng i t appear t hat t hi s
i nst i t ut i on i s not a soci al f act i n i t sel f , t hat t he quest i on of soci al space i s, f r omt he
begi nni ng, a quest i on of i t s boundar i es or i t s " out si de" ( j ust as t hequest i onof t he
body i s t hat of i t s or i gi n and i t s deat h) , t hat t he di scour se i s not onl y t he pr oduct
of men, but t hat t hey ar e ar t i cul at ed i n i t . We ar e def i ni t el y t r ansgr essi ng t he
bor der s of Mar xi sm agai n i n r ej ect i ng t he i dea t hat myt hs and r el i gi ons ar e
si mpl e human i nvent i ons, but onl y i n or der t o f ol l ow i n i t s wake, t o at t empt t o
pi ct ur e a model , i n whi ch t he symbol i c devi ce i s such t hat t he conceal ment of
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soci al di vi si on coi nci des wi t h t he act ual power of bl ocki ng i t s ef f ect s and t he
conceal ment of t he hi st or i cal coi nci des wi t h t he act ual power of bar r i ng t hepat h
t o change, or of cont ai ni ng i t s devel opment .

 

'
I f we vent ur e t o concei ve of t he genesi s of t he di f f er ent t ypes of soci al

f or mat i ons, we must make cer t ai n cor r ect i ons i n t hese pr oposi t i ons . The di f f er -
ences bet ween t he st r uct ur es of a pr i mi t i ve soci et y, t hose of Asi at i c despot i sm,
t he anci ent ci t y- st at e, and Eur opean f eudal i smar e so gr eat t hat t r eat i ng t hemas
var i ant s of one model mi ght appear t o be an ar bi t r ar y deci si on. Fr omour
per spect i ve, we ar e i n par t i cul ar const r ai ned t o negl ect an essent i al ' ar t i cul at i on :
t hat bet ween power and di scour se on soci al r eal i t y- an ar t i cul at i on, however ,
whi ch can onl y become vi si bl e t hr ough t he act i vi t y i n whi ch t he pol e of t he l aw i s
di sassoci at ed f r omt he pol e of t he ut t er ance, and wher e t he cont i ngency of t he
ut t er ance and i t s f unct i on of occul t at i on vent ur e t o appear . I t must be admi t t ed
t hat t her e i s no cr i t er i on whi ch coul d di st i ngui sh t he i magi nar y f r omt he r eal
wher e t he pl ace of power i s hel d " empt y" and wher e r el at i ons ar e or gani zed
accor di ng t o i t s neut r al i zat i on, wher eas when t he power i s l i nked t o men' s
act i ons and shi f t ed out of posi t i on wi t h r egar d t o t he l aw, t he possi bi l i t y of t hi s
di st i nct i on i s al r eady opened up. I n spi t e of t hi s, i n al l cases, t he or i gi n of
di scour se on t he or der of t he wor l d, on t he or der of soci al r eal i t y, pr oves t o have
been concei ved el sewher e .

Mar x hi msel f onl y concei ves of t hi s model ( what ever hi s cl ai ms t o devel opi ng
a t heor y of t he evol ut i on of humani t y) f r omt he st ar t i ng poi nt of hi s anal ysi s of
t he capi t al i st mode of pr oduct i on. I n di scover i ng t hat t he l at t er i s essent i al l y
" r evol ut i onar y" , t hat i s t o say, not subj ect t o chance, but i n i t sel f a gener at or of
event s whi ch cont i nual l y modi f y est abl i shed r el at i ons, Mar x i s l ed t o gener al l y
oppose t wo t ypes of soci al f or mat i ons .

Let us br i ef l y r ecal l t he t wo t r ai t s whi ch, i n Mar x' s eyes, char act er i ze moder n
soci et y : on t he one hand, t he uni f i cat i on of t he soci al domai n t hr ough t he
gener al i zat i on of exchange and of t he r educt i on of al l concr et e l abour t o abst r act
l abour ; on t he ot her hand, t he di vi si on of l abour and capi t al , t he concent r at i on of
t he means of pr oduct i on and t he f or mat i on of an ever - i ncr easi ng mass of soci al
agent s, r educed t o t he si mpl e possessi on of t hei r l abour power . Undoubt edl y,
t hese t wo t r ai t s ar e i ndi ssoci abl y l i nked: soci et y t ends t o r ef er t o i t sel f i n al l i t s
par t s, or i n t he l anguage of t he young Mar x, t he " r eci pr ocal dependence" of al l
soci al agent s t ends t o be achi eved i nsof ar as a cl eavage i s ef f ect ed f or . t he f i r st
t i me bet ween t wo ant agoni st i c pol es whose r el at i on br i ngs i nt o pl ay t he i dent i t y
of ever yt hi ng. Thus, t he soci al space t ends t o appear wi t hi n i t s own l i mi t s ( and
not wi t h r ef er ence t o anot her l ocus f r omwher e i t woul d be vi si bl e) as soon as al l
t he di vi si ons become subor di nat e t o a gener al one, when ki nshi p and t er r i t or i al
r el at i ons, and mor e gener al l y, r el at i ons of per sonal dependence, ar e al l di ssol ved,
andwhen each of t he t wo t er ms of t he di vi si on, by t he negat i on of i t s cont r adi c-
t i on, r ef er s t o t he uni t y of soci al r eal i t y . Cer t ai nl y t hese oper at i ons ar e not
symmet r i cal , gi ven t hat al t hough t he mass of wor ker s r eal i zes t he negat i on by
r epr esent i ng t he i mage of t he col l ect i ve Pr oducer ( who i s onl y r ecogni zed i n t he
abol i t i on of t he di vi si on) , capi t al , on t he ot her hand, t he embodi ment of soci al
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power , i s onl y achi eved t hr ough enl ar gi ng t he di vi si on and by r epr esent i ng t he
i mage of a cl ass dest i ned t o t he f ant asy of bei ng a uni ver sal cl ass as a par t i cul ar
cl ass . The or gi n of i deol ogy t akes i t s pl ace i n t hi s pr ocess as an at t empt t o
r epr esent t he uni ver sal f r omt he par t i cul ar poi nt of vi ewof t he domi nant cl ass .
The si ngul ar i t y of t hi s at t empt st ems f r omt he f act t hat i t i s ent r enched i n t he
soci al di vi si on, t hat i t r esul t s di r ect l y f r omi t . As we have al r eady st at ed, t hi s
at t empt cannot be i nt er pr et ed i n t erms of col l ect i ve psychol ogy, but r at her as t he
si gn of a l ogi c whi ch i s par t of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y ; f r omt he moment
t hat t he di vi si on no l onger f i nds i t s expr essi on i n t he di vi si on of t hewor l d of
pr oduct i on and t hewor l d of r epr esent at i on, but r at her i s r epr esent ed wi t hi n t he
wor l d of pr oduct i on i t sel f , t hat i s t o say, i s hi dden behi nd t he i mage of an
i mmanent r at i onal i t y i n r eal i t y . I n t hi s sense, t he si ngul ar i t y of t he at al so
l i es i n t he f act . t hat i t comes t o t erms wi t h t he act i vi t y whi ch f r ees capi t al f r omal l
t he l i mi t at i ons i mposed by t he l i mi t ed soci al r el at i ons, andwhi ch i nvest s i t , as a
soci al i zed syst emof expl oi t at i on, wi t h an unl i mi t ed power of obj ect i f i cat i on and
r at i onal i zat i on of pr oduct i on. The i deol ogi cal pr ocess di f f er s f r omt he r el i gi ous
pr ocess not onl y i n t hat t he f ormer t ends t o devel opwi t hi n t he conf i nes of soci al
space, but al so, i n so doi ng, i t becomes i nt r i cat el y l i nked wi t h " sci ent i f i c"
knowl edge, knowl edgewhi ch l ays cl ai mt o t he sel f - deci pher i ng of r eal i t y . On t he
ot her hand, t he i deol ogi cal pr ocess i s j ust as r adi cal l y di st i ngui shed by t he f act
t hat i t i s subj ect t o t he ef f ect s of an i ncessant soci al upheaval gener at ed by
capi t al i sm, i nwhi ch t he i nst i t ut ut i ons, ment al i t i es, and col l ect i ve behavi our s ar e
modi f i ed, i n whi ch t he cent er s of power shi f t , i n whi ch t he bour geoi s st r at a,
whi chdr ew t hei r i ncome and power f r omdi f f er ent sour ces, ent er i nt o opposi -
t i on; by t he f act , t hen, t hat i t must accompl i sh i t s t ask of conceal i ng t he di vi si on
by modi f yi ng i t s own st at ement s or by si mul t aneousl y havi ng r ecour se t o a
mul t i pl i ci t y of r epr esent at i ons i n or der t o seal t he cr acks opened by t he change i n
t he " r at i onal i t y of r eal i t y" . Thus, t he si ngul ar r el at i on bet ween i deol ogy and
hi st or i cal soci et y i s exposed. The i magi nar y i s no l onger par t of t he symbol i c
devi ce whi ch t ends t o def i ne t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y i n r ef er r i ng t he det ai l
of soci al or gani zat i on t o a di scour se whi ch i s spl i t f r omi t : I nsof ar as t he quest i on
of t he genesi s of soci al r eal i t y f r om i t s own l ocus ar i ses ( t he mast er y of t hi s
genesi s, t he means of denyi ng and cont ai ni ng i t bei ng conceal ed) , a newt ype of
di scour se t hen comes i nt o bei ng, concer ned wi t h abat i ng t he opposi t i ons and
br eaks at t he dual l evel of t i meand space. I n ot her wor ds, i deol ogy i s t he sequence
of r epr esent at i ons whose f unct i on i s t o r e- est abl i sh t he di mensi on of t he "ahi s-
t or i cal " soci et y wi t hi n t he hi st or i cal soci et y .
Once agai n, t aki ng f r omMar x' s l anguage, t he i dea of " conser vat i on" f ul f i l l s a

st r at egi c f unct i on i n hi s i nt er pr et at i on; i n al l pr e- capi t al i st f ormat i ons, t hemode
of pr oduct i on i s conser vat i ve, wher eas i n capi t al i smt he i deol ogy i s conser vat i ve
and i s assi gned t he t ask of conceal i ng t he r evol ut i onwhi ch r esi des i n t hemodeof
pr oduct i on. Mar x undoubt edl y sensed t hat i n t hi s l at t er case, t he i magi nar y i s
segr egat ed f r omt he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y, due t o t hemani f est br eakdown
of ever y symbol i c syst emsuscept i bl e t o mast er i ng t hi s i nst i t ut i on . Mar x, l i ke
Feuer bach, can i ndeed cont i nue t o consi der r el i gi on as a t ypi cal expr essi on of
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i deol ogy ; but , i n demonst r at i ng t hat r el i gi on has emi gr at ed i nt o soci al r el at i ons,
he par t i al l y per cei ves t he speci f i ci t y of i deol ogy : t he t aci t r ecogni t i on of hi st or i c-
i t y, t he di vi si on, and even t he i mpl i cat i on of t he r epr esent at i on i n t hat whi ch i t
r epr esent s . He par t i al l y r eal i zes t hat i n moder n soci et i es, t he pr ocess of t he
i magi nar y goes hand i n hand wi t h an unpr ecedent ed exper i ence of " r eal i t y" as '
such. I n ai mi ng at t hi s di st i nct i on r esul t i ng f r omt he r eal and t he i magi nar y, he
acqui r es t he abi l i t y t o r et ur n i t t o soci al f ormat i ons wi t hi n whi ch i t woul d be
i ndeci pher abl e. But t hi s abi l i t y i s sust ai ned by t he i l l usi on whi ch i s at t he cent er
of moder n soci et y, t hat t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y can expl ai n i t sel f . Mar x
gr asps t he pr i nci pl e of i deol ogy as t he speci f i c mode of t he i magi nar y, but he
cont i nues t o suppose t hat i t can be r educed t o t he conceal ment of somet hi ng:
cl ass di vi si on, di vi si on of l abour and capi t al , of t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y, of t he
hi st or i cal pr esent and i t s t asks . He does t hi s wi t hout ever goi ng so f ar as t o
consi der t hat i f i t act ual l y i nsur es t hi s conceal ment , i t i s or der ed and suppor t ed by
a pr i nci pl e of occul t at i on whi ch has been subst i t ut ed f or t he onewhi chgover ned
t he symbol i c devi ce of al l t he pr e- capt i al i st f ormat i ons ; t he i mpossi bi l i t y of a
di scour se on soci al r eal i t y bei ng gener at ed i n a l ocus ot her t han i t s own.
We cannot conf use i deol ogy wi t h t he r ef usal t o r ecogni ze t hi s i mpossi bi l i t y

whi ch, f r oma br oader per spect i ve, i s t he same one whi ch i s conf r ont ed by al l
di scour se i n moder n soci et i es, i n t hat each di scour se i s seeki ng i t s own f ounda-
t i on. I n addi t i on, t oday we woul d not say t hat Mar x' s t hought i s i deol ogi cal any
mor e t han we woul d say t he same of any ot her wor k t o whi ch we at t r i but e t he
power of i nst i t ut i on i n moder n t i mes . Mor eover , soci al di scour se and not onl y
t hat whi ch r el at es t o t heor et i cal wor ks, cannot be consi der ed as i deol ogi cal f or
t he si mpl e f act t hat i t i s devel oped i n t he f ace of such an i mpossi bi l i t y . I n
addi t i on, weconsi der t he ar gument whi ch di scr edi t s t he pr i nci pl es of democr at i c
di scour se i n r educi ng t hemt o ut t er ances of bour geoi s democr acy t o be a f al se
cr eat i on, al t hough wedo poi nt out t he i mpossi bl e at t empt t o pl ace t he i nst i t ut or
i n t he i nst i t ut ed. Wi t h j ust such conf usi on, t he cr i t i que of a f r act i on of t he
i nt el l i gent si a i s devel opi ng at t he pr esent t i me. Al l ar ound, i t sees t he si gns of
i deol ogy, and mul t i pl i es i t s condemnat i ons of pol i t i cal di scour se as such, of
economi c, j udi ci al , phi l osophi cal or pedagogi cal di scour se, wi t hout bei ng abl e t o
assess what has been br ought i nt o pl ay and what st i l l i s each t i me t her e i s an
at t empt at cont act bet ween i nst i t ut ed knowl edge and t he i nst i t ut or owi ng t o i t s
i nabi l i t y t o succeed; such an at t empt t ur ns t he di scour se i nt o a "wor kpl ace" ,
whose ef f ect i s t o keep open t he l i nes of quest i oni ng whi ch ar e at i t s r oot s, i n
spi t e of al l t he ar gument s whi ch ar e asser t ed . I n t hi s sense ( t he par adox bei ng
onl y appar ent ) , t hi s mode of di scour se, i n t he act i vi t ywhi ch condemns i t t o a
cer t ai n bl i ndness, at t est s t o t hat whi ch i s beyond t he gr asp of act i on and
knowl edge, a r el at i on t o t he eni gma of t he i nst i t ut i on . I f we wer e t o t ake as
i deol ogy t he di scour se whi ch conf r ont s t he i mpossi bi l i t y of i t s sel f - genesi s, t hi s
woul d mean t hat we woul d be conver t i ng t hi s i mpossi bi l i t y i nt o a posi t i ve f act ;
we woul d bel i eve i n t he possi bi l i t y of mast er i ng i t ; we woul d agai n be pl aci ng
our sel ves i n t he i l l usi onar y posi t i on of over l ooki ng di scour se i n or der t o " see"
t he di vi si on f r omwhi ch i t emer ges, wher eas t he di scour se can onl y r eveal t hi s i n
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i t sel f . On t he cont r ar y, we mai nt ai n t hat i deol ogy i s or gani zed by a pr i nci pl e of
occul t at i on whi ch st r ays ' f r om i t s t ask: i t i ndi cat es a r et ur n of soci al di scour se
upon i t sel f , suppr essi ng al l t he i ndi cat i ons whi ch woul d t end t o dest r oy t he
cer t ai nt y of t he soci al bei ng: si gns of hi st or i cal cr eat i vi t y, of t he unnamed, of
what i s conceal ed t hr ough t he act i on of power , of what br eaks apar t t hr ough t he
scat t er ed af f ai r s of soci al i zat i on; si gns whi chmakea soci et y, or humani t y as such,
est r anged f r omi t sel f .
As we have st at ed, such i s t he nat ur e of i deol ogi cal di scour se al r eady di scer ned

by Mar x, but decept i vel y r el at ed t o a hi dden r eal i t y ( t he st at e of t he di vi si on of
l abour det ermi ned by t hat of t he pr oduct i ve f or ces) ; i t i s a second di scour se,
f ol l owi ng t he t r ack of t he i nst i t ut i ng di scour se whi ch does not knowi t sel f , and
under t he l at t er ' s i nf l uence, at t empt s t o si mul at e a gener al knowl edgeof r eal i t y
as such. Thi s di scour se, t hen, devel ops i n t he af f i rmat i ve mode, t he mode of
det ermi nat i on, gener al i zat i on, r educt i on of di f f er ences, of ext er nal i t y r egar di ng
i t s obj ect ; as such, i t al ways i mpl i es t hepoi nt of vi ewof power whi chguar ant ees
an act ual or possi bl e or der andwhi ch t ends t owar d anonymi t y t o at t est t o a t r ut h
i mpr i nt ed i n t hi ngs . Thi s second di scour se dr aws not hi ng f r omi t s owndept hs ;
t hat i s howMar x can j ust i f y hi s obser vat i on t hat i deol ogy has no hi st or y. But i t
woul d be i ncor r ect t o consequent l y assume t hat t he di scour se i s l i nked t o a
det ermi ned ensembl e of ut t er ances.
We have al r eady not ed t hat t hi s dependence wi t h r egar d t o t he i nst i t ut i ng

di scour se has sever al ef f ect s . I n t he f i r st pl ace, i t t ends t o t ake hol d of t he si gns
agai n i n' or der t o i ncor por at e t hem i nt o i t s conceal ment of t he hi st or i cal . I t
accompl i shes t hi s i n such away t hat t he "moder n" r epr esent at i on ( wewi l l r et ur n
t o t hi s poi nt ) i s at i t s hi ghest poi nt of ef f ect i veness i n maski ng t he t empor al
di f f er ence. I n t he second pl ace, i t t ends t o achi eve t he homogeni zat i on of t he
domai n by t aki ng i n hand t he quest i ons whi ch ar i se i n accor dance wi t h t he
di f f er ent i at i on of soci al spaceand conf l i ct s of a cl ass and gr oup i n or der t o di f f use
t hem. Thus, t he. demar cat i on of a pol i t i cal pr act i ce, whi chwe ar e i n noway l ed t o
descr i be as i deol ogi cal as such, gi ves r i se t o a par t i cul ar di scour se whi ch act i vel y
el abor at es t he i mageof pol i t i cal essence (whet her t hi s i s t omai nt ai n i t s r at i onal -
i t y or i t s f i nal i r r at i onal i t y i s not i mpor t ant ) . Thi s oper at i on r epeat s i t sel f ,
st ar t i ng f r omt he det ermi nat i on of a j udi ci al , aest het i c, or pedagogi cal pr act i ce;
i t s ef f ect i veness l i es i n t he f act t hat t he sameschemas goven i n each di scour se,
t hat each one l eads t o anot her and const i t ut es one l i nkof t he gener al di scour se on
soci al r eal i t y . Yet i t i s equal l y t r ue t hat t he di f f er ent l ayer s, each i n accor dance
wi t h t he condi t i ons i n whi ch i t i s pl aced and i t s par t i cul ar aspi r at i ons, come t o
speak a l anguage at t he ser vi ce of " r at i onal i t y" and " r eal i t y" , of t he conceal ment
of any t empor al or spat i al br eak, whoseef f ect i s t o i nsur e t he compl ement ar i t y of
r epr esent at i ons i n anepoch. Thi r dl y, t he at t empt t o compensat e f or t he shor t -
comi ngs of t he gener al di scour se, al ways subj ect t o t he i mpossi bl emast er y of t he
i nst i t ut i ng one, i mposes a successi ve r ecour se t o di spar at e schemes of expl ana-
t i on, l ogi cal l y i ncompat i bl e, al t hough onemodel evi dent l y pr edomi nat es . Di f f er -
ent soci al agent s ar e not al one i n shar i ng t he t ask of i deol ogi cal di scour se; i t i s
dest i ned t o move i t s r ef er ences t o f eed i t s j ust i f i cat i on- f or exampl e, r ef er ences
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t o t he past and f ut ur e, t o et hi cs and t echni cal r at i onal i t y, t o i ndi vi dual and
communi t y . I n t hi s sense, i t i s f or ced t o make t hemost of what i t has, t o adapt
i t sel f t o het er ogenous ver si ons i n or der t o r et ai n t he ef f ect i veness of i t s gener al
r esponse.
Nonet hel ess, t hese r emar ks ar e not suf f i ci ent . Even t hus cor r ect ed, t he pr opo-

si t i on t hat i deol ogy has no hi st or y mi ght wel l bemi sl eadi ng, because i t hi des t he
cont r adi ct i on whi ch i deol ogy conf r ont s, and whi ch or der s i t s t r ansf ormat i ons .
As wel l , i t may conceal f r omus t he l ogi c of t he i magi nar y i n hi st or i cal soci et y . We
can f i nd t he dr i vi ng f or ce of i deol ogi cal changes, not onl y i n a " r eal " hi st or y, as
Mar x bel i eved; t o someext ent , t he necessi t y f or i t s r eor gani zat i on i s det ermi ned
by t he f ai l ur e of t he pr ocess of conceal ment of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y.
Because i deol ogy cannot oper at e wi t hout showi ng i t sel f , t hat i s t o say wi t hout
bei ng exposed as a di scour se, wi t hout l et t i ng t he gap appear bet ween t hi s,
di scour se and i t s obj ect , i t i mpl i es an evol ut i on i n whi ch t he i mpossi bi l i t y of
er asi ng i t s t r acks i s r ef l ect ed.
Bour geoi s i deol ogy, whi ch Mar xi st s per si st i n conf usi ng wi t h i deol ogy i n

gener al - pr i soner s t hat t hey ar e of an empi r i ci st schema whi ch r educes i t t o a
det ermi ned st at e of cl ass di vi si on- onl y const i t ut es one i nst ance of i t . I ndeed, i t
i s i n exami ni ng t he si gns of i t s f ai l ur e t hat t he genesi s of t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy i s
br ought t o l i ght . I n di scover i ng t he boundar i es of t he l at t er , wemay al so obt ai n
some i ndi cat i on as t o t he mechani sms whi ch gover n t he i magi nar y i n cont em-
por ar y west er n soci et i es and whoseef f ect i veness supposes bot h t he expl oi t at i on
and t he neut r al i zat i on of t he t ot al i t ar i an at t empt .

The So-Cal l ed "Bour geoi s" I deol ogy

Ever yt hi ng t hat we have sai d concer ni ng t he gener al pr oper t i es of i deol ogy
appl i es t o bour geoi s i deol ogy . At i t s peak, i n t he ni net eent h cent ur y, i t i s possi bl e
t o di scer n a soci al di scour se ext er nal t o soci al r eal i t y, a di scour se gover nedby t he
i l l usi on of an expl anat i on of r eal i t y f r omwi t hi n t he r eal , and whi ch t ends t o
pr esent i t sel f as an anonymous di scour se i nwhi ch t he uni ver sal speaks of i t sel f .
What ever suppor t t hi s di scour se f i nds i n cer t ai n epochs and f or cer t ai n st r at a of
t he domi nant cl ass, i t i s subj ect t o t he i deal of posi t i ve knowl edge and expr essl y
or i mpl i ci t l y chal l enges any r ef er ence t o anot her l ocus wher e knowl edge about
soci al r eal i t y andwor l d or der s woul d col l ect . But wemust not f or get t he si ngul ar -
i t y of t he devi ce t hr ough whi ch i deol ogi cal di scour se at t empt s t o f ul f i l l i t s
f unct i on . Act ual l y, i t i s or gani zed by means of a spl i t bet ween i deas and t he
supposed r eal . The ext er nal i t y, of t he ot her l ocus, l i nked t o r el i gi ous or myt hi cal
knowl edge, i s er ased, but t he di scour se onl y r ef er s_ back t o i t sel f t hr ough t he
det our of t he t r anscendence of i deas . The t ext of i deol ogy i s wr i t t en i n capi t al
l et t er s, whet her i t i s a quest i on of Humani t y, Pr ogr ess, Nat ur e, Li f e or key
concept s of bour geoi s democr acy i nscr i bed on t he pedi ment of t he Republ i c, or
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evenof Sci ence, Ar t , as wel l as Pr oper t y, Fami l y, Or der , Soci et y or Count r y ; i t can
be a conser vat i ve or pr ogr essi vi st ver si on of bour geoi s di scour se, or a soci al i st or
anar chi st ver si on of ant i bour geoi s di scour se. Thi s t ext car r i es t he const ant si gns
of a t r ut h whi ch det ermi nes t he or i gi ns of f act s, whi ch encl oses t hemi n a.
r epr esent at i on and di r ect s t he ar gument at i on . The det ermi nat i on of an or der of
appear ances i s asser t ed or mai nt ai ned t hr ough t he t r anscendence of t he i dea; or
mor egener al l y, t he possi bi l i t y of an obj ect i f i cat i on of soci al r eal i t y opens up, no
mat t er what poi nt of vi ewi s adopt ed.
Thedoubl e nat ur e of t he i dea as r epr esent at i on and norm, however , cannot be

over emphasi zed ; nei t her can t he doubl e char act er of t he ar gument at i on, whi ch
at t est s t o a t r ut h i n r eal i t y and t o t he condi t i ons of act i on i n conf ormi t y wi t h t he
nat ur e of t hi ngs . Mor eover , an essent i al ar t i cul at i on of i deol ogi cal di scour se
st ands out i n t he f unct i on expr essl y at t r i but ed t o t he r ul e. Once agai n, t he same
model r emai ns f r omconser vat i smt o anar chi sm: a body of di ct at es i s const r uct ed,
whoseappl i cat i on i s condi t i oned by knowl edge and act i on. Thest r engt h of t he
r ul e, whi ch pr ovi des t he assur ance of r eal i t y and i nt el l i gi bi l i t y wher ever and
however i t i s i nt er pr et ed, i s ascer t ai ned f r ompol i t i cal or economi c di scour se t o
pedagogi cal di scour se. I n t hi s sense, di scour se onsoci al r eal i t y can onl y mai nt ai n
i t s ext er nal posi t i onwi t h r egar d t o i t s obj ect by pr esent i ng t he i mageof t he r ul e' s
guar ant or , who, t hr ough hi s exi st ence, conf i rms t he i dea' s i ncar nat i on i n t he .
soci al r el at i on. The guar ant or ' s posi t i on i s i t sel f expl i ci t . He i s par t of t he
r epr esent at i on ; a whol e ensembl e of i mages i s empl oyed wher e t r ai t s of t he
bour geoi s, t he boss, t hemi ni st er , t he f ami l y man, t he educat or , t he mi l i t ant , et c. ,
appear . Undoubt edl y, at oneext r eme of i deol ogi cal di scour se, aut hor i t y t ends t o
be hi dden behi nd t he power of t he i dea; however i t i s t r ue, t hen, t hat t hi s power
becomes i nor di nat e, t hat sci ence i s cl ai med t hr ough t hi s _power wi t h gr eat l y
i ncr eased vi gor and t hat i f t he par t i cul ar det ermi nat i ons of soci al agent s ar e
somet i mes engul f ed by i t , t he i mageof man as uni ver sal manef f ect i vel y comes t o
suppor t t he t r ut h of t he r ul e i n soci al i smand anar chi sm.
Let us t ake not e of t he f act t hat t he r epr esent at i ons of t he i dea, of t he

i nt el l i gi bl e sequence of f act s, of t he r ul e, of t he mast er hol di ng t he pr i nci pl e of
act i on, and of knowl edge, pr esumea si ngul ar t ype of di scour se dest i ned t o di spl ay
i t sel f as such. The di scour se on soci al r eal i t y asser t s i t sel f as di scour se; i t i s ver y
si gni f i cant l y model l ed on pedagogy . Thi s char act er i st i c br i ngs t o l i ght t he di s-
t ance, whi ch t oo i s r epr esent ed, bet ween t he speaker , wher ever he may be
si t uat ed, and t he ot her . We do not mean t o say t hat di scour se emanat es f r oman
agent or a ser i es of agent s who woul d onl y be r epr esent at i ves of t he domi nant
cl ass . I nsof ar as i t i s pr esent ed as di scour se on soci al r eal i t y, ext r act i ng i t sel f f r om
t he soci al , i deol ogi cal di scour se devel ops i mper sonal l y ; i t conveys knowl edge
whi ch i s supposed t o ar i se f r omt he or der of t hi ngs . But i t i s. essent i al f or i t t o
cl ar i f y at al l l evel s t he di st i nct i on bet ween t he subj ect , who i s est abl i shed by hi s
ar t i cul at i on wi t h t he r ul e, who expr esses hi msel f i n st at i ng t he r ul e, and t he
ot her , who, not havi ng access t o t he r ul e, does not have t he st at us of subj ect . The
r epr esent at i on of t he r ul e goes hand i n hand wi t h t hat of nat ur e, and t hi s
opposi t i on conver t s i t sel f i nt o a ser i es of mani f est t erms : f or exampl e, . t he
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"wor ker " i s r epr esent ed opposi t e t he bour geoi s, t he uneducat ed man opposi t e
t he cul t ur ed one, t he unci vi l i zed man opposi t e t he ci vi l i zed, t he madman oppo-
si t e t he sane one, t he chi l d opposi t e t he adul t . Thus t hr ough al l t he subst i t ut i ons,
t her e i s a nat ur al bei ngwhose i mage suppor t s t he asser t i on of soci et y as a wor l d
above nat ur e. Thi s i s t he devi ce by whi ch soci al di vi si on i s conceal ed: t he posi t i on
of i ndi cat or s whi ch al l ow t he det ermi nat i on of t he di f f er ence bet ween soci al and
sub- soci al , or der anddi sor der , wor l d and "underwor l d" ( a di f f er ence whi ch i s of
no i mpor t ance i n "pr e- capi t al i sm" when t he soci al i s per cei ved f r omanot her
l ocus, f r oman or der beyond i t ) i n such away as t o permi t t he i dent i f i cat i on and
mast er y of t hat whi ch r eal i t y conceal s f r omdi scour se . Thus t he l at t er i s abl e t o
cover up t he quest i on of i t s genesi s, or t hat of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y
( whi ch amount s t o t he same t hi ng) by l ayi ng out t he boundar i es of t hat whi ch i s
f or ei gn t o any cr eat i on t hi s si de of t he i nst i t ut i on, by t aki ng i nt o account an
over gr owt h of i r r at i onal f act s whose t hr ust must be checked. I ndeed, i t must be
r epeat ed t hat t hi s r epr esent at i on i s cont est ed i n ant i bour geoi s di scour se, but t he
l at t er shar es, and even br oadens, pedagogi cal ai ms . I t t ends t o conf i ne i t sel f t o a
count er - di scour se whi ch det ermi nes t he pr esent i r r at i onal i t y' s i mage and r edu-
ces t he ot her t o t hemal evol ent f i gur e of t he domi nat or - he i s no l ess haunt ed by
t he i l l usi on of a t r anspar ency of t he soci et y' s r i ght f or i t sel f .
As wehave al r eady suggest ed i n cal l i ng t o mi nd Mar x' s anal yses, t he st r engt h

of i deol ogy, i n t he model whi ch we ar e br oadl y sket chi ng, st ems f r omt he f act
t hat t he di scour ses, whosehomol ogy wehave poi nt ed out , r emai n di sj oi nt ed. Let
us r epeat t hat i deol ogy f ol l ows t he l i nes of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y; i f i t
pr ovi des a gener al " r esponse" , t he l at t er does not ar i se uni quel y i n onepl ace. I t i s
mul t i pl i ed accor di ng t o a di f f er ent i at i on whosepr i nci pl eMar x vai nl y i mput ed t o
t he di vi si on of l abour whi ch cannot i n i t sel f be consi der ed as t he dr i vi ng f or ce of
change, andwhi ch undoubt edl y woul d r at her have t o be l i nked t o t he di vi si on of
pol i t i cal power and t he l aw, and as i t s r esul t , t o t he act i vi t y of segr egat i ng t he
i nst i t ui t ons and soci al di scour ses whi ch under l i e t hem. Thus an i deol ogi cal
di scour se cut s acr oss t he si t uat i on const i t ut ed by t he det ermi nat i on of t he st at e,
busi ness, t he school , t he asyl um, of moder n i nst i t ut i ons i n gener al ; i t cut s acr oss
t he t r acks of det ermi ned spaces i n whi ch measur abl e r el at i ons bet ween gi ven
agent s ar e or gani zed. Thus t aki ng as a poi nt of depar t ur e a hi st or i cal ar t i cul at i on,
i deol ogi cal di scour se occasi onal l y pr esent s t he i mage of a necessi t y of essence.
Doubt l ess each at t empt i s onl y possi bl e because i t dr aws on al l t he ot her s . Ther e
i s a const ant gi ve and t ake bet ween t he pr ocesses of l egi t i mat i on anddi ssi mul a-
t i on i mpl ement ed: however , " knowl edge" i s not concent r at ed at one sol e
ext r eme, and i n t hi s sense a gap bet ween power and di scour se i s pr eser ved
ever ywher e and al ways . The t ask of homogeni zi ng and uni f yi ng soci al r eal i t y
r emai ns i mpl i ci t . For t hi s r eason, t he possi bi l i t y of a shi f t or even an i nver si on of
ut t er ances i s al ways open, or i n ot her wor ds, of cont r adi ct or y ver si ons whi ch, i n
spi t e of conf l i ct , i nsur e an i dent i t y of r ef er ence f or soci al agent s .
However t he condi t i ons whi ch assur e bour geoi s i deol ogy' s ef f ect i veness al so

hol d t he possi bi l i t y of i t s f ai l ur e . Assur edl y, t o expl ai n i t s decay, i t woul d be
necessar y t o go beyond i t s l i mi t s, t o exami ne hi st or y, but we onl y pr opose t o
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hi ghl i ght t he i nt er nal cont r adi ct i ons of i deol ogy whi chcompel i t t o modi f y i t sel f
i n or der t o cont i nue f ul f i l l i ng i t s f unct i on i n hi st or i cal soci et y .
Judgi ng by awi despr eadMar xi st ar gument , t he decay supposedl y r esul t s f r om

t he f undament al cont r adi ct i on of i deol ogi cal di scour se and r eal pr act i ce whi ch
becomes mor eandmor eper cept i bl e t o t he eyes of t he domi nat ed. Thear gument
i s t oo wel l known t o r equi r e summar i zi ng, and i t i s known t o have f ound st r ong
suppor t i n Leni ni st cr i t i ci sm of " f ormal democr acy" whose myst i f i cat i on i s
gr adual l y di scover ed by t hemasses t hr ough oppr essi on. Whi l e a cer t ai n amount
of t r ut hmust be at t r i but ed t o i t , one i s l ed t owonder howreal i t y comes t o appear ,
i f i t i s suf f i ci ent t o l ook at t he l i ved exper i ence of a cl ass i nor der t o concei ve of t he
f ormat i on of a soci al di scour se whi ch woul d gr adual l y weaken i deol ogy' s hol d.
Thi s quest i on i s al l t he mor e i mpor t ant i f we consi der t he soci et i es i n whi ch
f ormal democr acy has col l apsed: wemust agr ee t hat i t yi el ds i t s pl ace not t o ar eal
' democr acy, but t o t ot al i t ar i ani sm.
The Mar xi st i nt er pr et at i on seems t o be mor e f r ui t f ul when i t emphasi zes t he

i nt er nal cont r adi ct i ons of i deol ogi cal di scour se. The necessi t y t o st at e pr oposi -
t i ons of uni ver sal val ue and, at t he same t i me, t o pr ovi de a r epr esent at i on of t he
est abl i shed or der j ust i f yi ng cl ass domi nat i onwoul dhave t heef f ect of dest r oyi ng
i t s appar ent r at i onal i t y, andwoul d pr ohi bi t i t f r omever goi ng t o t he l i mi t s of i t s
asser t i on. Hence, i t woul d gi ve r i se t o cr i t i ci sm even i n i t s pr act i ce, and t o a
count er - di scour se on each of i t s l evel s . Mar x, as we recal l , suggest s i n The 18t h
Br umai r e t hat bour geoi s di scour se r esponds i n i t s own way t o t he di vi si on of
l abour . The i nt el l i gent si a speci al i zes i n t hewor shi p of abst r act t r ut hs ; i t mai n-
t ai ns t he i l l usi on of an essence of humani t y whi ch does not admi t t he i mageof
par t i cul ar i nt er est s ; i t speaks t he l anguage of poet r y, whi l e t hepol i t i cal r epr esen-
t at i ves of t he bour geoi si e speak i n pr ose. Accor di ng t o t hi s, as soon as t he or der i s
t hr eat ened, t he l at t er r emai n al one on t he st age. Al t hough he sees t hemas t he
r eal i st i c spokesmen of t he domi nant cl ass, pl aci ng' t hei r di scour se i n i deol ogy
does not exceed t he l i mi t s of hi s anal ysi s . Though t hey t ake measur es whi ch
unequi vocal l y mani f est t he def ense of cl ass i nt er est s, t hey st i l l make use of a
l anguagewhi ch cl ai ms t o expl ai n t hi ngs, t o st at e t he l awof r eal i t y and t he r eal i t y
of t he l aw. The concept of owner shi p; of t he St at e, or l abour or t he f ami l y i s no
l ess i deol ogi cal t han t hose of a humani st i nt el l i gent si a . Mor eover , i f one or
anot her of t he i nt el l i gent si a' s concept s, such as "equal i t y" , f i nds i t sel f r el egat ed
t o cer t ai n ci r cumst ances because i t mi ght gi ve a t oehol d t o r evol ut i onar y
demands, t he "pr ose" coul d never compl et el y br eak wi t h t he "poet r y" ; di scour se
on l i ber t y al ways comes t o back up di scour se on owner shi p j ust as di scour se on
j ust i ce al ways comes t o suppor t di scour se on or der . As wel l , wi t hout t ouchi ng t he
conf l i ct s whi ch t ear t he agent s f r omi deol ogi cal di scour se, one coul d deal wi t h
t hi s di scour se gener al l y t o anal yse i t s opposi t i ons and t o demonst r at e t hat t her e
i s not one i dea whi ch coul d be f ormul at ed, not one ar gument devel oped i n i t s
ser vi ce, whose asser t i on does not r equi r e an i dea or an ar gument cont r adi ct i ng
t hem. The di scour se cover s up i ncompat i bl e r epr esent at i ons ; i t l i ves on t he
"hor r i bl emel ange" of t he i mageof an uncondi t i onal i ndi vi dual besi de t hat of an
uncondi t i onal soci et y, on t he al l i ance of an ar t i f i ci al i st and mechani st i c t hought
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wi t h one t hat i s subst ant i al i st and or gani ci st . Fur t hermor e, si nce i t i s essent i al f or
i t t o expl ai n i t sel f as di scour se on soci al r eal i t y, and as i t cont i nual l y names
t hi ngs, t hr ough t he ef f ect of i t s i nt er nal conf l i ct s, i t unknowi ngl y gener at es t he
di ver gence of soci al r eal i t y and di scour se.
Yet i f wewant t o det ermi ne t he ext ent of t he cont r adi ct i on wi t hout f or get t i ng

t hat i t st ems f r omt he i mpossi bl e pr oj ect of a di scour se whi ch cl ai ms t o pr esent
t he t r anspar ency of soci al r eal i t y, and as soci al di scour se, t o be di scour se on soci al
r eal i t y, we must exami ne pr eci sel y t hat si ngul ar pr oper t y of bour geoi s i deol ogy
of r eal i zi ng i t sel f by pr ocedur es such as t he ut t er ance bei ng near l y per cept i bl e t o
i t sel f , t he st at ement bei ng al most def i ned, t he i mageof t he speaker bei ng near l y
vi si bl e, wher eas at t he same t i me, ever yt hi ng i s supposed t o di ssol ve i nt o soci al
r eal i t y' s quasi - appear ance t o i t sel f , because i n i t sel f , t he i nt er nal cont r adi ct i on
does not dest r oy t he di scour se . As we have poi nt ed out , i t gi ves t he di scour se i t s
st r engt h; i t devel ops an ar t i cul at i on bet ween opposi ng t erms, assur i ng t he
possi bi l i t y of sayi ng ever yt hi ng, or , t o empl oy a mor e cont empor ar y vocabul ar y,
of " r ehabi l i t at i ng" ever yt hi ng, even t he most subver si ve. On t he ot her hand,
i deol ogy i s undermi ned by i t s necessi t y t o pr oduce i deas, whi ch ar e pr esent ed- as
t r anscendent wi t h r egar d t o r eal i t y at t he same moment as t hey det ermi ne i t or
onl y seemt o expr ess i t . Not hi ng i s mor e r emar kabl e t han t hi s pr ocess : t he i dea
of owner shi p or of t he f ami l y cut s acr oss t he f act of owner shi p or of t he f ami l y .
The l at t er i s not si l ent ; t her e i s no i nst i t ut i on whi chdoes not or gani ze i t sel f i n a
l anguage act i vi t y . But wehave t o deal wi t h a l anguageof t he second power , whi ch
seeks t o di st ance i t sel f wi t h r egar d t o t he f i r st and whi ch at t empt s t o aver t t he
danger wi t hi n i t , r esul t i ng f r omt he f act t hat speech ci r cul at es i n t he l at t er ,
di f f er ent i at i ng t he agent s f r omeach ot her at t he same t i me as i t r el at es t hem, and
onl y set t l i ng i n accor dance wi t h an act i vi t y i n whi ch t he possi bi l i t y and t he l i mi t s
of exchange ar e br ought i nt o pl ay, a vent ur ewhosecondi t i ons andef f ect s escape
t he i nst i t ut i on . The i dea of t he f ami l y encl oses t he f act of t he i nst i t ut i on and
i mpl i es t he bel i ef t hat i t s condi t i ons of possi bi l i t y and i t s l i mi t s ar e concei vabl e
f r omwi t hi n i t . The quest i on of t he f ami l y t hen, ar i ses t hr ough t he ef f ect of t he
r epr esent at i on. I t does not ar i se f r omt he si mpl e f act t hat t her e i s a l i mi t ed
ki nshi p net wor k ; as Levi - St r auss j ust l y obser ves, t hi s supposes speech, know-
l edge, somet i mes hi ghl y devel oped r ef l ect i on of i t s pr i nci pl es of or gani zat i on,
but not a vi ewover t he i nst i t ut i on whi ch ci r cumscr i bes i t as such, wi t hi n t he
soci al domai n, at a di st ance f r omot her s . The di f f er ent i at i on of f unct i ons, of
r ol es, t he hi er ar chy of r i ght s, i n no way supposes t hat t her e i s a vi ewover t he
f at her , mot her , chi l d, or , as we. woul d suggest , an i nt ensi f i cat i on of t he r epr esen-
t at i on, owi ng t o whi ch an essence emer ges, or i n t hi s case, an i magi nar y soci al
r el at i on whi ch amount s t o t he same t hi ng.
Wi t hout doubt , i t woul dbe a commonpl ace t o say t hat t he i dea of t he f ami l y i s

f ormed t hr ough opposi t i on t o t he cont i ngency of t he i nst i t ut i on whi ch has
become al most per cept i bl e ; however , i t i s al r eady l ess t r i t e t o r emar k t hat t hi s
cont i ngency i s not abol i shed, but di spl aced t hr ough t he ef f ect of t he i dea, t hat t he
l at t er , whose f unct i on i s t o conceal i t , i s i mmedi at el y mar ked by i t , and t hat
f i nal l y, a l i mi t l ess act i vi t y i s set i n mot i on, an act i vi t y at t r i but abl e t o a sequence of
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i deas t o r emove t he cont i ngency' s ef f ect s f r omt he ut t er ance. Thi s i s a t ask of
ar gument at i on, of j ust i f i cat i on, whi ch, as we have al r eady obser ved, i s i t sel f
r epr esent ed i n i deol ogy ; i t pr esent s t he i mage of r at i onal i t y ext r i cat i ng i t sel f
f r omreal i t y ( i t i s of l i t t l e i mpor t ance, i t must be made cl ear , t hat i t ends up
concl udi ng on t he i r r at i onal i t y of human nat ur e) . Thi s t ask' s onl y . check i s i t s
sudden abol i t i on i n r et ur ni ng t o t he basi c ut t er ance of t he i dea, t hat i s t o say, t o
t he asser t i on t hat t he i nst i t ut i on i s sacr ed: t he f ami l y, t he soci al uni t , at t he
f oundat i on of soci et y . The i dea, t hen, i s r eal i zed as pur e t r anscendence, and i t i s
known t hat t hi s r eal i zat i on i s i n r esponse t o a pot ent i al i t y of i deol ogi cal di s-
cour se wher ever i t act s . The l at t er t ends t o r et r eat t owar ds a poi nt of cer t ai nt y
wher e t he necessi t y f or speaki ng i s annul l ed. I t i s haunt ed by t aut ol ogy. The
wor ds " f ami l y" , " owner shi p" , " soci et y" , as wel l as " l i ber t y" , " equal i t y" , " pr o-
gr ess" or " sci ence" condense a knowl edge t hat does wi t hout any j ust i f i cat i on . But
t he poi nt of cer t ai nt y i s unt enabl e- t he t r anscendence of t he abst r act i dea-
becausewhat i s sought cannot be at t ai ned. I t i s beyond soci al r eal i t y, a cer t ai nt y
about soci al r eal i t y as such, a r ef er ent whose l oss i s pr eci sel y at t he or i gi n of
i deol ogy . Thi s r ef er ent , t hen, coul d not be adapt ed t o t he ut t er ance of i deas,
accor di ng t o whi ch i t coul d not devel op a di scour se on soci al r eal i t y, envi saged as
det ermi ned space. The i dea coul d not t her ef or e f al l back on i t sel f wi t hout a
r eappear ance of t he necessi t y t o pr oduce i t s f oundat i on by t aki ng hol d of si gns
whi ch, i n t he supposed r eal i t y, at t est t o i t . We woul d not e t hat t hi s oper at i on
i mpl i es a r ecogni t i on of t he di f f er ence bet weenwhat i s and what i s sai d. I n t hi s
sense, t hen, t he di scour se knows i t sel f as di scour se and chooses t o r epr esent i t sel f
as such because i n so doi ng, i t mai nt ai ns t he i l l usi on of amast er y of i t s or i gi n and
of i t s own space. Par adoxi cal l y, i t i s t he ost ent at i on of t he l anguage whi ch al l ows
t he conceal ment of t he eni gma of i t s genesi s, or t hat whi ch we have cal l ed t he
quest i on of soci al di vi si on. Yet t he consequence of t hi s phenomenon i s no l ess
not ewor t hy : i f f asci nat i on answer s t o ost ent at i on, i t i s equal l y t r ue t hat t he
di scour se shows i t sel f , f i nds i t sel f t hr eat ened wi t h bei ng per cei ved as act ual
di scour se.
An anal ogous cont r adi ct i on can be poi nt ed out i n t he st at us conf er r edupon t he

r ul e and t he aut hor i t y whi ch i s supposed t o suppor t i t . The soci al uni ver se, i t
must be r emember ed, i s a uni ver se of r ul es, and t her e ar e no r ul es whi ch, even i n
t he absence of r epr essi ve appar at us desi gned t o make t hemrespect ed, do not
i mpl y a knowl edge of t he pr ohi bi t ed and t he di ct at ed. Yet , i n i deol ogy, t he
r epr esent at i on of t he r ul e i s di vi ded f r omt he act ual oper at i on of i t . Assur edl y,
t hi s spl i t i s accompani ed by pr of ound modi f i cat i ons i n t he r el at i ons, act ual l y
mai nt ai ned bet ween soci al agent s, but l et us set asi de t hi s di f f i cul t pr obl emi n
or der t o consi der onl y t he phenomenon of t he r epr esent at i on . Per haps t hi s
pr obl emi s best obser ved, as we have al r eady suggest ed, wi t hi n t he cont ext of
pedagogy, andpar t i cul ar l y i n t he l ear ni ng of a l anguage. Act ual l y, t he domi nant
myt h i s t hat l anguage can be mast er ed by goi ng back t o t he pr i nci pl es of i t s
, const r uct i on, def i ned by gr ammar . The rul e i s t hus ext r act ed f r oman exper i ence
of t he l anguage, det ermi ned, made f ul l y vi si bl e, and i s supposed t o cont r ol t he
condi t i ons of t he possi bi l i t y of t hi s exper i ence. The eni gma of t he l anguage,
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whet her i t i s i nt er nal and ext er nal t o t he speaker , whet her t her e i s an ar t i cul at i on
whi chhedoes not cont r ol f r omhi msel f t o ot her s, mar ki ng a r et ur n t o hi msel f , i s
conceal ed by t he r epr esent at i on of somet hi ng "ext er nal " t o t he l anguage, f r om
wher e i t woul d be gener at ed. We knowt hat i n i t s or i gi nal st at e, t hi s i l l usi on has
r eached i t s hi ghest poi nt whenJesui t educat i on pr ohi bi t s t he use of one' s f i r st
l anguage at school and i mposes an ar t i f i ci al Lat i n i n or der t o pr omot e ameans of
per suadi ng one t hat speech i s gener at ed f r omt he r ul e . Even t hough t hi s i l l usi on
cannot st and up t o t he demands of a chi l d' s soci al i zat i on i n hi st or i cal soci et y, i t
br i ngs t o l i ght t hewhol e l ogi c behi nd a r epr esent at i on of pedagogy whi ch cl ai ms
t o over come t he i nsurmount abl e di f f er ence bet ween t he i nst i t ut i on of know-
l edge and t he knowl edge of t he i nst i t ut i on. Once agai n, weuncover t he ambi gui t y
of t he r epr esent at i on, as soon as t he r ul e i s st at ed, because exhi bi t i ng i t under -
mi nes t he power whi ch t he r ul e t akes upon i t sel f t o i nt r oduce i nt o pr act i ce. Thi s
i nor di nat e power must , i n f act , be shown, and at t he same t i me, must owe
not hi ng t o t he act i vi t y whi ch makes i t appear . To be t r ue t o i t s i mage, t he r ul e
must be abst r act ed f r omany quest i on concer ni ng i t s or i gi n; t hus, i t exceeds t he
oper at i ons whi ch i t cont r ol s . I t s power i s t o conf er upon t he subj ect a r i ght t o
speak, t o know, t o cont r ol hi s act i on; wher eas l acki ng t he r ul e, t he subj ect i s not
onl y depr i ved of t he means of expr essi on or knowl edge, but l i t er al l y di smi ssed,
t hat i s t o say, t hr own out si de t he net wor k of t he i nst i t ut i on . But t o be t r ue t o i t s
i mage, t he r ul emust al so pr ove i t s val i di t y t hr ough usage; i t i s const ant l y subj ect
t o t he demonst r at i on of i t s ef f ect i veness and i s t hus cont r adi ct or i l y r epr esent ed
as a convent i on. Onl y t he mast er ' s aut hor i t y al l ows t he cont r adi ct i on' s conceal -
ment , but he hi msel f i s an obj ect of r epr esent at i on ; pr esent ed as a def ender of t he
r ul e, he l et s t he cont r adi ct i on appear t hr ough hi msel f . On t he one hand, he
embodi es an aut hor i t y whi ch does not have t o expl ai n i t sel f , or as we say, by
di vi ne r i ght , whi l e on t he ot her , he expr esses si gns of hi s compet ence.
We can nowpoi nt out i n al l sect or s of t he soci al domai n t he conf i gur at i on

whi ch i s made par t i cul ar l y vi si bl e by educat i on. Not onl y t he r epr esent at i on of
educat i on, but al so t he r epr esent at i on of l i t er at ur e, of pai nt i ng or of phi l osophy
i mpl i es t he same set of cont r adi ct i ons. To avoi d t he ambi gui t y whi ch i s so
wi despr ead t oday ( and whi ch t akes i t s pl ace i n a new f ormof i deol ogy) , i n
passi ng, l et us r epeat : we cannot hol d a vi ewof t he hi st or i ci t y of educat i on, of
phi l osophy, of l i t er at ur e, or of pai nt i ng, et c. , whi ch woul d save us f r om t he
quest i on br ought i nt o pl ay i n t hei r i nst i t ut i on ; wecan onl y speak of t he r epr esen-
t at i on whi ch comes t o over shadowt he l at t er each t i me, t o at t empt t o cancel i t s
ef f ect s and t o si mul at e a domi nat i on of t he soci al i zat i on pr ocess, owi ng t o a
det ermi ni ng of t he i nst ance of t he r ul e and t he i nst ance of t hemast er . Yet , l et us
not hesi t at e t o expand t hi s anal ysi s. I n t he cont ext of pr oduct i on ent er pr i ses, one
must poi nt out t he di ssoci at i on of t he i nst i t ut i on and r epr esent at i on, of soci al
di scour se i mpl i ed i n t he pr act i ce and t he di scour se on soci al r eal i t y whi ch cl ai ms
t o det ermi ne i t s pr i nci pl es i n pr esent i ng t he i mage of t he di r ect or , who, on t he
one hand, hol ds an aut hor i t y of di vi ne r i ght , whi l e on t he ot her , r et ai ns a cer t ai n
degr ee of compet ence, and i n exhi bi t i ng t he i mage of t he r ul es, r et ai ns a body of
di ct at es i nwhi ch ar e expr essed an uncondi t i onal knowl edge of i ndust r i al or gani -
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zat i on and t he mundane condi t i ons of human l abour ' s pr oduct i vi t y .
The i deol ogi cal di scour se whi ch we ar e exami ni ng has no saf et y cat ch: . i t

becomes vul ner abl ewhen at t empt i ng t omakevi si bl e t he pl ace f r omwher e soci al
r el at i ons woul dbe concei vabl e- bot h t hi nkabl e and cr eat abl e; i t i s vul ner abl e i n
i t s power l essness t o def i ne t hi s pl ace wi t hout l et t i ng i t s cont i ngency appear ,
wi t hout bei ng condemned t o sl i p f r omone posi t i on t o anot her , wi t hout t her eby
maki ng per cept i bl e t he i nst abi l i t y of an or der whi ch i deol ogi cal di scour se must
r ai se t o t he st at us of t he essence. I n obser vi ng i t , we ar e per haps i n a bet t er
posi t i on t o under st and why t hi s di scour se, i n i t s pr oj ect t o ext r act i t sel f f r om
soci al r eal i t y and t o af f i rmi t sel f as di scour se, can onl y r emai n scat t er ed, andwhy
i t s t ask of i mpl i ci t gener al i zat i on of knowl edge and i mpl i ci t homogeni zat i on of
exper i ence coul d di si nt egr at e, f aced wi t h t he unbear abl e bur den of t he r ui n of
cer t ai nt y, of awaver i ng of t he r epr esent at i ons of di scour se, and consequent l y, of
a di vi si on of t he subj ect . Cl ai mi ng i t s di scur si ve power , i t never coi nci des wi t h
t he di scour se of power ; i t mani f est s i n i t sel f t he posi t i on of power . However ,
whet her t he l at t er i s t he power of t he act ual or pot ent i al gover nment , or oneof
i t s count l ess subst i t ut es, t hi s di scour se r epr esent s i t , exposes i t t o t he ot her ' s eye,
but i s not st r uct ur ed or uni f i ed under t he pr i nci pl e whi ch woul d condense t he
mul t i pl i ci t y of st at ement s i nt o t he same asser t i on and woul d r el at e t hemt o t he
sameguar ant or . Wehave al r eady not ed t hat i deol ogi cal di scour se has no saf et y
cat ch; t hat i s t o say t hat i t f i nds i t sel f const r uct ed i n such a way t hat i t i s mar ked
by t he absence of a guar ant or of i t s or i gi n. I n r espondi ng t o t he quest i on of i t s
or i gi n, i deol ogi cal di scour se i s or der ed; however , i t changes i t sel f , shi f t s wi t hi n
i t s l i mi t s . Thi s i s t he cost at whi chpower oper at es i n t he ef f ect i veness of soci al
r el at i ons.

Tot al i t ar i ani smand t he Cr i si s of Bour geoi s I deol ogy

Thr ough t he phenomenon of t ot al i t ar i ani sm, wecan di st i ngui sh t he speci f i c
t r ai t s of bour geoi s i deol ogy, si nce t he l at t er ' s cont r adi ct i on i s r ef l ect ed i n i t . To
some, i t may appear out r ageous t o t r eat as, var i ant s of t he same model f asci sm
andNazi sm, on t heonehand, andon t he ot her , t hat whi ch i s cal l ed communi sm,
but whi ch, i n f act , onl y const i t ut es a bur eaucr at i c soci et y' s di scour se. Nonet he-
l ess, we speak of t ot al i t ar i ani smwi t hout t aki ng i nt o consi der at i on t he di f f er en-
ces of r egi me, whi ch i n ot her r espect s ar e hi ghl y si gni f i cant , because our sol e
concer n i s t o cl ar i f y a gener al aspect of t he genesi s of i deol ogy .
I n t ot al i t ar i ani sm, t he pr ocess of occul t at i on of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y

seeks t o compl et e i t sel f . I nNazi sm, i t i s not essent i al l y a mat t er of t he r esur r ec-
t i on of a syst em of val ues comi ng f r om pr e- capi t al i sm, and' chal l enged by
bour geoi s soci et y, even t hough evi dent l y t her e i s an at t empt t o r et ur n t o t he
r epr esent at i on of a communal or der , based on a r el at i on t o t he ear t h, bl ood t i es,
andper sonal dependence, a r epr esent at i on whi ch has cont i nued t o sur vi ve at t he
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edge of bour geoi s i deol ogy i n al l t he f orms of conser vat i sm. Wi t h communi sm, i t
i s not essent i al l y amat t er of at t empt i ng t o i nser t uni ver sal i st val ues of bour geoi s
soci et y i nt o r eal i t y, by dest r oyi ng t he f ormof par t i cul ar i nt er est s at al l l evel s of
soci al act i vi t y . However , t hi s pr oj ect evi dent l y i s par t of i t s ent er pr i se, and i s
r oot ed i n t he hi st or y of t he pr ol et ar i at ' s r evol ut i onar y st r uggl es wi t hi n t he
capi t al i st wor l d. The f ormat i on of t ot al i t ar i ani sm i s onl y i nt el l i gi bl e i f one
r ecogni zes t he " r esponse" whi ch i s br ought t o t he pr obl emof t he di vi si on of
i deol ogi cal di scour se and t he pr ocess of soci al i zat i on, or t hat whi chwe readi l y cal l
t he hi st or i ci t y of soci al r eal i t y . The i l l usi on st ems f r oma soci al di scour se whi ch,
i mpl i cat ed as i t i s i n pr act i ce, i nvest s i t wi t h a gener al knowl edge. Thi s know-
l edge i s al ways mai nt ai ned i n an ext er nal di mensi on by bour geoi s i deol ogy, and
wher ever i t oper at es, i t emi t s si gns of i t s uni t y, and t hus si gns of t he homogene-
i t y of t he obj ect i ve domai n. Thus t he l i mi t s of sect or s whi ch wer e f ormer l y
expr essl y r ecogni zed, such as t he economi c, pol i t i cal , j udi ci al , pedagogi cal , aes-
t het i c andeven sci ent i f i c, ar e obl i t er at ed. The asser t i o~of t he i dent i t y of r eal i t y,
as i t appear s, seeks t o t ur n back on i t sel f f r omany par t i cul ar st at ement ; i t f eeds a
passi on f or t aut ol ogy and si mul t aneousl y, t he quest f or a t ot al i zat i on i n t he
expl i ci t i s subst i t ut ed f or t he l abour of occul t at i on of bour geoi s di scour se, whose
par t i cul ar qual i t y was t o l eave t he gener al i zat i on i n t he l at ent . Wher eas t he l at t er
t ends t o make t he essence of i t s di scour se per cept i bl e t o i t sel f , and as such
r emai ns out of al i gnment wi t h r espect t o power , t ot al i t ar i an di scour se act s wi t h
t he convi ct i on of bei ng i mpr i nt ed on real i t y, and of embodyi ng t he pot ent i al i t y of
a cont i nued and gener al mast er y of i t s ar t i cul at i ons . I n t hi s sense, i t i s ent i r el y
pol i t i cal di scour se, but i t deni es t he par t i cul ar f act of t he pol i t i cal and at t empt s t o
achi eve t he di ssol ut i on of t he pol i t i cal i n t he el ement of t he pur e gener al i t y of
soci al r eal i t y .

I Mor e pr eci sel y, t ot al i t ar i an di scour se deni es al l t he opposi t i ons t aken i n hand
by bour geoi s i deol ogy i n a r epr esent at i on whi ch each t i me was made t o di f f use
t hei r ef f ect s, and whi ch t hr eat ened t he f oundat i on of each t ermi n exposi ng i t t o
t he necessi t y of expl anat i on. Bef or e anyt hi ng el se, t ot al i t ar i an di scour se ef f aces
t he opposi t i on bet ween t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y ; i t i s dedi cat ed t o br i ngi ng t o
l i ght t he pr esenceof t he St at e t hr oughout soci al space, t hat i s t o say, t o t r anspor t -
i ng, t hr ough a ser i es of r epr esent at i ves, t he pr i nci pl e of power whi ch i nf orms
t he di ver si t y of act i vi t i es, and whi ch i ncl udes t hemi n t he model of a common
al l egi ance. Yet wemust not l ose si ght of t he f act t hat t he di scour se does not car r y
out t hi s oper at i on wi t hi n t he l i mi t s of a comment ar y whi ch expl oi t s i t s di st ance
wi t h r egar d t o t he r eal i n or der t o poi nt i t out i n i t s ent i r et y . Rat her , i t di f f uses
i t sel f i n t he net wor k of soci al i zat i on; i t devel ops syst ems of si gns whose r epr e-
sent at i ve f unct i on i s no l onger di scer nabl e; i t t akes hol d of act or s and pl aces t hem
wi t hi n t hese syst ems i n such a way t hat t he di scour se ( al most ) speaks t hr ough
t hemand ( al most ) abol i shes t he spacewhi ch i s i ndeed i ndet ermi nat e, but al ways
pr eser ved bet ween t he ar t i cul at i on and t he ut t er ance i n bour geoi s i deol ogy .
The masses ar e t he i nst r ument par excel l ence of t ot al i t ar i ani sm, t hr ough

whi ch t he consubst ant i al i t y of t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y i s mani f est ed. At al l
l evel s, t hey embody t he pr i nci pl e of power ; t hey spr ead t he gener al normwhi ch
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provi des t he assur ance of a sor t of r ef l ect i on by t he soci et y of i t sel f , and,
si mul t aneousl y, t he assur ance of i t s pol ar i zat i on t owar ds a goal , del i ver i ng i t
f r om t he si l ent t hr eat of t he i ner t i a of t he i nst i t ut ed, maki ng i t s i dent i t y
per cept i bl e t hr ough t he i mper at i ve of act i vi sm. But t he pr act i ce and st r uct ur e of
t he Par t y cannot be di st i ngui shed f r omt he di scour se whose cent er i t woul d be
( ot her t han by showi ng t he cont r adi ct i ons wi t hi n whi ch i t oper at es andwhi ch i t
conceal s at al l l evel s) . Just as al l t hose who f ul f i l l t he same f unct i on at a mor e
, speci f i c l evel - uni ons, associ at i ons f or youngpeopl e, women, i nt el l ect ual s, et c.
- t hi s r epr esent at i ve act s i n pr act i ce pr eci sel y i n . accor dance wi t h t he demandof
t he r epr esent at i on ; i t f i gur es i n t he r el at i ons whi ch ar r ange t he uni t y wi t hi n i t
t hat i t guar ant ees bef or e t he ensembl e of soci et y . I n i t sel f , i t i s a syst emof si gns
whi ch al l ows t he f ormat i on of a hi er ar chy, t he pr oduct i on of a cl eavage bet ween
t he appaeat us and t he base, t he di r ect or s and t he execut or s, t he par t i t i oni ng of
act i vi t y sect or s, i n t he si mul at i on of t r anspar ency t o i t sel f of t he i nst i t ut i on, of a
r eci pr oci t y of deci si ons, of a homogenei t y of t he pol i t i cal body .
I n t hi s sense, i deol ogi cal di scour se t ends t o. becomedi scour seof t hePar t y- t he

di scour se on t he Par t y bei ng onl y a det achment of t he l at t er , al t hough i t i s
absol ut el y essent i al t o i t and mar ks t he l i mi t of t he ent er pr i se t owhi ch wewi l l
r et ur n . Not hi ng br i ngs t hi s phenomenon i nt o f ocus bet t er t han t he f ormi ng of a
newt ype of soci al agent , t he mi l i t ant , an i mage t hr ough whi ch can be seen t he
subj ect ' s posi t i on wi t hi n t he di scour se t hat he i s supposed t o speak . Themi l i t ant
i s not i n t he par t y as i f i n a det ermi ned mi l i eu wi t h vi si bl e bor der s ; he i s i n
hi msel f a r epr esent at i ve of i t ; he dr aws f r omi t s sour ce t he possi bi l i t y of f r eei ng
hi msel f f r omconf l i ct s t o whi ch he i s exposed by hi s par t i ci pat i on' i n di f f er ent
i nst i t ut i ons gover ned by speci f i c i mper at i ves of soci al i zat i on, t he possi bi l i t y of
embodyi ng t he gener al i t y of soci al r eal i t y . As a bear er of t he r epr esent at i on, t he
mi l i t ant accompl i shes hi s f unct i on by const ant l y r ef l ect i ng t hat whi ch i s or gan-
i zed i ndependent l y of hi mi n t he supposed syst emof soci al r eal i t y. At t he same
t i me, he est abl i shes hi msel f as possessi ng power and knowl edge; he cont r ol s t he
wor ker , t he peasant , t he engi neer , t he pedagogue, t he wr i t er ; he pr of er s t he
norm, concent r at es t he power s of act i vi smand f i nds t he vocabul ar y and synt ax of
hi s di scour se i mpr i nt ed i n hi msel f i n such a way t hat he f orms hi msel f i n t he
oper at i on of i deol ogy.
To t he necessi t y of col l ect i ng soci al di scour se i n i t sel f beyond al l di vi si on, of

wel di ng t oget her t he scat t er ed i mages of man i n bour geoi s soci et y, of gr aspi ng
t he key t o open al l t he door s of soci al st r uct ur e, and t o f ocus at t ent i on on al l t he
f orms of economi c, pol i t i cal and aest het i c act i vi t y, of ent er i ng i nt o possessi on of
a gener al knowl edge, of j oi ni ng al l t hese exper i ences t o one pol e of t r ut h, t he
necessi t y i s added of ef f aci ng i t sel f , f aced wi t h t he anonymi t y of t he i dea, of t he
ar gument at i on, of t he r ul e, of . t he supr eme aut hor i t y, al l of whi ch appear wel ded
t o each ot her . Themi l i t ant t ype onl y compl et es t he f ul l expr essi on of t he at t empt
t o ef f ace t he di f f er ence bet ween i ndi vi dual and soci et y, bet ween t he par t i cul ar
and t he gener al , bet ween t he pr i vat e and t he publ i c. Thepr i nci pl e i mage i s t hat
of t he i ndet ermi nat e man, who f i nds hi s def i ni t i on as f asci st or communi st : a
pur e ' soci al agent whoseadher ence t o a cl ass onl y pr ovi des aWest er n modal i t yof
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hi s i nser t i on i nt o t he t ot al soci et y or i s even expr essl y chal l enged i n a pur e deni al
of an i nt er nal schi smof t hi s soci et y . Ther e can be nodoubt t hat i n t hi s r espect ,
" communi st " t ot al i t ar i ani smsucceeds most ef f ect i vel y i n expl oi t i ng t he mecha-
ni sms of i deol ogy . I t i s not enough t o r ej ect cl ass det ermi nat i on ; t hi s t ot al i t ar i an-
i smgoes so f ar as t o gi ve f ormt o soci al r el at i ons i n whi ch t r ai t s of t he domi nant
cl ass become l ess and l ess di st i ngui shabl e unt i l t hey di ssol ve i nt o t he i mage of a
pur el y f unct i onal hi er ar chy, whosemember s woul d each be l i nked, st ep by st ep,
t o t he cent r al f ocus of soci al i zat i on, t he edges of t he di vi si on bet ween domi nat or
and domi nat ed.
Yet whet her i t i s a mat t er of f asci smor communi sm, one can see at wor k a

l ogi c of t he i dent i f i cat i on whose mot i vat i ng f or ce i s t he cancel l at i on of conf l i ct s
whi ch devel op i n accor dance wi t h opposi t i ons pecul i ar t o bour geoi s soci et y .
Wher eas i n t he l at t er , t he power of t he r epr esent at i ons i s mai nt ai ned by a
const ant shi f t i ng of t he " sol ut i on" , of a put t i ng of f of t he cont r adi ct i on due t o a
gap bet ween t he i nst ances of di scour se, i n t ot al i t ar i ani sm, t her e i s a basi c
asser t i on of t he i dent i t y of t he r epr esent at i on and r eal i t y, a condensi ng of t he
t erms of t he cont r adi ct i on i nt o i mages whi ch r ef l ect each ot her . I n t he f i r st , t he
di scour se act s accor di ng t o const ant compr omi ses bet ween t he pr i nci pl e ant agon-
i st s, wher eas i n t he second, i t seeks i t s ef f ect i veness i n a gener al r esponse whi ch
woul d excl ude t he t r aces of t he quest i on. But t he success of t he l at t er woul d be
uni nt el l i gi bl e i f i t coul d not br i ng t o l i ght t he si gns of t he t ot al i t y i n t he det ai l of
soci al l i f e . I ndeed, t he mechani smof i dent i f i cat i on act s i n amoder n soci et y whi ch
r eveal s di f f er ent i at i on, i nt er nal opposi t i on, change, at each of i t s l evel s of
act i vi t y ; not onl y t he ef f ect s of t he di vi si on of l abour must be t aken i n hand, but
al so t hose of t he segr egat i on of soci o- cul t ur al spaces . Theat t empt i t sel f t o ef f ace
t he opposi t i on bet ween t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y, and t o r ender t he i ndi vi si on of
t he pol i t i cal and non- pol i t i cal vi si bl e supposes t hat t he l ogi c of t he normappear s
i n t he f ormof soci al r el at i ons her e and now, t hat i s t o say, t hat a syst emof
ar t i cul at i ons i s put i nt o pr act i ce i n accor dance wi t h whi ch t he power i s abl e t o
r educe i t sel f wi t hout r unni ng t he r i sk of bei ng di vi ded.
I n subj ect i ng al l spher es of soci et y t o t he i mper at i ve of t he or gani zat i on,

i deol ogi cal di scour se, be i t f asci st or communi st , i s assur ed of mast er i ng opposi -
t i ons whi ch devel op f r omand wi t hi n each ot her , and i t i s abl e t o r educe t he
di st ance t o i t s obj ect . I ndeed, t he r epr esent at i on of t he or gani zat i on al l ows t he
di f f er ence bet ween t he subj ect and t he l awt o be conceal ed, a di f f er encewhi ch i s
open i n t he act i vi t y i t sel f of t he i nst i t ut i on, and whi ch i mpl i es t he possi bi l i t y of
l i nki ng t he l at t er ei t her t o a human act i on ( whet her t he f ocus i s si t uat ed i n t he
i ndi vi dual or i n t he gr oup) or t o a t r anscendent pr i nci pl e . I n one sense, t he
or gani zat i on obl i t er at es t he t r aces of t he soci al subj ect , what ever t he modal i t y of
i t s appear ance; i t does not ef f ace t he posi t i vi smof an empi r i cal l y det ermi ned
subj ect , whet her i t i s t he domi nant cl ass, t he domi nat ed cl ass, or t he pr oduci ng
i ndi vi dual , but i t does conceal t he quest i on of t he subj ect as such, a quest i on i n
whi ch a r el at i on bet ween onesel f and t he ot her i s al ways br ought i nt o pl ay at t he
same t i me as a r el at i on t o t he l aw. Thus t he or gani zat i on, i n r epr esent i ng a
syst emof oper at i ons whi chwoul d assi gn t hei r def i ni t i ons t o t he agent s and t hei r
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rel at i ons, makes t he gener al ant agoni smbet ween t he domi nat or and t he domi -
nat ed i nvi si bl e, an ant agoni smwhi ch ar osewi t h bour geoi s soci et y i n t he cont ext
of pr oduct i on. But si mul t aneousl y, t hi s syst emappear s as a pur e const r uct i on, as
a gl obal oper at i on sust ai ned by i t sel f , and i n t hi s sense, as a pur emani f est at i on of
humanLogos, as a pur emani f est at i on of t he soci al i zat i on put i nt o pr act i ce, of an
i nst i t ut i on i n act i on, onl y deal i ng wi t h i t sel f , pol ar i zed t owar ds t he t ot al i t y . The
r epr esent at i on of t he or gani zat i on t ends t o be achi eved i n t he pr ocess of t he
or gani zat i on i t sel f because t he l at t er i s or gani zed' on t he i l l usi on of knowl edge of
soci al r eal i t y, whi ch i s mani f est ed i n t he net wor k of oper at i ons wher e t he agent
bel ongs .
The dependence of t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy wi t h r egar d t o bour geoi s i deol ogy i s

shownby t he f act t hat i t gr asps t wopr i nci pl es, a r adi cal ar t i f i ci al i smand a r adi cal
subst ant i al i sm, whi ch r emai n j uxt aposed i n bour geoi s i deol ogy. I t wel ds t hem
t oget her i n t he asser t i on of a soci et y whi ch woul d be t hor oughl y act i ve, con-
cer nedwi t h assur i ng i t s f unct i oni ng- ahuman f act or y, and as such, t ur ned i non
i t sel f , i n possessi on of i t s f oundat i on. Evi dent l y, t ot al i t ar i ani smdr aws i t s f ai t h i n
t he or gani zat i on f r om capi t al i sm, but whi l e i t f i nds i t sel f t hwar t ed by t he
necessi t y of r epr esent i ng t he soci al domai n' s di f f er ences, t hi s f ai t h spi l l s out i n
r esponse t o t he t hr eat of t he di si nt egr at i on of t hi s domai n and makes t he
or gani zat i on t he essence of soci al r eal i t y . But i t st i l l must beemphasi zed t hat t he
newi deol ogy i mpl i es t he vi si on of a cent er , f r omwhi ch soci al l i f e i s ar r anged; a
cent er whi ch i s t r ansf er r ed f r omonesect or of ci vi l soci et y t o anot her , but whi ch
hol ds power and knowl edge at t he hear t of t he St at e appar at us . The or gani za-
t i on' s di scour se, or gani zed so t hat anonymous knowl edge di r ect s t he t hought and
pr act i ce of i t s agent s, i s onl y suppor t ed by const ant r ef er ence t o t he aut hor i t y i n
whi ch t he deci si on i s concent r at ed. Wi t h t hi s doubl e condi t i on, t he cont r adi ct i on
of bour geoi s i deol ogy i s over come by t he concept of t he t ot al St at e; t heor gani za-
t i on' s net wor k demonst r at es t hat not hi ng i s l ost i n t he act i vi t y of soci al i zat i on
whi ch i mpl i es t he ext er i or i zat i on of soci al di scour ses and pr act i ces ; t he sel f -
i dent i t y of power exposes t he or i gi n of t he norm.
Fasci smand communi sm, l et us r epeat , st emf r oma met a- soci ol ogi cal i nt er -

pr et at i on. Any at t empt t o anal yse t hemas empi r i cal , soci o- hi st or i cal f ormat i ons
comes up agai nst a l i mi t , however r i ch t he i nf ormat i on may be, because i t does
not t ake i nt o account t he quest i on of soci al exi st ence, of t he hi st or i cal as such,
whi ch i s br ought i nt o pl ay i n t ot al i t ar i ani sm. The l at t er i s nei t her an acci dent i n
t he devel opment of i ndust r i al capi t al i sm, nor an aber r at i on f or whi chpsychol ogy
can pr ovi de t he key : i t achi eves a pot ent i al f ound i n soci al r eal i t y f r om t he
moment t hat i t s i nst i t ut i on can no l onger be concei ved or cont ai ned by a
di scour sewhi ch seeks i t s or i gi ns el sewher e. Mor eover , t he gr eat est er r or i s t o see
i n i t onl y a var i ant of despot i sm, even mor e so si nce St al i n' s power , as Hi t l er ' s,
r esembl es t hat of a despot , and per haps even mor e: bot h dr awon t he ar chai c
sour ces of Germani c cul t ur e and t he Asi at i c wor l d; a si ngul ar hi st or y i s i naugu-
r at ed wi t h t ot al i t ar i ani sm. I t i s not t he r esur r ect i on of a pol i t i cal syst emwhi ch
comes t o makedowi t h i ndust r i al soci et y, but anat t empt t o cl ose t he soci al space
f r om t he i magi nar y cent er of i t s i nst i t ut i on, t o make real i t y and appear ance
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coi nci de her e and now. Thedespot and hi s bur eaucr acy gover n over soci et y, but
t hei r st r engt h i s t he si gn of a t r anscendent st r engt h, a si gn of ext er nal i t y f or man.
Tot al i t ar i an power , Nazi or St al i ni st , i s di f f used i n t he r epr esent at i on of t he
or gani zat i on, and i t exer ci ses t he f asci nat i on and t er r or of r epr esent i ng pr eci sel y
t he ent i r e non- di vi ded soci al r eal i t y, i nhuman di scour se as absol ut el y human.

Such, at l east , i s t he pol e t owar ds whi ch t ot al i t ar i ani smi deol ogy t ends, but i n
goi ng beyond t he cont r adi ct i ons of bour geoi s i deol ogy, i t cont i nues t o come up
agai nst t he i mpossi bi l i t y of , f ul f i l l i ng i t sel f . I n i t s t ur n, i t l i ves under t he t hr eat of
t he ef f ect s of soci al di vi si on, as our descr i pt i on has suggest ed. Thebur eaucr acy' s
i deal i s t he anonymi t y of soci al di scour se, t hemani f est at i on of r at i onal i t y i n t he
or gani zat i on, t he pl acement of t he subj ect i n t he l ogi c of f asci sm, i n t he l ogi c of
communi sm, such t hat i t s l anguage onl y appear s as nonsensi cal . Yet f or i t , t he
r epr esent at i on of t he cent er of t he deci si on i s no l ess essent i al , a power whi ch
asser t s i t sel f i n f ul l conf i dence, beyond al l di sput e. The j oi ni ng of t he t wo
r epr esent at i ons i s onl y possi bl e i f t he opposi t i ons of power wi t hi n t he bur eau-
cr acy ar e i gnor ed, as wel l as t he excl usi onof t he maj or i t y of t hosewi t hout power
f r omt he r ul i ng appar at us . The st r engt h, as wel l as t he weakness of bour geoi s
i deol ogy l i es i n t he f act t hat di scour se on soci al r eal i t y, i n i t s ar t i cul at i on ( an
ar t i cul at i on whi ch i s al ways per cept i bl e) t o a r eal or pot ent i al posi t i on of power ,
does not coi nci de wi t h soci al di scour se, nor wi t h t he di scour se of power , t hat i t
can t hus pass t hr ough di f f er ent cent er s and can be opposed t o i t sel f wi t hout
bei ng dest r oyed. On t he ot her hand, t ot al i t ar i an di scour se has no r oom t o
manouver ; i t does not al l owa separ at i on of subj ect and di scour se and i t r equi r es
i t s i dent i f i cat i on wi t h power andwi t h t hose who hol d i t at t he hi ghest echel ons
of t he St at e. Doubt l ess t hi s anal ysi s i s ext r eme; t her e i s no conj unct ur e, even at
t he hei ght of t ot al i t ar i ani sm, wher e t he r emoval of t he subect i n t he di scour se
can be ef f ect ed, nor i s t her e compl et e i dent i f i cat i on wi t h t he mast er . Apar al l el
exchange of wor ds car r i es t he si gns of t he separ at i on and t he di f f er ence. But t he
f act r emai ns t hat t he opposi t i ons cannot be ' t r anscr i bed symbol i cal l y : t hey must
be absol ut el y r ej ect ed, or f ai l i ng t hat , t er r or i s subst i t ut ed f or di scour se .
Gener al l y, t he cont r adi ct i on of t ot al i t ar i ani smst ems f r omt he f act t hat on t he

one hand, power i s doubl y hi dden, as a r epr esent at i ve of t he undi vi ded soci et y
and as an agent of t he or gani zat i on' s r at i onal i t y . On t he ot her hand, power
appear s i n t he undi vi ded soci et y, unl i ke i n any ot her soci et y, as a r epr essi ve
appar at us har bour i ng sheer vi ol ence. Thi s i s not a cont r adi ct i on bet ween t he
r epr esent at i on and t he f act , hence, even our f ormul amust be cor r ect ed: t er r or i s
not si mpl y subst i t ut ed f or di scour se ; i t i s spoken, i t sweeps al ong a f ant ast i c
ar gument at i on whose ef f ect i s t o cl ose t he i nt ol er abl e gap bet ween subj ect and
di scour se. St i l l , i t must be added t hat t hi s ent er pr i se cannot be i nt er pr et ed as a
si mpl e r esponse t o event s whi ch woul d di sr upt t he est abl i shed or der . As t he
hi st or y of St al i ni smevi dent l y shows, t he i mageof power as t er r or i st power , as an
i nor di nat e power , has a necessar y f unct i on. Thr ough i t as wel l , men r eveal t hei r
di ssol ut i on i nt o t he gener al el ement of soci al r eal i t y, t hat i s t o say, t hey r eveal t he
cont i ngency of any par t i cul ar det ermi nat i on r egar di ng t he l awpr of er r ed by t he
mast er - t he absol ut e mast er of t he St at e, but al so hi s r epr esent at i ves at al l l evel s
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of t he hi er ar chy and i n al l sect or s of act i vi t y . However , wi t h sl i ppi ng f r omone
posi t i on of power t o anot her , a pr i nci pl e of i nst abi l i t y i s i nt r oduced, whi ch mi ght
make t he mechani smof domi nat i on vi si bl e . I f , i n bour geoi s i deol ogy, t he danger
i s t hat t he power i s exposed t o der i si on, i n t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy, i t r uns t he
gr eat er r i sk of ar ousi ng hor r or . As t he ef f ect s of t he cont r adi ct i on ar e devel oped,
i t i s t r ue t hat means of def ence ar e put i nt o pl ace t o at t empt t o r ei nf or ce t he
i deol ogi cal di scour se' s cohesi on.
Thus, af t er St al i n' s deat h, hi s exampl e i s used t o r epr esent and t o denounce t he

excess of power over r at i onal i t y- t hi s i s t he f unct i on of per sonal i t y cul t s-
wher eas at t he same t i me, t he exampl e of t he pet t y bur eaucr at i s used t o
r epr esent and denounce an excess of i r r esponsi bi l i t y over t he j ust i mper sonal i t y
of deci si on. But t hese def ences at t est t o t he l at ent cr i si s of t he syst em of
bur eaucr at i c r epr esent at i ons . I t i s no l ess i nst r uct i ve t o pi npoi nt t he vul ner abi l i t y
of t he bur eaucr acy i n t he f ace of al l ki nds of event s, f r ombot h t he economi c and
cul t ur al or der s, whi ch el ude t he pr edi ct i on of t he di r ect or s andwhi ch ar e l i kel y t o
mani f est a br eakdown of t he gener al norm, her e andnow, t hat i s, a f ai l ur e i n t he
wor ki ngs of t he or gani zat i on. I n one sense, t he el abor at i ons on soci al r eal i t y ar e
i nexhaust i bl e f aced wi t h t he soci al event . Act ual l y t he ar t i cul at i on of t he di s-
cour se t o power and t o l aw i s such t hat " r eal i t y" cannot quest i on i t ; i t s access i s
st r i ct l y cont r ol l ed by t he r epr esent at i on, however , t hi s r epr esent at i on r equi r es
si gns of t he or gani zat i on' s ef f ect i veness . The power i s not mi r r or ed i n t he
hi er ar chy but i n st r uct ur es wher e soci al act i on and soci al ai ms must be at t est ed t o,
wher e, mor epr of oundl y, men must di scover t hei r commonexi st ence i n t he pur e
di mensi on of soci al act i on or i ent ed t owar ds a soci al pur pose. Thus, t he si gns of
pr oduct i on, f or exampl e, f ever i shl y di spl ayed, ar e supposed t o pr ovi de t he
cont i nued pr oof of t he domi nant di scour se' s val i di t y i n r eal i t y . I n shor t , a doubl e
necessi t y i s i mposed, t o absol ut el y i ncl ude and t o absol ut el y excl ude t he soci al
event , t o i mpr i nt i t ont o t he or gani zat i on' s l ogi c and t o absol ut el y deny i t as a
f or ce of di sor der . The ext ent of t he cont r adi ct i on woul d not be measur ed i f i t
wer e f or got t en t hat t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy i s cr eat ed i n " hi st or i cal soci et y" , t hat i s
t o say, l et us r ei t er at e, i n a soci et y whi ch cannot be r oot ed i n a r epr esent at i on of
i t s l i mi t s, whi ch i s, i n pr i nci pl e, open t o t he quest i on of i t s f ut ur e, dest i ned t o
excessi veness, t o conf l i ct , whi ch, i n each of i t s par t s, exper i ences t he ef f ect s of
changes i n t he ot her s, a soci et y wher e t he i nt er nal di f f er ent i at i on, t he gaps
bet ween pr act i ces and bet ween r epr esent at i ons gohand i n handwi t h i t s hi st or y .
Thebur eaucr at i c f ant asy i s t o*abol i sh t he hi st or i cal i n Hi st or y, t o r est or e t he l ogi c
of a " soci et y wi t hout hi st or y" , t omat ch t he i nst i t ut or and t he i nst i t ut ed, t o deny
t he unpr edi ct abl e, t he unknowabl e, t he cont i nual l oss of t he past t hr ough t he,
i l l usi on of a soci al act i on, t r anspar ent t o i t sel f , whi ch woul d cont r ol i t s ef f ect s i n
advance, andwhi ch woul d mai nt ai n cont i nui t y wi t h i t s or i gi n.
However st r ong t he i l l usi on, i t i s apt t o be r ef ut ed. Undoubt edl y, t he r ef ut a-

t i on i s, i n t ur n, conceal ed; t he br eakdowns i n pl anni ng, f or exampl e, ar e at t r i b-
ut ed t o bur eaucr at i sm, t o t he r esi dual i ner t i a of t he soci al body, t o t hemani a f or
r egul at i ons . Agai nonemust be per suaded t hat t he r epr esent at i on of bur eaucr at -
i smi s no l ess i deol ogi cal t han t hat of soci al act i on; i t i s an essent i al component of
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t he syst em, whose f unct i on i s t o suppor t t he power of t he r ul e i n i t s coi nci di ng
wi t h t he i nst ance of power and t o br i ng i t s cor r upt i on back i nt o t he pr esence of
par asi t i c agent s . But apar t f r omt he r ul e st andi ng out excessi vel y wher ever
r at i onal i t y i s supposed t o show i t sel f , t he t ot al l ogi c of t he or gani zat i on " can"
appear as a l ogi c of t he absur d. I t i s t r ue t hat i deol ogy has anot her means of
def ence mor e ef f ect i ve t han denounci ng bur eaucr at i sm t o r esi st t he backl ash
f r omt he power ' s deci si ons, or mor e gener al l y, f r omsoci al r eal i t y . Theat t empt t o
assur e i t s mast er y of t he soci al space i s suppor t ed by t he r epr esent at i on of t he
enemy : an enemy who coul d not be pr esent ed as an opponent , but whose
exi st ence st r i kes at t he i nt egr i t y of t he soci al body . Mor eover , t he enemy does
much mor e t han per soni f y t he adver si t y, or , as i t i s of t en obser ved, ser ve as a
scapegoat .
I n a soci et y whi ch does not t ol er at e t he i mage of an i nt er nal soci al di vi si on,

whi ch cl ai ms i t s homogenei t y beyond any act ual di f f er ences, , i t i s t he ot her as
such who acqui r es t he f ant ast i c t r ai t s of t he dest r oyer ; t he ot her , however he i s
def i ned, t o what ever gr oup he bel ongs, i s t he r epr esent at i ve of t he out si de.
Al t hough i n bour geoi s i deol ogy, men' s essence i s af f i rmed wi t h r egar d t o a
sub- humani t y ( even t hough t he l at t er i s r el egat ed t o t he dept hs of soci et y and i s
never so f ar down i nt o " nat ur e" t hat i t does not pose t he pr obl em of i t s
management , because i t i s per cei ved i n soci et y) , t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy i s mai n-
t ai ned by t he excl usi on of an evi l agent , t he excl usi on of a r epr esent at i ve of t he
ant i - soci al . The ef f ect i veness of t he r epr esent at i on coul d not make one f or get
t hat i t does not have t he supr eme di sposal of i t s ef f ect s . I t t ends t o ci r cumscr i be
t he ot her ' s pl ace, but does not achi eve t hi s due t o a gener al i zed deni al ( whi ch we
have ampl y emphasi zed) of t he di f f er ence bet ween t he subj ect and soci al di s-
cour se. Any si gn of t hi s di f f er ence r i sks denounci ng t he subj ect as t he enemy. The
al t er i t y cannot be enci r cl ed; t he i mage of t heconcent r at i on camp i s not enough t o
di sarm i t . The i ndi vi dual , wher ever he must ent er i nt o t he di scour se of power ,
r eveal s t he possi bi l i t y of hi s excl usi on . I nsof ar as heshows hi msel f abl e t o speak,
he i s exposed as pot ent i al l y gui l t y . I n t hi s sense, t he bur eaucr at i c wor l d cont i nues
t o be haunt ed by i nsecur i t y, even t hough i t i s whol l y or gani zed t o r epr esent a
bast i on of secur i t y, t omai nt ai n a communi t y i n t he cer t ai nt y of i t s cohesi on. The
asser t i on of t ot al soci al r eal i t y does not get r i d of t he f ant asy of sel f - devour i ng ;
t ot al i t ar i an di scour se ef f aces t he ext er nal i t y of t he i dea; di scour se on soci al r eal i t y
t ends t o be absor bed i nt o soci al di scour se ; i t ef f aces t he ext er nal i t y of power ; t he
St at e t ends t o car r y out i t s f usi onwi t h ci vi l soci et y ; i t ef f aces t he ext er nal i t y of t he
r ul e; t he or gani zat i on t ends t o be suf f i ci ent t o t r ansmi t r at i onal i t y ; i t ef f aces t he
ext er nal i t y of t he ot her , soci al di vi si on i s conceal ed. However , t he ext er nal i t y
r et ur ns ; di scour se on soci al r eal i t y i s t hr eat ened wi t h appear i ng as gener al i zed
i l l usi on, as di scour se i n t he ser vi ce of power , si mpl y maski ng oppr essi on.



Tot al i t ar i an i deol ogy pr evai l s i n a l ar ge par t of t he wor l d; t hus, a r i gor ous
anal ysi s shoul d t ake i nt o consi der at i on t he speci f i c t r ai t s i t assumes i n cer t ai n
count r i es, and par t i cul ar l y i n Chi na. As wel l , i t shoul d consi der t hemodi f i cat i ons
whi ch havecome about i n t heUSSRand i n East er n Eur ope dur i ng t he l ast f i f t een
year s . I n our eyes, t he obser vabl e di f f er ences i n t i me and spacedo not cal l i nt o
quest i on t he coher ence of t he syst em. An under st andi ng of t hi s syst em, we
not i ced, al l owed us af t er war ds t o di st i ngui sh t hat whi ch const i t ut es t he speci f i c-
i t y of bour geoi s i deol ogy . At pr esent , i t must be added t hat i t equal l y cl ar i f i es t he
f ormat i on of t he newi deol ogi cal di scour se i n West er n democr aci es of our t i me.
Our convi ct i on i s t hat t hi s di scour se cont i nues t o expl oi t a syst emof r epr esen-

t at i ons whi ch r eached i t s f ul l ef f ect i veness i n t he second hal f of t he ni net eent h
cent ur y, but t hat t hi s syst emi s no l onger at t he cent er of t he i magi nar y . Thi s
hypot hesi s makes no cl ai m t o or i gi nal i t y ; an al r eady ext ensi ve cr i t i cal
soci ol ogy- not abl y t owhi ch t he names Mar cuse, Whyt e, Roszak andBaudr i l l ar d
ar e at t ached- has br ought t o l i ght . t he f unct i on nowf ul f i l l ed by t he t hemes of t he
or gani zat i on, of soci al communi cat i on, of member shi p i n a gr oup, of consump-
t i on, et c . Si nce t hese i deas ar e no doubt f ami l i ar t o t he r eader , we need not
el abor at e t hemher e. On t he ot her hand, we shoul d emphasi ze t he r el at i on t hat
cont empor ar y di scour se mai nt ai ns, bot h wi t h t ot al i t ar i ani sm, and wi t h bour -
geoi s i deol ogy, t he way i n whi ch i t i s par t of t he gener al genesi s of i deol ogy .
Al t hough occasi onal l y t he t ot al i t ar i an f i nal i t y of t hi s di scour se has been j ust l y
emphasi zed, i t has har dl y beenper cei ved t hat i t s f ormat i on at t est s t o a " r ef l ec-
t i on" of t he cont r adi ct i ons whi ch haunt t ot al i t ar i ani sm, t o an at t empt at f or est al -
l i ng t he t hr eat hangi ng over soci al exi st ence, t he pr oj ect whi chwoul d r eveal t he
r epr esent at i on of homogeni zat i on and uni f i cat i on of soci al r eal i t y . Thi s pr oj ect ,
l et us emphasi ze, i s at t ached t o i t s opposi t e, t her eby cancel l i ng t he di st ance
bet ween di scour se on soci al r eal i t y and soci al di scour se, pl aci ng t he f i r st wi t hi n
t he second. I t i s i ndeed t hi s ent er pr i se whi ch i s r epeat ed i n t he newi deol ogy, but
i t i s di ssoci at ed f r oman asser t i on of t ot al i t y, br ought back t o a l at ent st at e, and i n
t hi s sense, i s r ear t i cul at ed t o t he pr i nci pl e of t hesyst emof bour geoi s i deol ogy, i n
whi ch a di spl acement of i magi nar y f ormat i ons was r equi r ed, t hei r conf l i ct
t ol er at ed, and compr omi ses const ant l y wor ked out . Conceal i ng t he di st ance
bet ween t he r epr esent at i on and t he r eal , whi ch j eopar di zes bour geoi s i deol ogy,
and r enounci ng t he achi evement of t he r epr esent at i on i n t he f ormof t ot al i zat i on
of t he r eal , const i t ut e, i n our vi ew, t he' doubl e pr i nci pl e whi ch or gani zes a new
l ogi c of di ssi mul at i on.

I f t he af f i rmat i on of t ot al i t y, not abl y i n communi sm, i s oper at ed wi t h t he
necessi t y of r ej oi ni ng t he St at e and ci vi l soci et y, of di scar di ng t he i mage of a
f r agment at i on of power and i t s decl i ne t o t he or der of act ual i t y, i t i mpl i es, we
obser ved, t hat t he i deol ogy' s di scour se i s t r ansf ormed i nt o t he power ' s di scour se;
t hi s af f i rmat i on exposes i t danger ousl y by r eveal i ng t he di vi ded i nst ance of
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deci si on and coer ci on and t he f eat ur es of t he mast er , not onl y at t he t op of St at e
bur eaucr acy, but t hr ough i t s mul t i pl e " r epr esent at i ves" . Anewst r at egy i s devel -
oped t o r epr esent a soci et y shel t er ed f r om t hi s hazar d. Cer t ai nl y, t he t erm
"st r at egy" evokes t he act i on of a subj ect whowoul d enj oy t he f r eedomof def i ni ng
t he best means of di ssi mul at i on. However , we have sai d of t en enough t hat t he
ol d i deol ogy was not t hat of t he bour geoi si e, so t hat we coul d not be accused of
accept i ng t he i l l usi on t hat i t woul d have become t he i deol ogy of a newcl ass, f or
exampl e, t he t echnocr acy, as some l i ke t o cl ai m. The st r at egy t o whi ch we ar e
r ef er r i ng desi gnat es, t he r uses of t he. i magi nar y, a pr ocess whi ch, al t hough
unawar e and "wi t hout hi st or y" i n t he sense t hat Mar x i nt ended, nonet hel ess
t akes i nt o account t he ef f ect s of knowl edge and hi st or y and i nser t s t hemi nt o new
conf i gur at i ons at t he ser vi ce of a t ask whi ch act ual l y r emai ns unchanged.
Thus t he gr oup, const r uct ed as a posi t i ve ent i t y, r egar ded bot h as expr essi on

and ai mof soci al communi cat i on, comes t o scr een t he separ at i on of t he appar a-
t us of domi nat i on and t he maj or i t y of t hosewi t hout power . The r epr esent at i on
of t he gr oup' s st r uct ur e, i ndi f f er ent t o t he condi t i ons whi ch di ct at e t he st at us of
i t s member s, t ends t o excl ude f r omi t s domai n t he quest i on of or i gi n, of l egi t i -
macy, of r at i onal i t y, of opposi t i ons and hi er ar chi es i nst i t ut ed i n each sect or . A
newf ai t h i s i nvest ed i n t hi s r epr esent at i on : a "mast er y" of soci al r eai l t y i n t he
exper i ence of soci al i zat i on i t sel f her e and now, t hat i s t o say, wi t hi n t he per cep-
t i bl e bor der s of each i nst i t ut i on, i n each si t uat i onwher eman f i nds hi msel f pl aced
accor di ng t o t he "nat ur al " necessi t y of pr oduct i on or , mor e gener al l y, of eco-
nomi c act i vi t y, but al so of pedagogy or l ei sur e, as wel l as pol i t i cal , uni on, or
r el i gi ous pr act i ce . So many anal yses have been devot ed t o t he phenomenon of
human rel at i ons i n i ndust r y, t o t he expansi on of gr oup t echni ques i n a wi de
var i et y of or gani zat i ons, t o t he pr act i ce of semi nar s, i nf ormat i on conf er ences, t o
t he spr eadi ng of soci al psychol ogy i n busi nesses, school s and hospi t al s, t hat i t
woul d be usef ul t o l i nger over t he i deol ogy of soci al communi cat i on. Yet t he
f unct i on f ul f i l l ed wi t h r egar d t o t hi s by t he gr eat i nst r ument s at i t s ser vi ce, r adi o
and t el evi si on, i s no l ess i nst r uct i ve. Wi t hout t hem, t he newsyst emof r epr esen-
t at i onwoul d cer t ai nl y be non- vi abl e, because i t i s i n pr opagat i ng i t sel f , not onl y
f r omone par t i cul ar pl ace t o anot her , but each t i me f r oman appar ent l y ci r cum-
scr i bed f ocus t o an appar ent l y i ndet ermi nat e f ocus, i t i s t hr ough t he ef f ect of i t s
r epl y, i ndef i ni t el y mul t i pl i ed f r omt he pr i vat e pol e of t he i nst i t ut i on t o t he publ i c
pol e of i nf ormat i on, t hat i deol ogi cal di scour se at t ai ns t he gener al i t y necessar y t o
i t s t ask of homogeni zat i on of t he soci al domai n i n t he i mpl i ci t . Wi t h t he
i ncessant devel opment of publ i c debat es, encompassi ng al l aspect s of economi c,
pol i t i cal and cul t ur al l i f e, r i di cul i ng ever yt hi ng f r omt hemost t r i vi al t o t hemost
r ever ed, an i mage of r eci pr oci t y i s i mposed as t he i mageof soci al r el at i ons i t sel f .
Thi s i mage i s doubl y ef f ect i ve because si mul t aneousl y t he communi cat i on i s

val ued i ndependent l y of i t s agent s and of i t s cont ent , and t he pr esence of
i ndi vi dual s i s si mul at ed: a head of st at e conf i des hi s di f f i cul t i es t o someone
desi gned t o l i st en, or t hi s l i st ener , f r omt hemasses, but dul y appoi nt ed, bear s t he
cont r adi ct i on t o a mi ni st er or quest i ons an exper t desi gned t o answer hi m, et c.
Thi s per f ormance goes so f ar as t o make t he act or s' i dent i t i es per cept i bl e .
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Undoubt edl y wehave t her e oneof t hemost r emar kabl e f or ces of ' t he i magi nar y :
t o absor b t he per sonal el ement i nt o t he i mper sonal di scour sewhi ch pr esent s t he
essence of soci al r el at i ons, but subst ant i at i ng t he i l l usi on of a l i vi ng speech, a
subj ect ' s speech, when i n f act , t he l at t er i s di ssol ved i nt o t he cer emony of
communi cat i on. I t i s an i l l usi on because t he l i mi t s of t he debat e ar e det ermi ned
out si de of i t s vi si bl e domai n; t he l eader ' s neut r al i t y conceal s t he pr i nci pl e of i t s
or gani zat i on and i n t he end, t hosewho hol d t he power ar epr esent ed on t he same
pl ane as t hose whose f at e t hey deci de behi nd. t he scenes .
We woul d st i l l not t ake i nt o account t he f ul l ext ent of t he phenomenon i f we

wer e t o becomeobsessed by t hemani f est l y pol i t i cal aspect s of soci al communi ca-
t i on. The ef f ect i veness of di scour se such as t hat t r ansmi t t ed by r adi o and
t el evi si on l i es i n t hat i t i s onl y par t i al l y expl ai ned as pol i t i cal di scour se- and i t i s
pr eci sel y f r om t hi s t hat i t acqui r es a gener al pol i t i cal i mpor t ance. Ever yday
t hi ngs, quest i ons of sci ence and cul t ur e ar ewhat suppor t t he r epr esent at i on of an
achi eved democr acy wher e speech woul d ci r cul at e f r eel y . The si gns of t hi s
ci r cul at i on ar e ost ent at i ousl y pr oduced, wher eas t he st at ut es r emai n cr yst al l i zed
accor di ng t o opposi t i ons of power . I n no ot her epoch has t her e been so much
spoken: di scour se on soci al r eal i t y ser ved by t he di f f er ent moder n means of
communi cat i on i s car r i ed away ; i t i s over come by a di zzyi ng i nf at uat i on wi t h
i t sel f ; not hi ng escapes conf er ences, i nt er vi ews, t el evi sed debat es, f r omt he gen-
er at i on gap t o t r af f i c f l ow, f r omsexual i t y t o musi c, f r omspace expl or at i on t o
educat i on . Thi s nar ci ssi sm i s not t hat of bour geoi s i deol ogy, si nce t he new
di scour se i s not ar t i cul at ed f r omabove; i t empl oys no capi t al l et t er s ; i t f ei gns t o
pr opagat e i nf ormat i on, even pr et ends t o quest i on; i t does not over shadowot her s
at a di st ance, but i ncl udes a r epr esent at i ve i n i t sel f , pr esent s i t sel f as an i ncessant
di al ogue, and t hus' t akes t he space bet ween t he one and t he ot her t o makea pl ace
f or i t sel f . Thr ough t hi s oper at i on, t he subj ect f i nds hi msel f ( al most ) accommo-
dat ed i n t he syst emof r epr esent at i on i n an ent i r el y di f f er ent mannner t han i n
t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy, si nce at pr esent he i s i nvi t ed t o i ncor por at e t he t erms of al l
opposi t i on. At t he same t i me, he i s accommodat ed i n t he gr oup- an i magi nar y
gr oup i n t he sense t hat t he power i s t akenaway f r ommen t o concei ve of t he r eal
act i vi t y of t he i nst i t ut i on by par t i ci pat i ng i n i t , by conf r ont i ng t hei r r el at i on
t hr ough di f f er ent i at i on .
I n t hi s sense, t he r emar k wemadeabout t he i mpl i cat i on of t he per sonal i n t he

i mper sonal i s cl ar i f i ed. Thi s event agai n i ndi cat es t he di st ance t akenwi t h r egar d
t o t ot al i t ar i an di scour se. The l at t er t ends t o di ssol ve t he per sonal el ement ,
because i t does not t ol er at e t he i mageof a di sper si on of t he cent er s of soci al i za-
t i on, nor does i t permi t an exper i ence of t he subj ect i n a par t i cul ar pl ace t hat
escapes f r omt he gener al norm. But t hi s di sper si on no l onger st r i kes at t he
i nt egr i t y of t he r epr esent at i on of soci al r eal i t y f r omt he moment t hat t he subj ect
f i nds hi msel f capt ur ed by hi s own i mage i n t he net wor kof soci al i zat i on . Thus t he
t el evi si on scr een onl y mat er i al i zes an i mpal pabl e scr een on whi ch a soci al
r el at i on i s pr oj ect ed, a r el at i on suf f i ci ent i n i t sel f i nsof ar as i t condenses t he
doubl e r epr esent at i on of a r el at i on i n i t sel f and a r el at i on bet ween peopl e. One
coul d measur e, f or exampl e, t he ef f ect i veness of a cour se of act i on whi ch, f r om
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commer ci al s t o pol i t i cal or cul t ur al pr ogr ams, pr ovi des t he r epeat ed i l l usi on of
an ent r e- noun.
The i nf ormant ' s speech i s pl aced at t he pol e of anonymi t y and neut r al i t y ;

under t hi s condi t i on, i t di f f uses an obj ect i ve knowl edge, what ever i t s nat ur e, but
si mul t aneousl y, i t makes i t sel f si ngul ar , mi mi cs l i ve speech, assumes t he at t r i -
but es of t he per son t o assur e i t s conj unct i on wi t h t hose addr essed, who, i n spi t e
of t hei r number s, of t hei r separ at i on and i gnor ance of each ot her , wi l l each f i nd
hi msel f per sonal l y r eached andmut el y assembl ed owi ng t o t he samepr oxi mi t y
t o t he speaker . I n t hi s sense, t he most banal pr ogr am i s an i ncant at i on t o
f ami l i ar i t y ; i n mass soci et y i t i nst al l s t he l i mi t s of a " smal l wor l d" wher e
ever yt hi ng occur s as i f each per son wer e al r eady t ur ned t owar d t he ot her . I t
pr ovokes a hal l uci nat i on of near ness whi ch abol i shes a sense of di st ance, st r ange-
ness, i mper cept i bi l i t y, t he si gns of t he out si de, of adver si t y, of al t er i t y. Let us not e
i n passi ng t hat i t i s amazi ng t o occasi onal l y see peopl e st r ol l i ng down t he st r eet
or sunbat hi ng on t he beach, t r ansi st or r adi o gl ued t o t he ear , or t o see homes i n
whi ch t he t el evi si on or r adi o ar e on const ant l y, even wi t hout t he pr esence of
t hose who t ur ned t hemon; no ot her phenomenon bet t er demonst r at es t he
i magi nar y di mensi on of communi cat i on. The l at t er pr ovi des t he assur ance of a
soci al l i nk, at a di st ance f r om i t s r eal i t y ; i t pr ovi des a backgr ound, an
accompani ment - j ust as t he musi c of t he same name, whi ch, however , i s onl y a
var i ant of gener al i zed communi cat i on- and t hi s backgr ound i s t he f oundat i on,
t hi s accompani ment i s t he l i ni ng cont i nuousl y spun f r omt he i nt ol er abl e f act of
soci al di vi si on. The cer t ai nt y of t he communi cat i on coul d, i f necessar y, be
suf f i ci ent , gi ven t hat i n act ual l y r emovi ng hi msel f , t he subj ect r emai ns i n hi s
net wor k . I t i s of l i t t l e i mpor t ance t hat he st ops wat chi ng or l i st eni ng : hi s
per sonal ghost i s i n pl ace, once and f or al l , i n t he ent r e- noun.
What appear s i n t hi s ent r e- noun, ai r f r eshener or an i ncr ease i n pr i ces,

hi ghway deat hs or f emi ni sm, i s not of gr eat i mpor t ance. Mor e i mpor t ant i s t he
power t o i nf er a pr i mor di al r el at i onshi p whi ch coul d not be br ought i nt o pl ay i n
t he di scour se' s oper at i on and t he possi bl e opposi t i ons of i t s agent s . The f ai t h i n
soci al communi cat i on and i n t he at t achment t o a gr oup st i l l l eaves r oomf or t he
i deaof soci al di vi si on when even t hi s i s camouf l aged, t hat i s t o say, passed of f as a
f ai l i ng of a di al ogue bet ween i ndi vi dual s or cl asses, or a br eak i n t he cohesi on. On
t he ot her hand, t he r epr esent at i on of t he soci al r el at i onshi p i s unconsci ous, t he
ent r e- noun assur es t he st agi ng of t he communi cat i on as wel l as t he subj ect ' s
i nvol vement i n t hegr oup. Thi s i nvol vement r equi r es nei t her i t s bei ng t he ai mof
t he gr oup i n i t s act ual i t y as a val i d gr oup, nor an i dent i f i cat i on wi t h t he power
whi ch i s supposed t o r epr esent i t s uni t y . At t he l evel of t he ent r e- noun, t he "we"
i s not asser t ed but pr esupposed, dest i ned t o i nvul ner abi l i t y f r omr emai ni ng
i nvi si bl e . No doubt a pol i t i cal l eader i s l ed t o pr ocl ai m"We l i ber al s . . . " , "we
menof pr ogr ess" , or "we soci al i st s" , j ust as t he speaker on t he ai r , out si de of a
pol i t i cal cont ext , pr ocl ai ms "Wet he Fr ench" ; but t hi s "we" , however ef f ect i ve i t
r emai ns, i s secondar y, because ar r anged pr i or t o hi s st at ement ar e t he condi t i ons
of a net wor k i n whi ch agent s ar e l i nked t o each ot her t hr ough bei ng depr i ved of
t he mar ks of t hei r opposi t i ons as wel l as t hose of di scour se as di scour se.
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Onl y t hese condi t i ons al l ow i deol ogi cal di scour se t o be const ant l y bur i ed i n t he
soci al i zat i on pr ocess, and si mul t aneousl y cr eat e t he i l l usi on t hat , i n pr i nci pl e,
not hi ng i s conceal ed f r omcommuni cat i on. Thedi sput e i s cent er ed on i deas, on
par t i cul ar agent s, t hat i s t o say, pr eci sel y on what appear s, on t hat whi ch l i ves on
bour geoi s i deol ogy, on i t s i ner adi cabl e r esi due, and ( f or al l t hat ) on t he r epr esen-
t at i on of opposi t i ons, absol ut el y necessar y t o sust ai n t he di al ogue. Yet what
escapes, or t ends t o escape t he di sput e i s t he f ant asy of r eci pr oci t y, accor di ng t o
whi ch ever yt hi ng i s shown t o beopen t o di scussi on, vi si bl e, i nt el l i gi bl e; because
such i ndeed i s t he ul t i mat e ef f ect of t he occul t at i on of t he di vi si on: t he i mageof a
di scour se wi t hout l i mi t s i n whi ch ever yt hi ng comes t o appear . One can under -
st and, consequent l y, t hat t hi s di scour se f ei gns t o i gnor e pr ohi bi t i ons ; si nce i t
i nvades t he soci al domai n, i t abol i shes al l t he di st ances cont r i ved by bour geoi s
i deol ogy . i t i nt r oduces sexual i t y, vi ol ence and madness i nt o t he ent r e- noun; i t
ef f aces t he di vi si on bet ween t he or di nar y wor l d and t he dept hs of soci et y ; i t
i gnor es t he danger of nat ur e. Si mi l ar l y, t hi s t r ai t di st i ngui shes i t f r omacommu-
ni st di scour se whi ch, ever haunt ed by t he r epr esent at i on of a t ot al soci al r eal i t y,
of a f l awl ess body, does not t ol er at e an at t achment t o si gns whi chwoul d st r i ke at
i t s i nt egr i t y, whi ch suppor t s i t sel f by mul t i pl yi ng t aboos about subj ect s whi ch
escape soci al cont r ol s . Thi s di scour se i s di st i ngui shed, t oo, by i t s apt i t ude f or
l et t i ng i t s agent s speak i nst ead of r est r i ct i ng t he gr ant i ng of speech, def endi ng
i t sel f agai nst t he vi ol at i on of i t s space by si mul at i ngwi t hi n i t sel f a pl ace f or t he
cont r adi ct or .
The syst em' s ef f ect i veness si mul t aneousl y supposes t he r epr esent at i on of t he

di scour se' s sci ent i f i ci t y . I n one sense, t he l at t er was f ound at t he hear t of
bour geoi s i deol ogy ; but wi t h i t , sci ence st i l l r epr esent s a vi si bl e pol e. Di scour se
on sci ence exi st s at t he same t i me as an expl oi t at i on of sci ence i n or der t o
el abor at e soci al r eal i t y . I n t he cont ext of i ndust r i al pr oduct i on i t sel f , a knowl edge
of t he r at i onal i t y of l abour i s def used, a knowl edgewhi ch i s di spl ayed, but whi ch
i s al so ci r cumscr i bed wi t hi n t he l i mi t s of a r ul i ng appar at us . Tayl or i sm, as i s
known, wi l l event ual l y gi ve i t i t s f ul l expr essi on. Assur edl y, t he per si st ence of t he
ol d i deol ogy must her e agai n be r ecogni zed, but even mor e so, t he ext ent of t he
modi f i cat i ons whi ch have occur r ed must be measur ed. Fi r st l y, t he l ocus of t he
ent er pr i se must be consi der ed, not t o det ermi ne t he f eat ur es of i t s act ual t r ans-
f ormat i on, but i n or der t o exami ne t he r epr esent at i on . I t i s t he r epr esent at i on of
t he or gani zat i on, one whi ch i s not a pr oduct nor an appl i cat i on of sci ence, but
whi chembodi es i t , and whose f ormul a i s not t he pr oper t y of t hemanager i al cl ass
but i s i nscr i bed i n r eal i t y . Thi s r epr esent at i on no l onger t ol er at es t he di vi si on of
di r ect or s and t hose who execut e t hei r di r ect i ves, nor t he di vi si on of human
l abour and means of pr oduct i on; i t l i nks al l t he t erms by ef f aci ng t hei r subor di na-
t i on, i n or der t o ar t i cul at e t hemwi t hi n ast r uct ur ewhi chwoul d f unct i on i n i t sel f ,
t hr ough r at i onal i mper at i ves, and i ndependent l y of men' s desi r es and choi ces.
The i mage of t he i nst ances of deci si on and r est r ai nt , t he i mage of t he r ul e, ar e
cover ed by t he l awof t he or gani zat i on. Thi s l awcoi nci des wi t h t he or gani zat i on' s
di scour se ; i t i s conceal ed f r omt he subj ect ' s vi ew, al t hough her e and t her e t hey
r eveal absur di t y i n t he det ai l s of pr ogr ammedoper at i ons . I t s ef f ect i veness l i es i n
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t hat i t i s not per cei ved as ext er nal ; j ust as t he ef f ect i veness of t he di scour se whi ch
t r ansmi t s i t l i es i n t he f act t hat i t i s not const r ai ned t o appear as di scour se on t he
or gani zat i on, or t hat t he l at t er , havi ng j ust been expr essed, onl y r epr esent s a par t
of t he f ormer , and l eaves as i mpl i ci t i t s val i di t y and l egi t i macy. Thi s i nf er ence of
t he l awand di scour se i s onl y possi bl e because t he agent s f i nd i n t hemt he f ormof
t hei r est abl i shed r el at i on, because t hei r act i on and cooper at i on ar e supposed t o
be pr ef i gur ed i n t he model of t he or gani zat i on. But i t woul d be a mi st ake t o t hi nk
t hat t he r el at i on bet ween i ndi vi dual s i s r ei f i ed, t o use t heMar xi st expr essi on; t he
model t ends t o conver t t he subj ect i nt o t he "or gani zat i onal man" , as Whyt e
i ndi cat es . I n ot her wor ds, what i s consi der ed as r eal becomes t he or gani zat i on;
i ndi cat i ons of a r at i onal i zat i on i n i t sel f of soci al r eal i t y, and t hose of hi s own
i dent i t y ar e pr ovi ded accor di ng t o a supposed knowl edge t hat t he or gani zat i on
hol ds over hi m.
Agai n, i t must be emphasi zed t hat t hi s r epr esent at i on i s not ci r cumscr i bed

wi t hi n t he l i mi t s of t he pr oduct i on ent er pr i se. I t i s pr opagat ed i n al l t he gr eat
soci al est abl i shment s, i t ! commer ci al ent er pr i ses, i n publ i c and pr i vat e admi ni s-
t r at i ons i n t he uni ver si t i es, i n hospi t al s.
The or gani zat i on' s di scour se i s not r eal i zed i n t he t ot al i t ar i an f ant asy . We

have al r eady not ed i t s l i mi t s . Yet i t i s i mpor t ant t o poi nt out t he suppor t gi ven t o
i t by t he di f f usi on of t he r epr esent at i on of sci ence out si de of t he cont ext whi ch
wehave j ust ment i oned. Thi s r epr esent at i on does not al l owi t sel f t o be l ocal i zed .
I n i t i s i nvest ed a gener al i zed bel i ef i n t he sel f - i nt el l i gi bi l i t y of soci al r eal i t y and
t he sel f - i nt el l i gi bi l i t y of man. I n ot her wor ds, at t he l evel of obj ect i vi t y, t he
di st i nct i ons essent i al t o bour geoi s i deol ogy t end t o be ef f aced: t hose of nat ur e, of
t he psyche, and of t he soci et y. I n par t i cul ar , i t i s i mpossi bl e t o appr eci at e t he
r ange of t he or gani zat i on' s di scour se and how i t i s pr eser ved i n t he i mpl i ci t
wi t hout poi nt i ng out t hewor k ef f ect ed by t he human sci ences . - As Mar cuse has
r i ght l y not ed, t he of f i ci al di scour se of psychol ogy and soci ol ogy i s gover ned by
ar t i f i ci al i sm, oper at i onal i smand f ormal i sm. The psyche, soci et y and cul t ur e ar e
commonl y def i ned as syst ems ; t he gener al model of an or gani zat i on, of t he
per sonal i t y' s f unct i oni ng i s i mposed by t he concept s of soci al i nt egr at i on, com-
muni cat i on, t ensi on and r egul at i on, i n t he si mpl est or t he most sophi st i cat ed
ver si ons .
Tr ut hf ul l y, i f we wi shed t o devel op t he anal ysi s of t he var i ous f orms of

i deol ogy, i t woul d be necessar y t o exami ne t he uni que cont r i but i on ( even mor eso
i n t hat t hey ar e of t en pr esent ed as ant i - i deol ogi cal cr i t i ci sm) of l i t er at ur e and
l i t er ar y t heor y, of phi l osophy ,or aest het i cs . Ther e i s a sear ch f or a l anguage
whi ch makes t he quest i on of i t s genesi s per cept i bl e, whi chno l onger accept s t he
assur ance of t he nar r at i ve, t he novel , t he i mage, t he t heor y, t he assur ance of a
nat ur al di st ance bet ween a supposed subj ect and a supposed obj ect , a l anguage
whi ch depar t s f r omt he est abl i shed l i nes of r eadi ng and wr i t i ng, of t he vi ewer
and vi si bl e, of t he aut hor and t he ot her , whi ch wel comes t he depar t ur e of
meani ng, t he br eak of or i gi n, as Mer l eau- Pont y woul d say . Thi s l anguage i s
appl i ed t o deci pher i ng unconsci ous st r uct ur es i nwhi ch desi r e and t hought ar e at
wor k bef or e any t hought or desi r e t akes f orm. I n shor t , al l t hat gi ves st r engt h t o
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t he i nst i t ut i ng di scour se f i nds i t sel f hi dden under t he newi l l usi on of amachi ner y
of t he t ext , of t hought , desi r e, t he i l l usi on of a game i n i t sel f , of di f f er ence, of t he
" r eal " suppr essi on of t he subj ect , sense, or i gi n, hi st or y . I t i s an i l l usi on whi ch
gi ves subst ance t o newi ndi cat i ons, whi ch i s mai nt ai ned by el udi ng t he hazar ds of
t he unconquer abl e di vi si on bet ween t he one and t he ot her , bet ween sense and
nonsense, bet ween t he space of t he wor k and t hat of t he wor l d, bet ween what i s
wi t hi n andwhat i s wi t hout , an i l l usi on whi ch, i n al l modes of wr i t i ng, r esul t s i n a
t echni que of i l l egi bi l i t y, whi ch si gni f i cant l y t ends t o abat e t he danger of i nt er pr e-
t at i on, pr ovi di ng t he pr ocess of occul t at i on whi ch gover ns t he or gani zat i ons' s
di scour se wi t h i t s pr eci se r esponse.
But si ncewemust be cont ent wi t h onl y a gl i mpse of t hese cont r i but i ons, l et us

r at her emphasi ze psychol ogy, because i t oper at es, not at t he per i pher y, but at t he
cent er of t he newi deol ogy . I ndeed, howcan one f ai l t o see t hat i t i s psychol ogy
whi chpr ovi des t he or gani zat i on wi t h t he r epr esent at i on of a knowl edge about
t he subj ect , whi ch f eeds t he i l l usi on of t he agent ' s eval uat i on, not of hi s apt i t ude,
but of hi s per sonal i t y . I t pl aces t hi s i l l usi on i n t hemat er i al i t y of a bat t er y of t est s,
quest i onnai r es, and mai nt enance gui des, i n an appar at us cl ai med t o be sci ent i f i c,
whose t r i pl e f unct i on i s t o det ermi ne t he i mage of t he "or gani zat i onal man" , t o
make hi mappear t o hi msel f t hr ough knowl edge of t he ot her , and t o conceal t he
i mage of t hose i n power by gener at i ng t he i l l usi on of an i mper sonal norm.
Undoubt edl y, one coul d j ust l y not e t hat t heent i r e syst emof educat i on, andnot

onl y psychol ogy, i s or gani zed accor di ng t o a capaci t y t o measur e knowl edge and
i mposes t he sel f - i mage of an eval uat ed i ndi vi dual . I t must al so be obser ved i n
passi ng t hat oneof t he domi nant t hemes i n moder n pedagogy, sel f - eval uat i on, i s
among t he most ef f ect i ve f or obl i t er at i ng t he educat or ' s pr esence and f or i nvi s-
i bl y i mpr i nt i ng t he power ' s di scour se. I n any case, di pl oma-wor shi p-
i ndependent of t he- educat i on syst em' s ef f or t s t o pr ocur e t he "soci al l y necessar y"
agent s f or t he wor l d of t he or gani zat i on- gener at es, i n t he ent i r e r ange of
soci et y, t he i ndi vi dual ' s i dent i f i cat i on wi t h t he agent of knowl edge.
Even t hough . i t i s mor e par t i cul ar , psychol ogy' s act i on i s no l ess deci si ve,

because t hr ough i t , t he i magi nar y "per sonal i t y" ar i ses : a syst emdeci pher abl e f or
t he ot her , or si nce t he ot her t akes r ef uge behi nd sci ence, one whi ch woul d be
of f er ed t o t he under st andi ng of t he or gani zat i on. For t he r est , t he psychol ogi st ' s
pl ace i n t he syst em of educat i on cannot r ecei ve enough at t ent i on . Even ver y
young chi l dr en ar e af f ect ed by t est i ng. The psychol ogi st ' s knowl edge penet r at es
t hemal r eady at t hi s age, i n or der t o i mpr i nt upon t hemt he mar k of i napt i t ude or
devi ance. He i s sl owl y subst i t ut ed f or t he educat or , t o di spl ace t he r el at i on t o t he
l aw, t owar d of f t he vi si bl e bl owof aut hor i t y, and t o l i nk sanct i on t o t he decr ee of
a neut r al and anonymous f or ce.
Mor eover , i t i s i mpossi bl e not t o exami ne t he gr eat st agi ng of sci ent i f i ci t y

devel oped by r adi o, t el evi si on and t he pr i nt ed medi a. The i ncant at i on t o soci al
communi cat i on i s doubl ed by one t o i nf ormat i on. We cannot under est i mat e t he
hol d of t he exper t s' knowl edge, or of t he ser vant s of sci ent i f i c vul gar i zat i on, who,
day af t er day, di spense t he t r ut h about chi l d educat i on, f or exampl e, about t he
coupl e, sexual i t y, t he secr et s of t he or gani smor of space. I t i s not onl y t hemagi c
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of t he ent r e- noun whi ch r ender s ever yt hi ng speakabl e; t her e i s al so t hemagi c of
obj ect i vi t y . One f eat ur e of t he syst emwhi ch must not escape our at t ent i on
i ndi cat es agai n t he di st ance t aken wi t h r egar d t o t ot al i t ar i an i deol ogy . The
bor der s of knowl edge ar e not r epr esent ed, nor i s i t necessar y f or t hemt o be. I f
ever yt hi ng can be pr onounced, t he i ndef i ni t eness of what i s sai d must be not ed;
t hus i t s per pet ual newness . Tot al i t ar i ani smi nsur es i t sel f agai nst t he hazar d of a
f r agment at i on of t i me t hr ough t he st ar k asser t i on of a hi st or i cal t r ut h, whi ch

makes t he devel opment of t he pr esent f r omf ut ur e pr ogr ess ( i n such a way t hat

t her e ar e al ways onl y cer t ai n ut t er abl e t hi ngs wi t hi n t he bor der s of t he est ab-
l i shed or der , and t hat t he unknown i s domest i cat ed, ci r cumscr i bed t o t he l evel of
what i s known) . Wher e i t act s i n t hat way, t he new i deol ogi cal di scour se agai n
t akes hol d of si gns, cul t i vat es t hem, i n or der t o ef f ace t he hi st or i cal t hr eat . As
soci al communi cat i on i s cont ent t o be r eal i zed her e and now, knowl edge i s
exhi bi t ed her e and now, bear i ng t he sol ut i ons t o t he secr et of nat ur e, t hesecr et of
man, ar ousi ng a f asci nat i on wi t h t he pr esent . Not knowi ng, t hen, si gni f i es not
coi nci di ng wi t h t he t i mes, , not coi nci di ng wi t h soci al exi st ence as i t i s mani f est ed.
I t si gni f i es i ncur r i ng t he soci et y' s t aci t sanct i on, excl udi ng onesel f f r oml egi t i -
mat e soci al bonds .
"Newness" , t hen, i s not hi ng mor e t han t he mat er i al i zed pr oof of t empor al

di f f er ence, of t he hi st or i cal , and t hus of i t s conceal ment behi nd t he i l l usi on of a
di f f er ence i n t i me, of a mast er abl e di st ance f r omt he pr esent t o t he past , of a
conquer abl e r el at i on t o t he pr esent as such. I nvi si bl e once agai n i s t he oper at i on
whi ch di f f uses t he ef f ect s of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y, whi ch at t empt s t o
pr ohi bi t t he quest i on about t he sense of t he est abl i shed or der , t he quest i on about
pot ent i al i t y . Wher eas pot ent i al i t y i s l i nked t o desi r e, wher eas i t br i ngs i nt o pl ay
t he r ef usal of exper i ence, newness bl ocks t he vi ew. I n ot her wor ds, i t i s t he r at t l e
whi ch an i nf ant i l i zed gr oup t r i es t o gr asp or cat ch, al ways a mot i on behi nd t he
appear ance of t he obj ect t hey ar e t o know. Once agai n we must not negl ect t o
associ at e wi t h t he mani a f or newness at al l t he bor der s of or gani zat i ons, t he
mani amani f est ed ( especi al l y i n Fr ancewhi ch i s exempl ar y i n t hi s r espect ) by t he
ci r cl es of i nt el l i gent si a, devour ed by t he f ear of not pr oduci ng or not gr aspi ng
t hat l i t t l e t hi ng whi ch car r i es t he guar ant ee of t he deat h of t he past and of t he
f ul l ness or spl endour of t he pr esent .
I n concl usi on, we hol d t hat i t i s f r omt hi s per spect i ve t hat t he f unct i on of

i deol ogy i n consumer soci et y coul d be i nt er pr et ed. Too many anal yses, i n t he
cont ext of a cr i t i cal soci ol ogy, per pet uat e ambi gui t y i n over emphasi zi ng t he
consumpt i on pr act i ce. I t may not be possi bl e t o concei ve of t hi s pr act i ce wi t hout
l i nki ng i t t o t he genesi s of hi st or i cal soci et y . Wemay onl y be abl e t o at t empt t o
i nt er pr et t hr ough t hi s phenomenon t he si gns of t he i nst i t ut i on of soci al r eal i t y,
of whi ch no one i s t he i nst i gat or , and we may not be abl e t o do bet t er t han t o
quest i on a wor l d i n whi chour own i dent i t y i s gi ven t o us . Ont he ot her hand, t he
r epr esent at i on whi ch haunt s t he consumpt i on pr act i ce i s open t o cr i t i ci sm
pr eci sel y i n t hat i t ar i ses f r om t he i nst i t ut i on' s act i ons t o conceal i t , t hat i t
devel ops a " r esponse" dest i ned t o conj ugat e t he i nsecur i t y engender ed by t he
di f f er ent i at i on and t he "not knowi ng" of t he di f f er ent i at i on i n space and t i me.
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Baudr i l l ar d has shown i n dept h t hat t he consumer pr oduct , what ever i t s
nat ur e, does not exer ci se an at t r act i on i n or der t o r espond t o some need whose
or i gi n can be l ocat ed i n t he i ndi vi dual or gr oup. I t becomes t he r epr esent at i ve of a
" syst emof obj ect s" i n whi ch ar e r el at ed t he demand, t he sat i sf act i on and t he
ar t i cul at i on of t he si gns t o each ot her , i n such away t hat i t t ur ns back on i t sel f and
pr esent s t he i l l usi on of soci al r eal i t y as such. I n t hi s sense, t he di scour se of
consumpt i on condenses t he r epr esent at i on of t he or gani zat i on and of communi -
cat i on. I t i nt r oduces a uni ver se wher e t he di f f er ence bet ween pr oducer and
pr oduct i s ef f aced t hr ough t he appear ance of an i ndependent net wor k of obj ect s
andwher e t he di f f er ence bet ween someone and someone el se i s si mul t aneousl y
ef f aced t hr ough t he appear ance of a common adher ence t o t he samewor l d. Yet i t
st i l l must be not ed t hat what i s consumed i s i ncessant l y new, t he r epr esent at i ve
of a di f f er ence i n t i me whi ch f eeds desi r e by si mul at i ng an i ndef i ni t e r et ur n t o t he
desi r ed obj ect , at t he pr eci se moment wher e t he desi r e i s hel d by t he r epr esent a-
t i on. Thi s si mul at i on, once agai n, i ndi cat es anat t empt t o r epr esent t he hi st or i cal ,
t o make change i nvi si bl e by det ermi ni ng t he vi si bl e .
Nonet hel ess, by hol di ng t o t hese obser vat i ons we mi ght mi ss t he essent i al

i deol ogi cal f unct i on . of consumpt i on di scour se, because t he i l l usi on i t subst an-
t i at es i s t hat of a wor l d wher e man per cei ves onl y si gns of men. I t i s a wor l d
whosespace i s open t o any r out e, wher e al l i s per cept i bl e pr ovi ded t hat one has
t he means, a wor l d wher e vi si on, t he mani pul at i on of obj ect s, act i vi t y ar e
mul t i pl i ed by an i nst r ument wi t hout obst acl e, and ar e as i f f i t t ed t o somet hi ng
al l - vi si bl e, al l - mani pul abl e, al l - expl or abl e . We need onl y consi der t he adver t i s-
i ng whi ch pr esent s us wi t h t he house of our dr eams, r eady t o wel comeus, key i n
t he door ; i t summar i zes a ver y l ong di scour se on soci al r eal i t y whi ch t eaches t hat
t he t hi ngs of t he out si de ar e t her e, wi t hi n, t hat t he uni ver se i s ar r anged f or man,
t hat nat ur e i s t he envi r onment . Ther e, i deol ogy r eaches t he l i mi t of i t s t ask ; i t
put s t he gr eat wal l i n pl ace, but makes i t i nvi si bl e, saves i t sel f havi ng t o make a
st at ement about whol e man and t he t ot al soci et y .
But al t hough i deol ogy achi eves i t s t ask, must we t hi nk t hat i t s cont r adi ct i ons

ar e r esol ved? Howcoul d t hey be i f i t i s t r ue t hat hi st or i cal soci et y i s t hat soci et y
whi ch undermi nes any r epr esent at i on of i t s i nst i t ut i on?
The mor e t hat di scour se on soci al r eal i t y seeks t o coi nci de wi t h soci al di s-

cour se, t he mor e i t appl i es i t sel f t o mast er i ng t he unmast er abl e act i vi t y of t he
i nst i t ut i on, t o t aki ng hol d of t he si gns of t he i nst i t ut or , and t he mor e i t r uns t he
r i sk of l osi ng t he f unct i on assumed unt i l t hen by i deol ogy ; t he l egi t i mat i on of t he
est abl i shed or der , not onl y t hat of a r egi me of owner shi p, but t hat of r eal i t y as
such; i t gener at es t he condi t i ons f or a quest i oni ng whi ch ( i n t he East as wel l as
t he West ) i s ai med beyond t he expr essi ons of power and expl oi t at i on, at t he
i ndi ces of soci al i zat i on i n t hemoder nwor l d, andwhi ch br i ngs t he quest i on of t he
Ot her and Bei ng back i nt o f ocus .

Par i s, Fr ance
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Gydr gy Mar kus

Ther e i s sur pr i si ng agr eement concer ni ng t he si gni f i cance of Mar x' s t heor y of
i deol ogy, i nasmuch as i t i s gener al l y r egar ded as one of hi s maj or cont r i but i ons
bot h t o a gener al soci al t heor y and t o phi l osophy . Thr ough t he i nt r oduct i on of
t hi s t heor y, Mar x i s sai d t o have ser i ousl y cont r i but ed t o a f undament al
r eor i ent at i on- an hi st or i cal l y and soci al l y or i ent ed " t ur n" - i n t he t r eat ment of
pr obl ems concer ni ng human knowl edge and cogni t i on. Thi s agr eement about
t he hi st or i cal i mpor t ance of t he t heor y never t hel ess goes hand i n hand wi t h an
al most compl et e di sagr eement about t hecont ent of t hesesi gni f i cant vi ews. Bot h
Mar xi st and non-Mar xi st i nt er pr et at i ons of t he Mar xi an concept of i deol ogy
seem t o di sagr ee about even t he most el ement ar y - quest i ons concer ni ng i t s
meani ng. Does t he not i on of i deol ogy car r y a negat i ve- pej or at i ve emphasi s, or i s
i t i n t hi s r espect val ue- neut r al and t her ef or e capabl eof bei ng appl i ed t oMar x' s
own t heor y, whi ch coul d i n t ur n be char act er i sed ( at l east i n i t s i nt ent i ons) as a
"sci ent i f i c i deol ogy"? Does sci ence, i ncl udi ng t he nat ur al sci ences, r epr esent t he
pr i nci pal opposi t e of i deol ogy, or i s i t j ust oneof t hef orms of i t s mani f est at i ons?
I s t he t heor y of i deol ogy essent i al l y a genet i c one, deal i ng above al l wi t h
pr obl ems concer ni ng t he hi st or i cal or i gi n of i deas r egar ded as ef f ect s of ot her
causes? Or i s i t a f unct i onal t heor y t hat basi cal l y deal s wi t h pr obl ems r el at ed t o
t he ef f ect s whi ch i deas and t hei r syst ems- t r eat ed as r el at i vel y i ndependent
causes- can anddo have i n ot her ar eas of soci al l y si gni f i cant behavi our ? To al l
t hese, cer t ai nl y ver y basi c, quest i ons onecanf i nd wi del y di f f er i ng, even di amet r i -
cal l y opposed, answer s.
Thesi t uat i on becomes even mor epar adoxi cal i f onet ur ns f r omt hesecondar y

i nt er pr et at i ve l i t er at ur e t owar d t hoseper haps mor e si gni f i cant wr i t i ngs whi ch
at t empt t o cont i nue t he t r adi t i on i ni t i at ed by t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol -
ogy. On t he one hand, i t seems uncl ear how t hese t heor i es can appeal t o a
common ancest r y at al l , si nce t hey deal wi t h qui t e di ver gent , al most unr el at ed
t opi cs ., I n t he so- cal l ed concept of " i deol ogi cal st at e appar at uses" - devel oped i n
st r uct ur al i st Mar xi smby Al t husser , f or i nst ance, t he t erm " i deol ogy" r ef er s
essent i al l y t o t hef unct i oni ng of such i nst i t ut i ons as t he f ami l y, t heschool syst em,
t he Chur ch, and t he mass medi a. I n t he wor ks of Mar xi st s such as Lukacs or
Luci en Gol dmann, however , i deol ogy al most excl usi vel y denot es t he par adi g-
mat i c pr oduct s of hi gh cul t ur e- gr eat phi l osophi cal syst ems, exempl ar y wor ks
of ar t , t he hi st or i cal l y most si gni f i cant soci al and economi c t heor i es, and so on.
On t he ot her hand, and despi t e t he r adi cal l y di ver gent pr obl emat i cs t hey deal

*Thi s i s an expanded and r evi sed dr af t of a l ect ur e f i r st pr esent ed at t he Depar t ment of Phi l osophy,
NewSchool f or Soci al Resear ch, NewYor k, Apr i l 1981 .
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wi t h under t he commonnameof i deol ogy, bot h of t hese vi ews have one t hi ng i n
common, namel y, t hat t hei r st andpoi nt i s st r angel y i r r econci l abl e wi t h t he best
known, so t o say. " i nt r oduct or y" , st at ement of Mar x on i deol ogy : i t i s not i deas
whi ch make or t r ansf ormhi st or y, because i deas ar e mer e subl i mat es of mat er i al
l i f e act i vi t i es i n t he heads of i ndi vi dual s . So Al t husser r egar ds t he i deol ogi cal
st at e appar at uses as or gani sat i ons t hr ough whose oper at i on t he empi r i cal i ndi -
vi dual f i r st becomes const i t ut ed as t he al l egedl y act i ve subj ect i n soci et y ; t hese
appar at uses ar e ascr i bed a det ermi ni ng r ol e i n t he cepr oduct i on of t he domi nant
syst emof soci al r el at i ons . Anal ogousl y, r epr esent at i ves of so- cal l ed humani st or
hi st or i ci st Mar xi sm- especi al l y f ol l owi ng t he hi st or i cal t r auma of Fasci sm-
have ei t her under l i ned t he emanci pat or y pot ent i al of ( at l east some) pr oduct s of
aut onomous hi gh cul t ur e, or ( l i ke Ador no and Hor khei mer ) t hey have empha-
si zed t hat t he l oss of t he aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e has been one of t he basi c
causes of a f or ecl osur e of r eal possi bi l i t i es of emanci pat i on i n moder n soci et y .

I have r ef er r ed her e, essent i al l y f or r het or i cal pur poses, t o t he vagar i es whi ch
mar k t he hi st or y of t he r ecept i on and i nt er pr et at i on of t heMar xi an concept i on
of i deol ogy, t o f i nd some j ust i f i cat i on f or a r enewed at t empt t o di sent angl e an ol d
and r at her bor i ng quest i on: What di d Mar x mean by " i deol ogy"? But t he
pr obl ems j ust i ndi cat ed may per haps al so pr ovi de some i ni t i al suppor t f or my
ownemphasi s on t he compl exi t y and het er ogenei t y of t he t heor et i cal concept of
i deol ogy as i t i s act ual l y used wi t hi n t he t ext s of Mar x . I shal l t r y t o ar gue i n t he
f ol l owi ng t hat Mar x depl oyed t hi s concept i n di st i nct l y di f f er ent cont ext s, f or
di f f er ent pur poses and t hat , accor di ngl y, t hi s concept has r ecogni zabl y di f f er ent
meani ngs i n hi s wr i t i ngs . And whi l e t he t hr ee di f f er ent meani ngs of i deol ogy I
shal l t r y t o di st i ngui sh ar e cl ear l y i nt er connect ed, any at t empt t o per cei ve t hese
as var i ous aspect s of a uni f i ed br oader appr oach cont ai ns not onl y some si gni f i -
cant l acunae- a f act i ndi cat ed by Mar x hi msel f - but may wel l al so cont ai n some
i nner st r ai ns whi ch ar e not so easy t o over come.

I f one t ur ns t o t he ver y t ext s of Mar x i n whi ch he ei t her di r ect l y addr essed ( or
at l east al l uded t o) t he pr obl emat i cs of i deol ogy, i t becomes r at her evi dent t hat
t he t erm i s most f r equent l y used i n a cr i t i cal , di r ect l y pol emi cal way. I n The
German I deol ogy, f or i nst ance, t he concept of i deol ogy i nvar i abl y has a negat i ve,
what i s mor e, unmaski ng meani ng. I t desi gnat es t hose phi l osophi cal and soci al -
pol i t i cal t heor i es whi ch concei ve i deas and t hei r syst ems as t he mai nspr i ngs of
hi st or i cal pr ogr ess . I deol ogi cal t heor i es t r ansf orm t hemsel ves- and t her eby
t hei r cr eat or s, t he i nt el l ect ual s- i nt o t he hi dden demi ur ges of hi st or y . Tr ue, at
some poi nt s Mar x seems t o oper at e even i n t hese pol emi cal cont ext s wi t h a
br oader concept , one t hat embr aces al l t hose cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons whi ch
hi st or y by r ef er ence t o somemet ahi st or i cal , et er nal pr i nci pl e i n gener al ( t hus t he
Feuer bachi an t heor y of r el i gi on i s r egar ded as i deol ogi cal si nce i t expl ai ns
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rel i gi on i n t erms of an ahi st or i cal human essence) . But , f undament al l y, t he
cr i t i que of i deol ogy i n t hi s sense means t he " unmaski ng" of any at t empt t o
demonst r at e t he supr emacy of spi r i t i n hi st or y . ' The concept of i deol ogy i s a
pol emi cal t ool di r ect ed agai nst al l var i ant s of hi st or i cal i deal i sm. I n opposi t i on t o
t hi s i deal i sm, Mar x poses hi s t heor et i cal and, above al l , pr act i cal mat er i al i sm: . i t
i s not t heor et i cal t r ansf ormat i ons of i nt er pr et at i ons of t he wor l d, but t he pr act i -
cal t r ansf ormat i on of t he mat er i al l i f e condi t i ons of soci et y and t he mat er i al
l i f e- act i vi t i es of pr oduct s t hat const i t ut es t he t er r ai n of deci si ve soci al st r uggl es
t hr ough whi ch t he f at e of human pr ogr ess i s r esol ved. Thi s i s pr eci sel y t he
( r at her si mpl e) poi nt of t he f amous, and of t en over - i nt er pr et ed, met aphor about
t he camer a obscur a : i n i deol ogi es, as i n a camer a obscur a, ever yt hi ng appear s
upsi de- down because- per def i ni t i onem- i deol ogi cal syst ems of bel i ef suppose
t hemsel ves t o be t he ul t i mat e det ermi nant s of human mat er i al act i vi t i es wher e-
as, i n r eal l i f e, t he pr act i cal l y enact ed and i nst i t ut i onal i sed r el at i ons bet ween
pr oducer s const i t ut e bot h t he ul t i mat e sour ce and t he cr i t er i on of ef f i cacy f or t he
cul t ur al l y el abor at ed syst ems of soci al bel i ef .
To t hi s concept of i deol ogy cor r esponds a def i ni t e i nt el l ect ual pr act i ce- t hat

of cr i t i cal l y unmaski ng bel i ef s t hr ough a demonst r at i on of t hei r soci al det ermi na-
t i on andgenesi s . I n t hese pol emi cal cont ext s, Mar x empl oys a genet i c met hodof
cr i t i que of i deol ogi es, t he essence of whi ch consi st s i n t he r educt i on of syst ems of
t hought t o t he consci ous or unconsci ous soci al i nt er est s whi ch t hey expr ess . To
di scover behi nd t he haught y phr ases about t he t r anscendent . power or et er nal
r ul e of i deas, t he hi dden sway of wel l - def i ned- but compl et el y unt hemat i zed-
nar r owcl ass or gr oup i nt er est s i s t o r adi cal l y r ef ut e t hei r val i di t y . And i t i s i n t he
cont ext of t hi s cr i t i ci sm as unmaski ng t hat i deol ogi es appear - per haps at f i r st
gl ance i n a cont r adi ct or y way- bot h as al i en t o r eal - l i f e specul at i ons and as
t r ansposi t i ons of t he domi nant mat er i al r el at i ons of power i nt o t he r eal mof
t hought . By t r ansf ormi ng def i ni t e soci al i nt er est s i nt o t he r equi r ement s of
human r eason as such, t hese syst ems of t hought cont r i but e t o t he st abi l i sat i on of
t he gi ven r el at i ons of soci al domi nat i on: t he f i xat i on of . bel i ef becomes amodeof
l egi t i mat i on.

I t i s possi bl e t hat by bor r owi ng t he t erm" i deol ogy" f r omt he l ast r epr esent a-
t i ves of t he Fr enchEnl i ght enment , Dest ut t de Tr acy and hi s smal l phi l osophi cal
cot er i e, Mar x i ndi cat es an awar eness about t he t r adi t i ons and r oot s of hi s own
concept i on. What ever t he case may be, i t i s cl ear t hat hi s pol emi cal , unmaski ng
concept of . i deol ogy st ands i n a r el at i on of di r ect cont i nui t y wi t h some el ement s
i n t he her i t age of t he Enl i ght enment , par t i cul ar l y wi t h i t s " cr i t i que of pr ej u-
di ces" , concei ved as soci al l y i nduced def ormat i ons of r eason. So one can t r ace
back- as Hans Bar t h act ual l y di d- t he i nt el l ect ual ancest r y of t hi s concept t o. t he
Baconi an cr i t i ci smof t he i dol s of mar ket pl ace and t heat r e- or even f ur t her , t o
t he sophi st s and t oGr eek enl i ght enment i n gener al . But one shoul d al so add t hat
Mar x i s t he cr i t i c of t hi s t r adi t i on as wel l as i t s cont i nuat or . Fr omt he st andpoi nt
of hi s t heor y of i deol ogy, a cr i t i ci smof pr ej udi ces i n t he name of an i mpar t i al
r eason or an et er nal and normat i vel y concei ved human nat ur e i s i t sel f deepl y
i deol ogi cal . Mar x' s pol emi cs agai nst t he hi dden i nt er est s const i t ut i ng and
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det ermi ni ng t he syst ems of i deol ogy ar e not conduct ed i n t he name of an
ahi st or i c r at i onal i t y al l egedl y abl e t o over come al l hi st or i cal l i mi t at i ons ; t hey ar e
i nst ead conduct ed i n t he name of hi st or i cal l y and soci al l y def i ned, concr et e and
" l i mi t ed" needs and suf f er i ngs whi ch ar e pr oduced and i nduced by t he same
soci al i nt er est s . I n t he cont ext s wear e speaki ng about , t he t heor y of i deol ogy t o a
l ar ge ext ent pr ovi des a cr i t i ci sm, even a sel f - cr i t i ci sm, of t he "pr of essi onal
consci ousness" of i nt el l ect ual s who, as " pr oducer s of i deas" , ar e bent on ascr i bi ng
a myt hi cal ef f i cacy t o t hei r own act i vi t y . I n t hi s way t hey cr eat e f or t hei r own
act i vi t y a bogus l egi t i mat i on, and t her eby t hey r ender t hemsel ves i ncapabl e of
under st andi ng i t s r eal soci al det ermi nat i on and f unct i on: t hr ough t hi s l ack of
cr i t i cal sel f - awar eness t hey become- of t en qui t e unwi t t i ngl y- apol ogi st s of a
gi ven, pr e- f i xed syst emof soci al domi nat i on and i nj ust i ce .

I f t hi s pol emi cal unmaski ng concept of " i deol ogy" i s t he most f r equent ,
pr eponder ant one i n Mar x' s wr i t i ngs, t her e ar e, however , passages i n hi s wor ks
wher e t he same t ermacqui r es anot her , syst emat i c- expl anat or y meani ng. One
has onl y t o l ook at t he f amous Pr ef ace t o t he Cont r i but i on t o t he Cr i t i que of
Pol i t i cal Economy, t o see an exampl e of t hi s non- pol emi cal t ype of meani ng.
Her e i deol ogy cl ear l y desi gnat es not a speci f i c, cr i t i ci zabl e t ype of soci o-
phi l osophi c t heor y but a much br oader r ange of human act i vi t i es : def i ni t e
br anches of " cul t ur al pr oduct i on" ( gei st i ge Pr odukt i on) and t hei r pr oduct s, anda
cor r espondi ng l evel of soci al i nt er act i on and conf l i ct . The mai n f unct i on of t hi s
expl anat or y, essent i al l y f unct i onal . concept of i deol ogy i s t o pr ovi de apar t of t he
answer t o t he quest i onMar x al r eady posed i n The German I deol ogy : How, and
t hr oughwhat mechani sms do t he i deas of t he r ul i ng cl ass become t he r ul i ng i deas
i n soci et y? Thi s quest i on i s evi dent l y equi val ent t o t heWeber i an pr obl emof how
syst ems of soci al r ul e ar e l egi t i mat ed under condi t i ons of i nequal i t y and
expl oi t at i on.
At t hi s poi nt one "phi l ol ogi cal " r emar k i s per t i nent . I n t hewhol e cor pus of hi s

wr i t i ngs, as Kor sch poi nt ed out , Mar x never appl i ed t he t erm" i deol ogy" t o t he
phenomena of ever yday consci ousness . For hi m. ( and i n opposi t i on t o many
l at t er - day Mar xi st s) , t he soci al domi nat i on of t he i deas of t he domi nat i ng cl ass i s
pr i mar i l y not t he r esul t of t he l at t er ' s monopol y over t hemeans of di ssemi nat i on
of i deas ; i t i s not a mat t er of i ndoct r i nat i on i nt o a def i ni t e t ype of cul t ur e
pr oduced asi de f r omever yday pr act i cal l i f e and onl y i nt el l ect ual l y super i mposed
over i t s act or s . On t he cont r ar y, i t i s Mar x' s t heor y of t he soci al det ermi nat i on of
ever yday t hi nki ng whi ch pr ovi des t he basi s bot h f or an answer t o t he quest i on
posed above and f or an under st andi ng of t he f unct i onal r ol e of i deol ogi es i n
soci et y . I t i s t her ef or e necessar y t o el abor at e br i ef l y on t hi s poi nt , whi ch can be
desi gnat ed as a t heor y of " f al se consci ousness - - at ermwhi ch of cour se appear s
onl y i n Engel s.
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Accor di ng t o Mar x, a soci al syst eml i ke capi t al i sm, at l east i n some negat i ve
sense, i s sel f - l egi t i mat i ng. Thr ough t he ver y wor ki ng of i t s soci o- economi c
mechani sms i t pr oduces i n t he i ndi vi dual s caught up i n i t s pr act i ces a mat r i x of
t hought , a way of di r ect l y per cei vi ng and i nt er pr et i ng soci al r eal i t y whi ch
syst emat i cal l y excl udes t he possi bi l i t y of i t s over comi ng, bot h t hr ough i magi na-
t i on and act i on . I amref er r i ng her e of cour se t o t he Mar xi an t heor y of f et i shi sm
whi ch i s - pr i mar i l y di scussed i n hi s l at er economi c wr i t i ngs . I n t hese wr i t i ngs,
Mar x ar gues t hat f or t hosewhoar e engaged i n t he mar ket act i vi t i es of sel l i ng and
buyi ng- i . e . , pr act i cal l y ever y member of a capi t al i st soci et y- soci al r el at i ons
wi t h ot her i ndi vi dual s i nevi t abl y appear as r el at i ons bet ween t hi ngs ; what i s
mor e, t hese anonymous soci al f unct i ons assume t he appear ance of mat t er s whi ch
ar e seemi ngl y cont i ngent upon f r ee i ndi vi dual choi ce. Thi s per soni f i cat i on of
soci al r ol es const i t ut es t he r ever se si de of t he f et i shi st i c r ei f i cat i on of soci al
r el at i ons . Thi s di st or t ed andmyst i f yi ngway of under st andi ng t hewor l d i n whi ch
i ndi vi dual s l i ve and act i s not pr i mar i l y t he r esul t of some speci f i c pr ocess of
accul t ur at i on i n t he sense of t he t r ansmi ssi on t o, and appr opr i at i on by, i ndi vi du-
al s of some i nst i t ut i onal l y f i xed "doct r i nes" . Rat her , i t i s t he di r ect out come of
t he exper i enced l i f e- act i vi t i es of t he concer ned i ndi vi dual s . Mar x cer t ai nl y di d
not deny t he r ol e of l anguage; and gener al l y t hat of a br oadl y concei ved i nher i t ed
cul t ur e i n t he f ormat i on of " f al se consci ousness" . As a mat t er of f act , he was
keenl y i nt er est ed i n t he soci al f unct i on of l anguage, t hough hi s r emar ks on t hi s
count har dl y go beyond a somewhat nai vel y hi st or i cal et ymol ogy . But he di d
i nsi st t hat t he " bewi t chment of i nt el l ect " pr i mar i l y der i ves not f r om" l anguage
i dl i ng" but f r om hi st or i cal l y const i t ut ed l i f e- condi t i ons . What he under l i nes
agai n and agai n i s t he f act t hat f et i shi st i c modes of t hought "ar i se f r omt he
r el at i ons of pr oduct i on t hemsel ves" , t hat t hey ar e t he "di r ect and spont aneous
out comes" of t he el ement al soci al pr act i ces of i ndi vi dual s . These f orms of
t hi nki ng di r ect l y f i x and mer el y gener al i ze t he pr act i cal l i f e- exper i ences of t he
i sol at ed soci al act or s ; f et i shi st i c f orms of t hi nki ng enabl e i ndi vi dual soci al agent s
t o or i ent t hemsel ves successf ul l y wi t hi n t he gi ven syst emof soci al r el at i ons,
whi ch ar e t aken as af i xed pr i us of t hei r l i f e . Undoubt edl y t he Mar xi an t heor y of
f et i shi smi s heavi l y i nf ect ed by t heHegel i an t ermi nol ogy of " appear ance" , whi ch
r ef er s not t o mer e sembl ance, but t o a " f al se r eal i t y" , a f ormof i mmedi acy i n
whi ch r eal i t y i t sel f di st or t edl y " expr esses" and "mani f est s i t sel f " ( " si ch
dar st el l t " , as Hegel wr ot e) . Thi s poses a whol e ser i es of di squi et i ng pr obl ems,
and not onl y hi ghl y abst r act , phi l osophi cal quest i ons concer ni ng t he f easi bi l i t y of
an ont ol ogi cal t heor y of t r ut h whi ch, pr i ma f aci e, seems t o be i mpl i ed by Mar x' s
t ermi nol ogy . Hi s const ant i nsi st ence t hat f et i shi st i c per cept i ons and not i ons ar e
not mer e " i l l usi ons" and er r or s of a conf used t hi nki ng, t hat t he cat egor i es of
bour geoi s economy ar e " soci al l y val i d, and t her ef or e obj ect i ve f orms of t hought "
f or t hi s whol e hi st or i cal epoch, al so cont ai ns t he compl et el y st r ai ght f or war d i dea
t hat t hese f orms. of t hought ar e not mer el y soci al l y pr oduced anddet ermi ned, but
ar e i n f act pr agmat i cal l y ef f ect i ve, and i n t hi s sense r eal , val i d and "cor r ect " .
I ndi vi dual s caught up i n t hese r el at i ons can successf ul l y or i ent t hemsel ves wi t hi n
t hei r gi ven f r amewor k onl y i n t hese t erms. I f t hey go shoppi ng anddo not want
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t o squander t hei r money, f or exampl e, t hey have t o t r eat t he pr i ce of di f f er ent
commodi t i es as i f i t wer e a pr oper t y i ndependent of t he ut i l i t y of t hese commodi -
t i es : onl y by compar i ng r el at i ve pr i ces wi t h r el at i ve ut i l i t i es can i ndi vi dual s make
a " r easonabl e" choi ce, a " good buy" . Thi s al someans t hat t he knowl edge t hat t he
pr i ce of a commodi t y i s sol el y t he phenomenal f ormof i t s val ue, and t hat t he
l at t er i s dependent upon soci al l y necessar y l abour t i me, and so on, i s about as
r el evant t o a " good buy" as t he det ai l ed knowl edge of quant umel ect r o- dynami cs
i s t o someone exchangi ng a bl own f use. '
I n addi t i on, and i ndeed behi nd t hi s pr agmat i c ef f i cacy of f al se consci ousness,

t her e l i es hi dden i t s soci al ef f ect i vi t y, i t s capaci t y t o f or ecl ose t he possi bi l i t y of a
r at i onal col l ect i ve t r ansf ormat i on of t he gi ven soci al condi t i ons . Just as f et i shi st i c
i deas successf ul l y gui de i sol at ed i ndi vi dual s i n t hei r ef f or t t o asser t t hei r pr i vat e
i nt er est s wi t hi n t hese gi ven r el at i ons, so t hese i deas al so r ender t he t ot al i t y
compl et el y opaque, t r ansf ormi ng i t i nt o a mat t er of uni nt el l i gi bl e nat ur al ness or
t echni cal necessi t y . I n t hi s sense, f et i shi sm r epr esent s f or Mar x t he mani f est a-
t i on on t he l evel of ever yday t hi nki ng of t hat gul f bet ween soci et al and i ndi vi dual
possi bi l i t i es, t he pr ogr essi ve wi deni ng of whi ch i s seen as one of t he basi c
t endenci es of t hat whol e "pr e- hi st or y" he desi gnat ed as al i enat i on. TouseMar x' s
own exampl es : as l ong as one concei ves pr i ce or val ue as a myst i cal , " nat ur al "
pr oper t y of t hi ngs t hemsel ves, t he ver y i dea of a soci et y wher e obj ect s of ut i l i t y
do not f unct i on as commodi t i es r emai ns i nconcei vabl e ; as l ong as wages ar e
under st ood as r emuner at i on f or l abour done, onecan f ormul at e t he demand f or
f ai r , equi t abl e wages but not even i magi ne a soci et y wher e human pr oduct i ve
act i vi t i es woul d be posi t ed i n some ot her soci al f ormt han t hat of wage l abour ;
and so on. The f et i shi st i c cat egor i es whi ch " i nver t " t he r eal r el at i ons and make
t hem" i nvi si bl e" ar e not onl y expr essi ve of t hi nki ng whi ch unr ef l exi vel y accept s
t he soci al wor l d as gi ven: t hese absur d " cat egor y mi st akes" of spont aneous
ever yday under st andi ng al so syst emat i cal l y excl ude t he possi bi l i t y of a t ot al i zi ng
r ef l ect i on bot h upon t he hi st or i cal - pr act i cal const i t ut i on of t hi s wor l d and t he
soci al det ermi nat i on of t hi s way of t hi nki ng. And si nce t hese cat egor i es const i -
t ut e t hat nat ur al l anguage of i magi nat i on and t hi nki ng wi t hi n t he f r amewor k of
whi ch i ndi vi dual s f ormand ar t i cul at e t hei r pr act i cal i nt ent i ons, expect at i ons and
mot i ves, t hey t her eby acqui r e a t r ul y causal ef f i cacy . Fal se consci ousness i s not a
passi ve r ef l ex of t he " sur f ace r el at i ons" of a soci et y whi ch i s somehowconst i -
t ut ed and r epr oduced i ndependent l y of t hi s consci ousness ; t hi s consci ousness i s a
necessar y f act or i n t he cr eat i on, r epr oduct i on and uni nt ended, soci al l y uncon-
sci ous t r ansf ormat i on of t hi s soci et y . One quot at i on f r omt he Gr undr i sse i l l us-
t r at es t hi s poi nt . Speaki ng about t he ear l y f orms of mer cant i l i sm, Mar x empha-
si zes t hat whi l emoney f et i shi smi s an absur d " i l l usi on about t he nat ur e of money
and bl i ndness t owar d t he cont r adi ct i ons cont ai nedwi t hi n i t " , i t has al so been "an
enormous i nst r ument i n t he r eal devel opment of t he f or ces of soci al pr oduct i on" ,
pr eci sel y because " i t gave money a r eal l y magi c si gni f i cance behi nd t he backs of
i ndi vi dual s" . 3 Thi s i s why Mar x' s own t heor y of f et i shi smi s above al l a cr i t i que of
ever yday consci ousness- pr i mar i l y of t he consci ousness of i t s own subj ect and
addr essee, t he wor ki ng cl ass . By unr avel l i ng t he soci al det ermi nat i ons of spon-
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t aneous soci al awar eness, Mar x at t empt s t o f ost er a t heor et i cal i mpul se t owar ds
t he acqui si t i on of r eal sel f - consci ousness . I n t he l ast i nst ance, of cour se, t hi s
sel f - consci ousness can be at t ai ned onl y i n pr act i ce, si nce t he ul t i mat e over comi ng
of f et i shi st i c t hi nki ng i s not a mat t er of knowl edge, but of t he cr eat i on of
col l ect i ve pr act i cal al t er nat i ves, i n t he l i ght of whi ch t he uni nt el l i gi bl e nat ur al -
ness and myst i cal i mmut abi l i t y of pr esent - day soci al i nst i t ut i ons ar e di ssol ved .
I f i t i s t hi s concept i on of " f al se consci ousness" whi ch pr ovi des t he f oundat i on

of Mar x' s answer t o t he quest i on concer ni ng how t he i deas of t he r ul i ng cl ass
" normal l y" r ul e t he whol e of soci et y, i t i s never t hel ess evi dent t hat t he t heor y of
f et i shi sm does not const i t ut e t he whol e of Mar x' s answer . To be sur e, i n a
negat i ve sense capi t al i sm as a syst emof soci al domi nat i on t ends t o l egi t i mat e
i t sel f . But even t hough a spont aneous, f et i shi st i c mode of t hi nki ng r ender s
r adi cal and r at i onal cr i t i ci sm i mpossi bl e, i t i s at t he same t i me t oo conf used,
f r agment ed and sel f - cont r adi ct or y t o i nsul at e i t sel f f r ompr act i cal - i nt el l ect ual
cr i t i ci sm. Mor eover , when t he aut omat i c mechani sms of mar ket pr oduct i on do
not ensur e t he undi st ur bed r epr oduct i on of t he under l yi ng soci al r el at i ons, t he
f et i shi st i c cat egor i es al so t end t o l ose t hei r pr agmat i c val i di t y and ef f ect i veness .
Dur i ng t hose per i ods of economi c cr i si s, t he web of " appear ances" t ends t o
di ssi pat e and t he r el at i ons of soci al domi nat i on mani f est t hemsel ves i n r el at i vel y
naked f orm. Themer e r epr oduct i on of ever yday l i f e- pr act i ces i s not suf f i ci ent t o
l egi t i mat e capi t al i sm- pr eci sel y because t hi s r epr oduct i on pr ocess i s i t sel f punc-
t uat ed by obj ect i ve t ensi ons and di st ur bances .
Thi s i s t he poi nt wher e t he expl anat or y- f unct i onal concept of i deol ogy ent er s

i nt o t he ar chi t ect ur e of Mar x' s soci al t heor y . I nst i t ut i onal l y di ssemi nat ed sys-
t ems of r ul i ng i deas ar e seen by Mar x t o syst emat i ze t he conf used and chaot i c
concept i ons of ever yday t hi nki ng, t o l end a degr ee of l ogi cal coher ence t o t hei r
f r agment ed st r uct ur e, t o expl ai n away ( and t her eby apol ogi ze f or ) t he most
wi del y encount er ed exper i ences t hat cont r adi ct t he seemi ng sel f - evi dence of
f et i shi st i c cat egor i es . The Chur ch, t he Chur ch- domi nat ed school syst em, and
var i ous pol i t i cal and j ur i di cal i nst i t ut i ons ar e t he soci al or gani sat i ons whi ch
Mar x most f r equent l y connect s wi t h t he f ul f i l ment of t hi s t ask. Thus, i n hi s l at er
wr i t i ngs, Mar x somet i mes appl i es t he t ermi deol ogy t o anal yze t he f unct i oni ng
of t hese i nst i t ut i ons, whose per sonnel ar e descr i bed i n t ur n as " t he i deol ogi cal
st r at a of t he r ul i ng cl ass" . ' These i nst i t ut i ons ar e never t hel ess concei ved by hi m
as mer e t r ansmi t t er s and pr opagat or s of i deas whi ch ar e el abor at ed el sewher e-
i n t he spher e of cul t ur al pr oduct i on, of hi gh cul t ur e concei ved as an i nt er nal l y
di f f er ent i at ed br anch of t he over al l soci al di vi si on of l abour . I n gener al i t i s t hese
cul t ur al - " spi r i t ual " obj ect i vat i ons bel ongi ng t o t he spher es of r el i gi on, phi l os-
ophy, soci al t heor y, pol i t i cal economy and ar t - but not nat ur al sci ence, i t shoul d
be not ed-whi ch Mar x r egul ar l y desi gnat es by t he common name of i deol ogy .
' These ar e t he f orms, as Mar x st at es i n t he Pr ef ace, i n whi ch men become
consci ous of t hei r soci al conf l i ct s and f i ght t hemout .
Despi t e t he f act t hat Mar x ext ends t he concept of i deol ogy t o al l t hese

act i vi t i es and t hei r soci al f unct i on i n gener al , hi s at t i t ude t owar ds t hi s wi de r ange
of cul t ur al cr eat i ons i s i n f act mar kedl y di f f er ent i at ed. I n t hemost el abor at ed and
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best - known case of hi s cr i t i ques of i deol ogi es, t hat of t he cr i t i que of bour geoi s
economy, t hi s di f f er ent i at i on i s unambi guousl y st at ed and of ser i ous i mpor t ance
f or Mar x' s owneconomi c t heor y. Whi l eMar x r epeat edl y and emphat i cal l y st at es
t hat bour geoi s economy as a whol e i s a f ormof i deol ogy, he at t he same t i me
di r ect l y count er poses t he " sci ent i f i c" economy of t he cl assi cs ( above al l , t he
Physi ocr at s, AdamSmi t h and Ri car do) t o t he apol oget i c pseudo- sci ence of
" vul gar " economy. ( Thi s f act al so cl ear l y i ndi cat es t hat , f or Mar x, bei ng sci ent i f i c
andbei ng i deol ogi cal i n a gi ven cont ext ar e not mut ual l y excl usi ve ent er pr i ses. )
The same t ype of di st i nct i on can be obser ved i f onecompar es Mar x' s cr i t i que of
t he. young Hegel i ans wi t h hi s r epeat ed cr i t i ci sms of Hegel : not onl y i s t he t one of
t hese cr i t i ci sms st r i ki ngl y di f f er ent but , mor e i mpor t ant l y, so al so i s t he whol e
met hodof cr i t i ci smi t sel f , and i n ways whi ch def i ni t el y. par al l el Mar x' s di f f er ent
at t i t udes t owar d, say, Smi t h andMal t hus . Even i n Mar x' s spar se r emar ks about
ar t - compar e hi s t r eat ment of EugeneSue and Bal zac- onecan f i nd a si mi l ar l y
dr awnpr act i cal di st i nct i on .
At t he r i sk of over i nt er pr et at i on, I woul d suggest t hat Mar x consi st ent l y

di st i ngui shes bet ween what can be cal l ed " i deol ogi es of t he hi st or i cal moment "
and i deol ogi es t hat r epr esent epochal cul t ur al val ues . 5 Concer ni ng t he f i r st ( e. g. ,
vul gar economy) , t he si t uat i on i s r at her cl ear . These ar e cul t ur al " pr oduct s"
whi ch di r ect l y pr ovi de t he i nt el l ect ual mat er i al f or t hose ( af or ement i oned)
i nst i t ut i ons whi ch di ssemi nat e i deas t hat ser ve i mmedi at el y apol oget i cpur poses .
The cl ai m t o ( sci ent i f i c, phi l osophi cal or ar t i st i c) t r ut h of t hese i deol ogi es i s a
mer e veneer t hat conceal s t hei r def ence and ar t i cul at i on of speci f i c, nar r ow,
par t i cul ar i st i c, i nt er est s whi ch ar e t i ed t o t he i mmedi at e, pr act i cal r eal i t i es of t he
pr esent . 6 I t i s i n r el at i on t o t hese i deol ogi es t hat Mar x adopt s t he t ype of cr i t i ci sm
ear l i er char act er i sed as " unmaski ng" : t he r educt i on of t he cont ent of vi ews t o a
speci f i c conf i gur at i on of i nt er est s . I f onemer el y gl ances at Mar x' s t r ul y vol umi -
nous cr i t i ci sms of Hegel or Ri car do f r om t hi s vi ewpoi nt , i t i s i mmedi at el y
st r i ki ng how l i t t l e Mar x appl i es t o t hemt hi s met hod of " expl anat i on t hr ough
i nt er est s" . Cer t ai nl y, he char act er i ses t hemas t heor et i ci ans of bour geoi s soci et y,
as r epr esent i ng i t s st andpoi nt . Yet Mar x r ef er s t o t he speci f i c, concr et e si t uat i on
and i nt er est s of , say, t heGermanbour geoi si e i n t heear l y ni net eent h cent ur y onl y
i n cases wher ehe i nt ends t o i ndi cat e andexpl ai n some i nt er nal i nconsi st ency of
t he Hegel i an t heor y of . t he st at e and not t he t heor et i cal ker nel andsi gni f i cance of
Hegel ' s phi l osophy .
At t hi s poi nt t wo quest i ons ar i se. On t he one hand, how, and on t he basi s of

what cr i t er i a, does Mar x dr aw t hi s di st i nct i on bet ween t wo t ypes of i deol ogy?
And, on t he ot her hand, what i s t he soci al si gni f i cance of t hese cul t ur al cr eat i ons
her e descr i bed as " epochal cul t ur al val ues"? I n a sense, t hese t wo quest i ons ar e
cl osel y i nt er r el at ed. Tr ue, t he di st i nct i on whi ch Mar x dr aws bet ween, say, vul gar
and cl assi cal economy i s t o a consi der abl e degr ee based on accept ed and " t r i vi al "
cul t ur al cr i t er i a. I n hi s cr i t i que of Mal t hus or Smi t h, Mar x spends anenormous
( one i s i ncl i ned t o say, di spr opor t i onat e) amount of space t o pr ove t hei r l ack of
or i gi nal i t y or even out r i ght pl agi ar i sm, t he pr esence of ecl ect i c conf usi ons or
l ogi cal cont r adi ct i ons, t he mi ssi ng expl anat or y power i n r egar d t o el ement ar y
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obser vat i ons concer ni ng r egul ar i t i es of economi c l i f e, and soon- a f act wor t h
ment i oni ng i f onl y because i t suggest s t hat he t r eat s as sel f - evi dent l y val i d t hese
i nher i t ed cr i t er i a of eval uat i on speci f i c t o, and accept ed wi t hi n, a gi ven spher e of
cul t ur al act i vi t i es . But such consi der at i ons cer t ai nl y do not exhaust hi s cr i t i ci sms .
For i t i s act ual l y t he way Mar x cr i t i ci zes t hose wor ks whi ch i n f act meet t hese
el ement ar y cr i t er i a t hat best demonst r at es what const i t ut es f or hi mt hei r si gni f i -
cance, what makes t hemul t i mat el y a " cul t ur al val ue" .
Ther e i s a def i ni t e met hodol ogi cal par al l el i sm ( t o whi ch del l a Vol pe has

al r eady dr awnat t ent i on) bet ween t heMar xi an cr i t i ques of Hegel i an phi l osophy,
on t he one si de, and t hat of t he cl assi cs of Engl i sh economy, on t he ot her . Fi r st , i n
al l t hese cases Mar x act ual l y depar t s f r omt he cr i t i ci smof a met hod of t hi nki ng.
Thi s i s r at her sel f - evi dent l y so i n t he case of Hegel , but one shoul d r emember
t hat hi s whol e anal ysi s of Smi t h' s syst emi s al so embedded i n an unr avel l i ng of
t he cont r adi ct i ons bet ween hi s dual , esot er i c and esot er i c modes of expl anat i on,
whi l e t he di scussi on of t he Ri car di an economy depar t s f r oma di ssect i on of t he
anal yt i c met hod of t he l at t er . ' And i n al l t hese cases he act ual l y at t empt s t o
demonst r at e howa def i ni t e way of t hi nki ng r esul t s i n t he excl usi on of a def i ni t e
pr obl emat i cs, i n t he f ai l ur e even t o st at e quest i ons of a def i ni t e t ype. So Mar x
ar gues t hat t he seemi ngl y i nnocent , common sense empi r i ci sm of Ri car do
pr event s hi mf r omrai si ng t heor et i cal quest i ons about t he soci o- hi st or i cal gene-
si s of t he val ue- f ormi t sel f ; Ri car do i s l ogi cal l y f or ced t o accept ( as sel f - evi dent )
t he val ue- and commodi t y- char act er of obj ect s of ut i l i t y, as i f t hey wer e t he
i nevi t abl e, " nat ur al " char act er i st i cs of any economy based on a devel oped syst em
of di vi si on of l abour . 8 Si mi l ar l y, t he i deal i st hypost at i zat i on of sel f - consci ousness
i n Hegel i s t r eat ed by Mar x as necessar i l y l eadi ng t o an i dent i f i cat i on of al i ena-
t i onwi t h t he mat er i al l y obj ect i ve char act er of human act i vi t i es and, i n t he f i nal
anal ysi s, wi t h human f i ni t ude as such- and t her eby i nevi t abl y excl udi ng t he ver y
abi l i t y t o i magi ne i t s pr act i cal over comi ng.
What makes t hewor k of Ri car do or Hegel epochal l y si gni f i cant , what makes

t hese t hi nker s t heor et i cal r epr esent at i ves of a t ype of soci et y, and not mer el y
i deol ogues of a def i ni t e soci al gr oup i n a gi ven count r y at a gi venmoment , can be
summedup i n t he f ol l owi ng t hr ee poi nt s :
1 . Thei r unt hemat i sed, t aken- f or - gr ant ed asser t i ons and pr emi ses appear not as

ar bi t r ar y assumpt i ons, but as necessi t i es of t hi nki ng, as out comes of a met hod,
of a def i ni t e t ype of " l ogi cal const r ai nt " .

2 . At t he same t i me, t he "unconsci ous" pr esupposi t i ons of t hei r syst ems act ual l y
expr ess, f i x i n t hought , some f undament al char act er i st i cs of capi t al i st soci et y ;
t hese pr esupposi t i ons ar e r el at ed not t o some moment ar y const el l at i on of
par t i cul ar i nt er est s wi t hi n t hi s soci et y, but t o i t s essent i al l i f e- condi t i ons . I t i s
t hese l at t er whi ch t hey el evat e- t hr ough t hei r met hodi cal l y unf ol ded l ogi c-
i nt o uni ver sal l y bi ndi ng norms or , al t er nat i vel y, i nt o unt r anscendabl e nat ur al
necessi t y .

3. These t hi nker s not onl y consi st ent l y ( " cyni cal l y" ) f ol l ow t hr ough t hei r own
consequences, but al so at t empt t o sol ve i nt el l ect ual l y- f r omt hei r f i xed poi nt
of depar t ur e- a whol e r ange of pr obl ems and cont r adi ct i ons whi ch ar e



mani f est ed i n t he ever yday l i f e of t hi s soci et y . The "cr eat i vi t y" of suchwor ks
of cul t ur e i s not t o be f ound mer el y i n t hei r i ndi vi dual or i gi nal i t y, but
pr i mar i l y i n t hei r st r enuous ef f or t t o over come i n t hi nki ng t hose conf l i ct s of
r eal l i f e whi ch chal l enge and pot ent i al l y undermi ne t he uni ver sal val i di t y of
t hei r si l ent l y adopt ed pr i nci pl es . I n t hi s sense t hey do not si mpl y par ade
i nt er est s as uni ver sal ones ; r at her , t hey at t empt t o uni ver sal i se t hose i nt er est s
whi ch domi nat e t he gi ven f ormof soci al l i f e . I nsof ar as t hey succeed i n t hi s
at t empt , t hey make expl i ci t and mani f est t he def i ni t e l i mi t s of a t hi nki ng
whi ch t akes f or gr ant ed and posi t s as unal t er abl e t he basi c condi t i ons of
exi st ence of a gi ven, t ype of soci et y . These wor ks of cul t ur e ar e not onl y
i nt el l ect ual , but al so hi st or i cal - par adi gmat i c cl osur es of t hought . They must
t her ef or e be unr avel l ed or cr i t i cal l y over come i f t hi nki ng about anot her f ut ur e
i s t o be f r eed, i f t hi s f ut ur e can be cl ai med not onl y as a desi r abl e ut opi a, but
al so as r at i onal possi bi l i t y .
I n t hese senses, t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy i s not mer el y a f ormof

soci al expl anat i on; i t al so r epr esent s a def i ni t e t ype of hermeneut i cs, a " herme-
neut i cs wi t h emanci pat or y i nt ent " ( t o bor r ow an expr essi on suggest ed by S.
Bet i habi b) . Theessence of t hi s emanci pat or y hermeneut i cs cannot be r educed t o
t he sear ch f or some "soci ol ogi cal equi val ent " t o t he poi nt of vi ewpr esent ed i n
any t ext . The cr i t i que of i deol ogy as hermeneut i cs of cour se i nsi st s on t he
i nsuf f i ci ency of a mer el y " i mmanent r eadi ng" of t he t ext , f or i t demands a
compr ehensi on and i nt er pr et at i on of t he t r ansmi t t ed cul t ur al t r adi t i on whi ch
si t uat es t hi s t ext i n i t s own soci al - hi st or i cal cont ext . But i t does sowi t h t he ai mof
di scover i ng i n t he "cl assi cal " t ext s t hemsel ves t hose "unconsci ous pr esupposi -
t i ons" , t hose unr ef l ect ed "pr ej udi ces" whi ch bot h st r uct ur e and set a l i mi t t o t he
possi bi l i t y of r at i onal di scour se wi t hi n t hem. Mar x of f er s a hermeneut i cs whi ch
posi t s t he const r ai nt of concept s as a consequence of t he const r ai nt of ci r cum-
st ances, a hermeneut i cs whi ch i s gui ded by t he i nt ent i on of cont r i but i ng t o t he
r emoval of t he second t hr ough t he r emoval of t he f i r st . Accor di ng t o hi m, onl y
t hi s t ype of r eadi ng can, i n one and t he same act , capt ur e t he or i gi nal meani ng
and t he r eal hi st or i cal si gni f i cance of a t ext , and t her eby r eal i ze t he cl assi cal
hermeneut i cal post ul at e of Enl i ght enment : t o under st and awor k bet t er t han i t s
own aut hor di d.

I have t ent at i vel y i ndi cat ed t wo t ypes of cont ext s i n whi ch t he concept of
i deol ogy occur s i nMar x and, cor r espondi ng t o t hem, t he t wo meani ngs t hi s t erm
acqui r es i n hi s wr i t i ngs . But t her e i s al so a t hi r d one whi ch- i n cont r ast t o t he
pol emi cal - unmaski ng and expl anat or y- f unct i onal uses of t hi s concept - I wi l l
desi gnat e as t he cr i t i cal - phi l osophi cal sense of i deol ogy. When di scussi ng t he
over al l r esul t s and consequences of t he di vor ce bet ween manual and ment al
l abour under l yi ng t hewhol e cour se of hi st or i cal ci vi l i sat i ons, Mar x somet i mes
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empl oys or i mpl i es a concept of i deol ogy whi ch seems t o r ef er not t o speci f i abl e
wor ks (whi ch ar e ei t her unmaskedand cr i t i ci zedor i nt er pr et ed t hr ough hi st or i -
cal expl anat i on) but , r at her , t o a def i ni t e t ype of cul t ur e i n gener al , and t o a
def i ni t e way of under st andi ng cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons whi ch i s, accor di ng t o hi m,
bot h decept i ve and at t he same t i me "adequat e" t o t hi s t ype of cul t ur e . " [ T] he
aut onomi sat i on of t hought s and i deas i s onl y a consequence of t he aut onomi sa-
t i on of per sonal r el at i ons and cont act s bet ween i ndi vi dual s . . . . [ N] ei t her
t hought s, nor l anguage const i t ut e a r eal mof t hei r own; t hey ar e mer el y expr es-
si ons of r eal l i f e. - 9 The cr i t i cal edge of t hi s i mpl i ed concept i on of i deol ogy i s
di r ect ed pr i mar i l y agai nst any compr ehensi on of cul t ur al cr eat i ons whi ch per -
cei ves t hemas r epr esent at i ons whi ch " cor r espond" t o r eal i t y ( or embodi ment s
of equal l y t r anscendent val ues) , whi ch t her eby acqui r e an al l egedl y t i mel ess
val i di t y . To t hi s concept i onMar x count er poses a vi ewof cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons,
whi ch ar e anal ysed as expr essi ons of t he act i ve- pr act i cal l i f e- si t uat i on of def i ni t e
( act ual or pot ent i al ) soci al agent s who may acqui r e t hr ough t hese l i f e- f orms a
consci ousness of t hei r hi st or i cal l y si t uat ed needs and pot ent i al i t i es . I n t hi s sense
cul t ur e never const i t ut es an aut onomous r eal mof val ues over pr act i cal and soci al
l i f e. I n t he f i nal anal ysi s, i t i s an ar t i cul at i on of t he conf l i ct s of t hi s soci al l i f e,
whose ul t i mat e f unct i on consi st s i n maki ng t he sol ut i on of t hese conf l i ct s
possi bl e.
The appar ent aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e f i omsoci al l i f e i s, i n one sense; t he

i deol ogi cal i l l usi on, t he i l l usi on of a cul t ur e whi ch i n i t s t ot al i t y f unct i ons as
i deol ogy . For t he ul t i mat e and hi dden pr econcept i ons, and t he f undament al
pr obl em- cont ent of any wor k of cul t ur e, al ways r emai n det ermi ned andci r cum-
scr i bed by t hose pr act i cal possi bi l i t i es and at t i t udes t hat ar e open t o t he t ypi cal
soci al act or s- i t s pot ent i al addr essees- under t he gi ven condi t i ons of t hei r
exi st ence. SowhenMar x i s engaged i n t he age- ol d pr act i ceof al l phi l osopher s-
expl i cat i ng t he " t r ue meani ng" of t he phi l osophi cal t r adi t i on i n hi s own
l anguage- he i nvar i abl y i nsi st s upona t r ansl at i on of even t hemost abst r act and
t i mel ess pr obl ems and cat egor i es i nt o t he pr act i co- hi st or i cal . I n hi s vi ew, t he
specul at i ve quest i on concer ni ng t he r el at i onshi p bet ween mat t er and spi r i t
ul t i mat el y r ef er s t o t he pr act i cal pr obl emconcer ni ng t he r el at i on of physi cal and
ment al l abour ; t he phi l osophi cal phr ases about " subst ance" shoul d be deci pher ed
as at t empt s and pr oposal s t o cl ar i f y t he possi bl e r el at i onshi p bet ween human
act i vi t i es and t hat syst emof i nher i t ed obj ect i vat i ons whi ch f or ever y gener at i on
const i t ut es t he r eady- f ound pr i us of i t s l i f e.
The i deol ogi cal i l l usi on t hat hi gh cul t ur e i s aut onomous i s i n anot her sense

st ar k r eal i t y : t he r eal i t y of a soci et y i n whi ch hi gh cul t ur e has become a spher e
di vor ced f r omt he l i f e of t he maj or i t y, wher e bot h i t s cr eat i on and enj oyment i s
t he pr i vi l ege of a f ew. Cul t ur al el i t i smi s not mer el y a pr obl emof educat i on and
t he di ssemi nat i on of l ear ni ng: i t s over comi ng demands a di smant l i ng of i t s
i deol ogi cal t r ansposi t i on, whi ch i n t ur n r equi r es a newcul t ur e whi ch di r ect l y and
openl y addr esses i t sel f t o t he pr obl emof r eal - hi st or i cal l i f e, a cul t ur e whi ch
adj udi cat es mundane conf l i ct s not f r omt he vant age- poi nt of an et er nal t r ut h
best owed by an i mpar t i al j udge, but f r omt he poi nt of vi ew of a commi t t ed
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par t i ci pant . The r eal i sat i on of phi l osophy i s possi bl e onl y t hr ough i t s over com-
i ng as phi l osophy . And i t i s char act er i st i c t hat Mar x- al ways at gr eat pai ns t o
avoi d desi gnat i ng t he nat ur al sci ences as " i deol ogy" - seems at some poi nt s t o
i mpl i cat e t hem, i nsof ar as t hei r cul t ur al f ormi s concer ned, i n t he same t ype of
cr i t i ci sm. "Sci ence [ he wr i t es concer ni ng t he devel opment of t he machi ne pr o-
duct i on t hat compel s t he i nani mat e l i mbs of machi ner y, by i t s ver y const r uct i on,
t o act as a pur posef ul aut omat on] does not exi st i n t he consci ousness of t he
wor ker , but act s upon hi mt hr ough t he machi ne as an al i en power , as t he power
of t he machi ne i t sel f . . . . The accumul at i on of knowl edge and ski l l s, of t he
gener al pr oduct i ve f or ces of t he soci al br ai n, i s t hus absor bed i nt o capi t al , as
opposed t o l abour , and t her ef or e appear s as an at t r i but e of capi t al . . . . " t o
I n t hi s br oadest , cr i t i co- phi l osophi cal sense, i deol ogy i s t he cul t ur e of an

al i enat ed soci et y wher e goal - r eal i sat i on andgoal - posi t i ng- t he cr i t i ci smof pr e-
vi ousl y t r ansmi t t ed meani ngs, t he per f ormance of soci al l y codi f i ed, meani ngf ul
t asks, and t he cr eat i on of newsoci al meani ngs- become radi cal l y di vor ced f r om
each ot her . Humans t her ef or e donot have- ei t her i ndi vi dual l y or col l ect i vel y-
cont r ol over t he gener al r esul t s of t hei r own act i vi t i es and t he ensui ng di r ect i on
of t hei r own devel opment . I deol ogy i s an al i enat ed f orm of soci al sel f -
consci ousness, si nce i t br i ngs hi st or i cal conf l i ct s t o awar eness onl y by t r anspos-
i ng t hemi nt o what appear s t o be a spher e of mer e i magi nat i on and t hought .
Soci al t asks and possi bi l i t i es whi ch can be sol ved and r eal i sed onl y i n pr act i cal
col l ect i ve act i vi t y t her ef or e assume t he f ormof et er nal quest i ons t o whi chsome
rel i gi ous, phi l osophi cal or ar t i st i c answer i s sought . Cr i t i que of i deol ogy i n t hi s
sense i s a cr i t i que of cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons whi ch conf r ont s t hemwi t h t hei r r eal
l i f e- basi s, agai nst whi ch t hey asser t t hei r aut onomy andwhi ch t her ef or e r emai ns
f or t hemhi dden and unr ef l ect ed, an ext er nal l y i mposed bar r i er t o i magi nat i on
and t hought . Conver sel y, t hi s cr i t i que of i deol ogy al so- andper haps pr i mar i l y-
assumes t he f orm of a cr i t i que of t hi s l i f e- basi s by conf r ont i ng i t wi t h i t s
par adi gmat i c cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons . Cr i t i que of i deol ogy i s a cr i t i que of a f ormof
soci al exi st ence i n whi ch t he awar eness of soci al needs and possi bi l i t i es can be
achi eved onl y i n a spher e di vor ced f r om, and cont r ast ed t o, l i f e, a spher e t hat has
t o r emai n a mer e "cul t ur e" , a val ue and i deal whi ch i s bot h unat t ai nabl e and
i r r el evant f or t he overwhel mi ng maj or i t y .

I V

Thi s ver y cur sor y over vi ew per haps succeeds i n i ndi cat i ng t hat t he t hr ee
meani ngs of i deol ogy whi ch seemt o be equal l y pr esent i n Mar x' s oeuvr e ar e not
compl et el y i ndependent and i sol at ed f r omeach ot her , but ar e at l east vaguel y
uni f i ed bot h i n t hei r pr act i cal i nt ent and i n t he t heor et i cal f r amewor k t hey al l
ul t i mat el y pr esuppose. However , no di scussi on of Mar x' s vi ews on i deol ogy i s
adequat e, even i n a mi ni mal sense, i f i t f ai l s t oment i on at l east t hose "gaps" i n
hi s concept i ons t o whi ch i n some measur e and on some occasi ons he hi msel f
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draws at t ent i on. Two pr obl emat i c gaps seemt o be of par amount i mpor t ance i n
t hi s r espect .
I n a f oot not e t o Capi t al , Mar x makes t he f ol l owi ng r emar k : " I n f act i t i s much

easi er t o di scover t hr ough anal ysi s t he ear t hl y ker nel of t he mi st y cr eat i ons of
r el i gi on t han, i n t he opposi t e way, t o devel op f r omt he act ual r el at i ons of l i f e i n
quest i on t he f ormi n whi ch t hey have been apot heosi zed. Thi s l at t er met hod i s
t he onl y mat er i al i st i c, and t her ef or e sci ent i f i c one. " " Thi s passage agai n makes
abundant l y cl ear t hat Mar x' s own i dea of a cr i t i que of i deol ogi es i s i n no way
i dent i cal wi t h a r educt i oni st , soci ol ogi cal expl anat i on of t he cont ent of cer t ai n
cul t ur al cr eat i ons. But t hi s r emar k al so br i ngs shar pl y i nt o r el i ef a r equi r ement
whose f ul f i l ment i n Mar x' s own t heor et i cal pr act i ce seems t o be r at her pr obl e-
mat i c : t he need f or an hi st or i cal expl anat i on of cul t ur al f orms t hemsel ves, of
genr es l i ke r el i gi on, ar t , phi l osophy, sci ence and t hei r var i ous subdi vi si ons . That
t he i nt er nal di vi si on of cul t ur e i nt o var i ous t ypes of pr act i ces i s a changi ng
hi st or i cal phenomenon whi ch at t he same t i me, and i n each hi st or i cal moment ,
pr esent s a number of normat i vel y f i xed possi bi l i t i es and cr i t er i a f or cr eat i ve
act i vi t i es, i s undoubt edl y amaj or pr obl emwhi ch a t heor y of i deol ogy ( especi al l y
i n i t s br oadest , cr i t i co- phi l osophi cal sense) cannot by- pass . Onecan enumer at e a
number of Mar xi an obser vat i ons t hat may be r el at ed t o t he quest i on so posed.
These obser vat i ons i ncl ude- hi s di scussi on of t he or i gi n andgener al char act er of
specul at i ve phi l osophy i n The German I deol ogy ; hi s not e i n t heGr undr i sse ( one
t hat har dl y goes beyond Hegel , admi t t edl y) about t he ani mosi t y of bour geoi s
soci et y t owar d def i ni t e f orms of ar t such as epi c poet r y ; hi s hi ghl y i nt er est i ng,
t hough di sper sed and unsyst emat i c, r emar ks i n hi s var i ous economi c manu-
scr i pt s about t he soci al pr econdi t i ons of t he emer gence of pol i t i cal economy as
sci ence; and so on. However , al l t hese obser vat i ons have not onl y a hi ghl y
schemat i c, but al so a r at her acci dent al char act er . They cer t ai nl y do not i ndi cat e
howt he pr obl em, so ener get i cal l y st at ed by Mar x, can andshoul d be appr oached
i n gener al t erms . Thi s absence of an answer t o t he pr obl emof cul t ur al genr es i s
al l t he mor e si gni f i cant , because i n hi s own cr i t i cal pr act i ce- as I i ndi cat ed
above-Mar x does seemt o accept as sel f - evi dent l y val i d t hose cr i t er i aof eval ua-
t i onwhi ch ( i n t he ni net eent h cent ur y) wer e i nher ent and t i ed t o t he pr edomi n-
ant cul t ur al f orms . I n a sense i t woul d be t r ue t o say t hat - especi al l y i n hi s l at er
wr i t i ngs-Mar x seems t o t ake i nher i t ed cul t ur al genr es f or gr ant ed, and t hat t hi s
makes hi s " phi l osophi cal " concept of i deol ogy as t he cul t ur e of an al i enat ed
soci et y r at her ( and at l east ) i ndet ermi nat e . I t was onl y amuch l at er gener at i on of
Mar xi st s- onewhi ch i ncl uded Lukacs and Gol dmann, Benj ami nandAdor no-
who di r ect l y f aced t he pr obl emof cul t ur al genr es, t hough pr edomi nant l y wi t h
r ef er ence t o t he ar t s al one.
The second pr obl emi s not compl et el y unr el at ed t o t he f i r st , and can agai n be

i nt r oducedwi t h a quot at i on f r omMar x . At t he endof hi s somewhat eni gmat i c
and abr upt l y t ermi nat i ngmet hodol ogi cal di scussi on i n t heGr undr i sse, hest at es
t he f ol l owi ng: " The di f f i cul t y l i es not i n t he under st andi ng t hat Gr eek ar t and
epi c ar e bound upwi t h cer t ai n f orms of soci al devel opment . The di f f i cul t y i s t hat
t hey st i l l af f or d us ar t i st i c pl easur e and i n a cer t ai n r espect t hey count as a norm
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and as an unat t ai nabl e model . " ' z I t i s agai n cl ear t hat t hi s " di f f i cul t y" i s much
br oader and mor e pr of ound t han t he gi ven exampl e. For t he " f unct i onal "
concept of i deol ogy i n Mar x somet i mes r est s upon an account of t he par adi g-
mat i c char act er or epochal si gni f i canceof cul t ur al cr eat i ons . These par adi gmat i c
cr eat i ons ar e seen t o ar t i cul at e t he l i mi t s of i magi nat i on and t hought whi ch ar e
bound up not wi t h moment ar y, passi ng gr oup i nt er est s, but wi t h t he essent i al ,
st r uct ur al char act er i st i cs of a whol e st age of soci al devel opment . But t hi s concep-
t i on advanced by Mar x has i t s l i mi t s- i t r emai ns st r i ct l y hi st or i cal . As i t st ands, i t
does not account di r ect l y f or t he f act t hat , at l east i n some cul t ur al genr es l i ke t he
ar t s or phi l osophy, some of t he cul t ur al her i t age of past epochs ( t he soci al
condi t i ons of whi ch we may even have di f f i cul t y r econst r uct i ng) pr eser ves i t s
si gni f i cance f or t he pr esent cul t ur al pr act i ces of cr eat i on and r ecept i on al i ke.
Thi s pr obl em- t hat cul t ur e may exer t a l i vi ng r el evance f ar beyond i t s or i gi nal
epoch- cer t ai nl y cannot be sol ved by mer el y r ef er r i ng t o t he now el ement ar y
obser vat i on t hat t he l i st of " cl assi cal " wor ks i t sel f under goes deep changes i n t he
hi st or y of cul t ur al t r ansmi ssi on and r ecept i on: t hi s f act cer t ai nl y i ndi cat es t hat a
t heor y of cul t ur al t r adi t i on ought t o be an hi st or i cal one, but i t does not r ender
such a t heor y super f l uous .

 

_
Mar x' s own shor t answer t o t hi s " di f f i cul t y" seems t o be cont r adi ct ed by t hi s

nowel ement ar y obser vat i on. However , t hi s i s not t he onl y and t he most di scon-
cer t i ng f eat ur e of hi s r epl y . I n gener al , he answer s t he quest i on about t he
per si st i ng ar t i st i c si gni f i cance of some anci ent Gr eek wor ks by r ef er r i ng t o t he
speci f i c pl ace Gr eek ant i qui t y occupi es i n t he hi st or y of human devel opment as
such. Thi s ant i qui t y i s seen t o r epr esent t he " nor mal chi l dhood" of humanki nd,
" i t s most beaut i f ul unf ol di ng" ; i t s mani f est at i ons- as chi l dhood memor i es i n
gener al - t her ef or e exer ci se upon us an " et er nal char m" . Leavi ng asi de Mar x' s
( i ndubi t abl e) Eur opocent r i sm, t hi s r epl y, i f t aken l i t er al l y, i s suggest i ve of a most
di st ur bi ng appl i cat i on of t he bi ol ogi c i mager y of " mat ur at i on and gr owt h" t o
hi st or y. Cl ear l y, t hi s woul d l end an openl y t el eol ogi cal char act er t o t he whol e
Mar xi an concept i on of soci al pr ogr ess . Per haps one shoul d i nt er pr et t hi s st at e-
ment much mor e l i ber al l y, above al l by connect i ng i t wi t h an Hegel i an, her me-
neut i cal concept of memor y as " Er - i nner ung" . Thi s was act ual l y Lukacs' pr oj ect :
He i n hi s l at e Aest het i cs, devel oped a concept i on of ar t as t he col l ect i ve memor y
of humanki nd by dr awi ng upon t hi s f or mul at i on of Mar x . But even gr ant i ng t hi s
most l i ber al and i magi nat i ve i nt er pr et at i on, t he di f f i cul t y i ndi cat ed by Mar x
seems t o be much br oader and mor e gener al t han any answer al ong t he l i nes
pr oposed by hi mi s abl e t o sol ve. Mar x does not account at al l f or t he di f f er ent
r ol e t r adi t i on pl ays ( and t he di f f er ent f or mi t t akes) wi t hi n di f f er ent cul t ur al
genr es ; t hat i s, he i gnor es t he speci f i c f or mof hi st or i ci t y i mmanent wi t hi n, and
char act er i st i c of , di st i nct cul t ur al f or ms . Si nce t he f unct i on of i nher i t ed t r adi t i on
i s an i mpor t ant aspect and component of t he of t en- di scussed pr obl emof t he
" r el at i ve i ndependence" of i deol ogy, t he quest i on essent i al l y l ef t open by Mar x
becomes of par amount t heor et i cal si gni f i cance.
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V

I t i s cer t ai nl y j ust i f i ed t o i ndi cat e at t hi s poi nt t hat Mar x never i nt ended nor
cl ai med t o cr eat e a syst emat i c t heor y of i deol ogy. The het er ogeneous andmost l y
cr i t i cal uses he madeof t hi s concept can be seen i n r et r ospect t o have encl osed a
def i ni t e f i el d of i nvest i gat i on and t o have suggest ed/ out l i ned an essent i al l y
uni f i ed t heor et i cal appr oach t o t hi s f i el d . No doubt , t o speak about " gaps i n
Mar x' s t heor y of i deol ogy" i mpl i es a cr i t i cal j udgment accor di ng t o a cr i t er i on-
compr ehensi veness-whi ch i s i n t hi s case cer t ai nl y i nappr opr i at e. I t i s, however ,
j ust i f i ed t o ask whet her t he f ai l ur e of t hi s t heor et i cal appr oach t o account
adequat el y f or some of t he most compr ehensi ve and st r i ki ng char act er i st i cs of
t he domai n i t encl oses i ndi cat es mor e t han a mer e l ack of ( per haps never
i nt ended) compr ehensi veness . Ar e not t he "gaps" I have ment i oned mor e t han
mer e l acunae? Ar e t hey not expr essi ons of i nt er nal st r ai ns wi t hi n t he concept i on
i t sel f ?
Ashor t essay cer t ai nl y cannot answer t hi s quest i on. But si nce no one, whose

i nt er est i n Mar x i s not sol el y ant i quar i an, can si mpl y negl ect i t , I woul d i n
concl usi on l i ke t o suggest some consi der at i ons t hat may be r el evant t o such an
answer . Wi t hout f ur t her expl anat i on, I wi l l t ake up onepr obl em, i n r espect of
whi ch t he i nt er nal consi st ency of t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy' has been
ver y of t en quer i ed, and t o whi ch t he ear l i er exposi t i on has al so r ef er r ed. Thi s i s
t he quest i on of t he r el at i onshi p bet ween i deol ogy and t he nat ur al sci ences .
As has al r eady been i ndi cat ed, Mar x had r i gor ousl y avoi ded appl yi ng t he t erm

" i deol ogy" t o t he cont ent of t he t heor i es of nat ur al sci ence, even t hough hi s
cr i t i ci sm cl ear l y i mpl i cat ed bot h t he cul t ur al - i nst i t ut i onal f ormof t hei r devel -
opment and t he char act er of t he soci al appl i cat i on of t hei r r esul t s i n cont empor -
ar y capi t al i st soci et y. I n f act , t hough he was compl et el y awar e of t he hi st or i cal
connect i on bet ween t he emer gence of t he nat ur al sci ences and t he capi t al i st
mode of pr oduct i on, 13 he consi st ent l y chose t o char act er i se nat ur al sci ent i f i c
knowl edge i n expl i ci t l y uni ver sal i st i c- r at her t han hi st or i co- soci al l y speci f i c-
t erms . He descr i bed i t , f or exampl e, as " t he gener al cul t ur al " [ gei st i ge] pr oduct
of soci al devel opment " ; as " t he pr oduct of t he gener al hi st or i cal devel opment i n
i t s abst r act qui nt essence" ; as ( i n cont r adi st i nct i on t o co- oper at i ve l abour ) " uni -
ver sal l abour " ; as " t he gener al pr oduct i ve f or ce of soci al br ai n" ; and as " t hemost
sol i d f ormof weal t h, . . . bot h i deal and at t he same t i me pr act i cal weal t h" . 14Now
i t cer t ai nl y can be ar gued t hat t he use of such uni ver sal i st i c met aphor s i ndi cat es a
ser i ous i nconsi st ency wi t hi n a t heor y whi ch, i nsi st i ng t hat consci ousness never
can be anyt hi ng el se but t he consci ousness of an exi st i ng hi st or i cal pr act i ce,
under l i nes t he soci al det ermi nat i on and hi st or i cal embeddedness and l i mi t at i on
of ever y syst emof i deas . Accor di ng t o t hi s ar gument , t he t r eat ment of . nat ur al
sci ences as " non- i deol ogi cal " must be r egar ded as one of t he si gns of mer e
evasi veness, as a speci f i c i nst ance of a f l i ght f r omt he unt enabl e or undesi r abl e
r el at i vi st i c consequences of a t hor oughgoi ng hi st or i ci sm whi ch r ender s t he
whol e concept i on of i deol ogy i n Mar x beset by i nt er nal cont r adi ct i ons .
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As i t st ands, t hi s cr i t i ci smseems t o me i nval i d, f or i t f al sel y const r uct s t he
pr obl emt owhi ch t heMar xi an t heor y of i deol ogy addr esses i t sel f . Thi s pr obl em
i s not t hat of t he hi st or i ci t y of al l t hi nki ng i n gener al . Rat her , t heMar xi an t heor y
i s concer ned wi t h t hose speci f i c soci al - hi st or i cal condi t i ons whi ch make i t
i mpossi bl e f or t hi nki ng t o r ecogni se sel f - r ef l ect i vel y i t s own hi st or i cal const i t u-
t i on andwhi ch t her eby l ock t hi s t hi nki ng i nt o a syst emof cat egor i es or i mages
t hat bot h j ust i f i es and at t empt s t o per pet uat e i t s ver y hi st or i cal l i mi t at i ons . Mar x
t akes i t f or gr ant ed t hat t her e i s no t hi nki ng "wi t hout pr econdi t i ons" , t hat al l
syst ems of i deas- nat ur al sci ent i f i c as wel l as " i deol ogi cal " - ar e hi st or i cal l y
si t uat ed and t her ef or e al so l i mi t ed. I t i s equal l y evi dent t ohi mt hat t he mer e f orm
of sci ent i f i ci t y, under st ood as t he sat i sf act i on of a set of pur el y epi st emol ogi cal or
met hodol ogi cal cr i t er i a, i s never abl e t o ensur e by i t sel f t he excl usi on of t he
possi bl i t y of an " i deol ogi cal cl osur e" . He di st i ngui shes t heor i es of nat ur al sci -
ences f r omf orms of i deol ogy not because he ascr i bes an ahi st or i c val i di t y t o t he
f ormer , but because hewant s t o di st i ngui sh t wodi f f er ent - and by vi r t ue of t hei r
di f f er ent soci al const i t ut i on and f unct i ons- opposed pr ocesses of hi st or i cal
change i n t he br oad f i el d of cul t ur e. On t he one hand, nat ur al sci ences ar e
hi st or i cal , i n t he sense t hat t hey exi st as an uni nt er r upt ed pr ocess of cr i t i cal
i nqui r y i n whi ch ear l i er t heor i es become const ant l y r epl aced by mor e abst r act -
gener al andmot eexact ones on t he basi s of an ever - expandi ngexper i ment at i on
and obser vat i on t hat i s bot h const ant l y spur r ed on and at t he same t i me con-
t r ol l ed by t he exper i ences and r equi r ement s of pr oduct i vemat er i al pr act i ce. I t i s
t hi s or gani c l i nk of t he nat ur al sci ences wi t h t he ever yday pr act i cal r esul t s and
exper i ences of t he pr ocess of pr oduct i on t hat ul t i mat el y ensur es t hat t hei r
hi st or i cal change t akes t he f ormof an i nt el l ect ual pr ogr ess, vi z. , t he accumul a-
t i on and gr owt h of knowl edge. The concept of i deol ogy, on t he ot her hand,
expl ai ns why such pr ogr ess cannot be obser ved i n ot her f i el ds of cul t ur al
cr eat i vi t y . The concept of i deol ogy i ndi cat es t hat , i n ant agoni st i c soci et i es,
i ndi vi dual s can r each t he l evel of soci al sel f - consci ousness ( as di st i nct f r omt he
soci al consci ousness of t hei r r el at i on t o nat ur e) onl y by maki ng del i ber at e choi ces
bet ween cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons and wor l d- vi ews whose st r uggl e and di sput e
cannot be r esol ved by pur el y i nt el l ect ual means, andwhosehi st or i cal al t er at i on
t her ef or e cannot be concei ved accor di ng t o amodel of accumul at i on andgr owt h.
Mar x' s di st i nct i on bet ween nat ur al sci ence and i deol ogy i s t her ef or e not onl y

i nt er nal l y coher ent , but al so i n compl et e accor dance wi t h some of t he most
f undament al and per vasi ve concept ual di st i nct i ons t hat bel ong t o t he basi c
f r amewor k of hi s t heor yof hi st or y : t he di st i nct i on bet ween mat er i al cont ent and
soci al f orm; bet ween t he pr oduct i ve f or ces and t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on; and,
i ngener al , bet ween t he pr act i cal r el at i ons of humans t o nat ur e and t he r el at i ons
of soci al i nt er cour se bet ween humans, a di st i nct i on whi ch he at t he same t i me
i dent i f i es wi t h t he axes of cont i nui t y and di scont i nui t y i n hi st or y. The cont r ast
bet ween t he nat ur al sci ences and i deol ogi es can t hus be seen as t he consi st ent
appl i cat i on of t hese pr i nci pal di chot omi es t o t he f i el d of cul t ur al pr oduct i on
pr oper .
So t he pr obl emi ndi cat ed by cer t ai n cr i t i cs har dl y pr oves Mar x gui l t y of any
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di r ect i nconsi st ency . Never t hel ess, a si mpl e out l i ne of hi s ( l ar gel y i mpl i ci t )
" sol ut i on" t o t hi s pr obl emrai ses a number of r at her di squi et i ng quest i ons . Fi r st ,
such an out l i nemakes cl ear t hat at l east someof t he par t i cul ar pr esupposi t i ons of
t he Mar xi an concept of i deol ogy ar e r at her i mmedi at el y t i ed t o a ni net eent h
cent ur y vi ew of sci ent i f i c pr ogr ess whi ch i s nowadays di f f i cul t t o def end. One
must not necessar i l y accept t he vi ewpoi nt s of Feyer abend or even Kuhn t o
appr ehend t hat t he concept i on of sci ent i f i c devel opment as a uni l i near , cumul a-
t i ve gr owt h nei t her f i t s t he hi st or i cal f act s ; nor i s def ensi bl e i n vi ew of t he
compl ex i nt er r el at i onshi p bet ween obser vat i on and t heor y i n t he nat ur al sci -
ences . Fr oma cont empor ar y per spect i ve, Mar x seems i n par t i cul ar t o have
mi ssed t he poi nt t hat t he nat ur al sci ences' expl i ci t l y empi r i cal basi s does not
r ender t hei r hi st or i cal si t uat edness t r anspar ent , pr i mar i l y because t he f unda-
ment al under l yi ng par adi gms i n t erms of whi ch t hei r empi r i cal dat a ar e con-
st r uct ed can be cl ear l y r ecogni zed as such onl y af t er some al t er nat i ve and
compet i ng ways of i nt er pr et at i on have been of f er ed. Secondl y, a r econsi der at i on
of t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy i ndi cat es t he ext ent t o whi ch i t i s
embedded i n a t heor y of hi st or i cal pr ogr ess whi ch sust ai ns i t sel f upon a key
di chot omy bet ween t he cont i nuous gr owt h i n human mast er y over nat ur e and
t he di scont i nuous t r ansf ormat i ons i n t he r el at i ons of br oadl y concei ved soci al
i nt er cour se- a t heor y of pr ogr ess whi ch t oday can be addr essed wi t h many
quest i ons .

But t he pr obl emunder di scussi on her e not onl y i ndi cat es di f f i cul t i es concer n-
i ng t he r el at i onshi p bet ween t he par t i cul ar det ai l s and t hemost abst r act - gener al
pr esupposi t i ons of t he Mar xi an vi ew. I t al so makes compr ehensi bl e Mar x' s
r at her st r ange combi nat i on of a r adi cal phi l osophi cal cr i t i ci smof t he t ot al cul t ur e
of bour geoi s soci et y as al i enat ed- i deol ogi cal wi t h t he unquest i oned accept ance of
t he val i di t y of i nher i t ed cul t ur al cr i t er i a, above al l t hose of t he sci ences . Ther e i s
no doubt t hat , at l east i n hi s l at e oeuvr e, Mar x concei ved hi s own t heor y i n
conf ormi t y wi t h t he cul t ur al model of t he nat ur al sci ences emanci pat ed f r omt he
domi nat i on of capi t al . Di r ect l y connect edwi t h t he ever yday l i f e- exper i ences of
i t s soci al addr essees, t heor y makes t hese. exper i ences compr ehensi bl e i n t hei r
hi st or i cal speci f i ci t y and necessi t y, and t her eby, at one and t he same t i me, i s
conver t ed i nt o " t r ue sci ence" capabl e of unl i mi t ed pr ogr ess ( si nce i t makes i t s
own hi st or i cal pr esupposi t i ons t r anspar ent as " empi r i cal l y obser vabl e and ver i f i -
abl e st at es of af f ai r s" ) and a "popul ar f or ce" .
Not onl y Mar x' s uncr i t i cal at t i t ude t owar d t he cul t ur al f ormof t he nat ur al

sci ences makes hi s pr ogr am of a consi st ent " sci ent i sat i or i " of t he cogni t i ve
cont ent of t he cul t ur al her i t age t heor et i cal l y suspect . Thi s weakness appear s al so
t o have i t s r ever se si de, namel y, t he Mar xi an t heor y' s essent i al l y " negat i vi st i c"
concept i on of ever yday consci ousness . I t seems t o be mor e t han acci dent al t hat
t he Mar xi an t heor y of ever yday consci ousness, at l east as f ar as i t s syst emat i c
achi evement s ar e concer ned, l ays al l t he emphasi s on t he necessar i l y f et i shi st i c
char act er of ever yday t hi nki ng i n capi t al i st soci et y i n gener al . Theor y can l ocat e
t he emanci pat or y i mpul ses of i t s own subj ect and addr essee, t he wor ki ng cl ass,
onl y i n t he . f ormof unar t i cul at ed needs, f r ust r at i ons and anxi et i es or , mor e
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usual l y, i n t hat of " obj ect i ve i nt er est s" . I t t her eby by- passes t he pr obl emt hat
even " spont aneous" r esi st ance t o capi t al i st soci et y f i nds i t s expr essi on i ndef i ni t e
cul t ur al f orms . ( I t was Gr amsci who f i r st f aced t he pr obl ems i nvol ved i n t hi s
phenomenon. ) TheMar xi an t heor y of i deol ogy t her ef or e i n f act assi mi l at es t he
r el at i onshi p of cr i t i cal t heor y and i t s addr essees i nt o t he model of " l ear ni ng a
sci ence" . Thi s i n t ur n seems t o r evoke t he r adi cal concept i on of t he cr i t i cal t heor y
i t sel f . Mar x' s near - cont empt uous at t i t ude t o ever yt hi ng t hat t oday woul d be
l abel l ed as "wor ki ng cl ass cul t ur e" - consi der hi s di sput e wi t h Wei t l i ng- r at her
dr amat i cal l y i l l ust r at es t hi s poi nt .
But , above al l , t he pr obl ems associ at ed wi t h t hi s pr ogr amof over comi ng t he

" i l l usi ons of i deol ogy" t hr ough a si mul t aneous "sci ent i sat i on and popul ar i sa-
t i on" of t heor y and cul t ur e i n gener al ar e of a pr act i cal nat ur e. I f t he shi bbol et h so
of t en hear d t oday- " t he cr i si s of Mar xi sm" - has any meani ng at al l , i t shoul d
desi gnat e a whol e hi st or i cal pr ocess whose end r esul t we ar e nowf aci ng. Thi s
pr ocess i s one i n whi ch, i n a si t uat i on of deep and gener al l y r ecogni sed soci al
cr i si s, Mar xi st t heor y enj oys an unpr ecedent ed "sci ent i f i c" ( i . e. , academi c)
r espect abi l i t y, whi l e at t he same t i me i t s t heor et i cal l y " r espect abl e" ( i nt el l ect u-
al l y honest and ser i ous) f orms have no i mpact or connect i on wi t h r adi cal soci al
movement s of any ki nd. I n a sense, t he hi st or y of Mar xi smhas t ur ned f ul l ci r cl e .
I n t hese t i mes, Mar xi an t heor y has r epr oduced t hat i ni t i al si t uat i onwhi ch i t so
conf i dent l y set out t o change- t he compl et e di vor ce bet ween t heor y and pr ac-
t i ce . I f one i s i ncl i ned, however , t o t r ace back ( at l east par t i al l y) t hi s f ai l ur e t o t he
or i gi nal sel f - i nt er pr et at i on of t he t heor y- t o i t s l ack of cr i t i cal r ef l ect i on upon
i t sel f as a speci f i c cul t ur al f orm- one shoul d al so r emember t hat t he hi st or i cal
exper i ence of r adi cal at t empt s t o chal l enge di r ect l y t he aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e
i n t henameof soci al emanci pat i on have pr oved t o be equal l y negat i ve, andof t en
even much mor e di sast r ous . These chal l enges t o aut onomous hi gh cul t ur e have
been assi mi l at ed i nt o t he domi nant i nst i t ut i onal f orms of cul t ur al pr oduct i on
and r ecept i on wi t h conspi cuous ease ( as i n t he case of many ar t i st i c exper i ment s
and movement s : Br echt , sur r eal i sm, et c . ) ; or ( as t he case of t he Bol shevi k
pr ogr amof t he "pol i t i ci zat i on" of cul t ur e i ndi cat es) t hey have r esul t ed i n t he
t r ansf ormat i on of hi gh cul t ur e i nt o i deol ogy i n t he cr udest sense- i nt o sheer
apol ogi es f or t he exi st i ng r el at i ons of domi nance and oppr essi on, whi ch as a
consequence become cul t ur al l y desol at e. To under st and t hi s hi st or y, t o. " appl y"
t he t heor y of i deol ogy t o t he t heor y of i deol ogy i t sel f , t oday seems t o be a
necessar y and unavoi dabl e t ask.

Not es
1 . Mar x- Engel s Wer ke (Ber l i n, 1958) , vol . 3, p. 49 ( her eaf t er ci t ed as MEW) .
2 . 1 shoul d i ndi cat e at t hi s poi nt t hat f et i shi sm- t he hi st or i cal l y speci f i c f ormof ever yday con-
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3. Gr undr i sse (Ber l i n, 1953) , pp. 136- 137.
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sci ousness under capi t al i sm- does not f or Mar x r epr esent t he sol e t ype of soci al l y i nduced
di st or t i ons of exper i ence and i nt er pr et at i on of t hewor l d i n whi ch i ndi vi dual s i mmedi at el y l i ve.
I n r el at i on t o pr e- capi t al i st soci et i es, he makes at l east f l eet i ng r ef er ences t o t he " i dol at r y of
nat ur e" as an hi st or i cal phenomenon anal ogous t o f et i shi sm. As t he t hi r d vol ume of Capi t al
makes cl ear , t hi s i dol at r y i nvol ves bot h t he per soni f i cat i on of nat ur al f or ces and t hi ngs upon
whi chhumanact i vi t i es ar est i l l dependent andt he cor r espondi ng nat ur al i sat i on of soci al r ol es, i n
whi ch r el at i ons of per sonal dependence and bondage mani f est t hemsel ves .

4. See, f or exampl e, MEW, Vol . 26, 1, pp. 145- 146, 256- 259.

5. Thi s abbr evi at ed t ermi nol ogy i s cer t ai nl y qui t e al i en t o Mar x . Theonl y pl ace( t omy knowl edge)
wher e he expl i ci t l y f ormul at es a cont r ast r esembl i ng t heone dr awn her e i s i n hi s cr i t i ci smof
St or ch (MEW, vol . 26, 1, p. 257; see al so p. 377) , wher e he di st i ngui shes t he " i deol ogi cal
component sof t he r ul i ng cl ass" f r omi t s " f r eecul t ur al - spi r i t ual ( gei st i ge) pr oduct i on" . Fr omt he
st andpoi nt of hi s whol e t heor y, t hi s l at t er ( and cer t ai nl y acci dent al ) desi gnat i on i s r at her
quest i onabl e, and i s t her ef or e not used her e .

6. See, f or exampl e, Mar x' s gener al char act er i zat i on of vul gar economy i n MEW, vol . 26, 3,
pp. 430- 494.

7. Cf . i bi d. , vol . 26, 1, pp. 40- 48, 60- 69; vol . 26, 2, pp. 100, 161- 166, 214- 217; vol . 26, 3,
pp. 491- 494, 504.

8. Thef ol l owi ng f ormul at i on i s r at her t ypi cal of t hi s t r ai n of t hought i nMar x : "Cl assi cal economi cs
pear as bear er s of t he l at t er , t he var i ous f i xed and mut ual l y al i en f orms of weal t h t o t hei r i nner
uni t y and t o st r i p t hemof t hat char act er due t o whi ch t hey st and si de by si de, i ndi f f er ent t owar d
each ot her ; i t seeks t o compr ehend t he i nt er nal i nt er connect i on apar t f r omt he mul t i pl i ci t y of
f orms of appear ance . . . I n t hi s anal ysi s, cl assi cal economi cs nowand agai n f al l s i nt o cont r adi c-
t i ons; i t of t en at t empt s t o accompl i sh t hi s r educt i on and t o demonst r at e t he i dent i t y of t hesour ce
of t he var i ous f ormsdi r ect l y, wi t hout medi at i ng l i nks . However , t hi s necessar i l y f ol l owsf r omi t s
anal yt i c met hod, wi t h whi ch t he cr i t i que andcompr ehensi on i nevi t abl y begi ns. I t has no i nt er est
i n genet i cal l y devel opi ng t he var i ous f orms, onl y an i nt er est i n t hei r anal yt i c r educt i on and
uni f i cat i on, because i t depar t s f r omt hese f orms as gi ven pr emi ses . . . Cl assi cal economi cs ul t i -
mat el y f ai l s, and i s def i ci ent because i t concei ves t hegr ound- f ormof capi t al , pr oduct i on di r ect ed
t owar ds t heappr opr i at i on of al i en l abour , not as a soci al f orm, but as t he nat ur al f ormof soci al
pr oduct i on- a modeof compr ehensi on f or t hedi scar di ngof whi ch i t i t sel f cl ear s t heway" ( i bi d. ,
vol . 26, 3, pp. 490- 491) .

9. / bi d. , vol . 3, pp. 432- 433; see al so Gr undr i sse, pp. 82- 83.

10 . Gr undr i sse, pp. 584, 586.

11 . MEW, vol . 23, p. 393.

12. Gr undr i sse, p. 31 .

13 . See, f or exampl e, i bi d. , p. 313: ' Just as pr oduct i on f oundedon capi t al cr eat es, on t heone hand,
uni ver sal i ndust r i ousness- i . e . , sur pl us- l abour , val ue- cr eat i ng l abour - so i t cr eat es, on t heot her
hand, a syst emof gener al expl oi t at i on of t he nat ur al and human qual i t i es, a syst emof gener al
ut i l i t y . Bot h sci ence i t sel f andal l t he physi cal andment al qual i t i es appear as bear er s of t he l at t er ,
whi l e t her eappear s t obenot hi nghi gher - i n- i t sel f , not hi ng l egi t i mat e- f or - i t sel f out si de t hi s ci r cl e
of soci al pr oduct i on and exchange. . . Hence t he gr eat ci vi l i si ng i nf l uence of capi t al . . . For t he
f i r st t i me, nat ur e becomes a mer e obj ect f or humani t y, a mer e mat t er of ut i l i t y ; i t ceases t o be
r ecogni zed as a power f or i t sel f ; and t he t heor et i cal knowl edge of i t s aut onomous l aws i t sel f
appear s mer el y as a r use t o subj ugat e i t under humanneeds, ei t her as an obj ect of consumpt i on, or
as ameans of pr oduct i on. "
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14. The f i r st of t wo quot at i ons appear i n Resul t at e des unmi t t el bar en Pr odukt i onspr ozesses, Mar x-
Engel s Ar chi v(Moscow, 1933) , vol . 2, vi i , pp. 156 and 160; t he r ef er ence t o " uni ver sal l abour " i s
f ound i nMEW, vol . 25, p . 114 ; t he l ast t wo sent encesar e t aken r espect i vel y f r omGr undr i t t e, pp.
586 and 439.



I DEOLOGYANDTHEWTLTANSCHAUUNG
OFTHEI NTELLECTUALS

Zygmunt Bauman

I t has of t en been not ed t hat t he wor d " i deol ogy" i n i t s near l y t wo cent ur i es
l ong hi st or y underwent a t r ul y bewi l der i ng semant i c change, acqui r i ng i n t heend
a meani ng exact l y cont r ar y t o i t s or i gi nal connot at i on. I ndeed, what mor e
ant agoni st i c semant i c domai ns ar e t her e t han t r ut h and f al sehood; sci ence and
common- sense bel i ef s ; i mpar t i al , l ast i ng knowl edge and shi f t i ng, nar r ow-
mi ndedpr ej udi ce?
The opposi t i ons ar eso dazzl i ngl y evi dent t hat t hey easi l y cast si mi l ar i t i es i n a

deep shadow. What i s l ost i n t hi s cont r ast i s t he quest i on of cont i nui t y-mor e
i mpor t ant l y, t hequest i on of asemant i c f i el dwhi cht het wo appar ent l y ant agoni s-
t i c meani ngs of " i deol ogy" shar e. Thi s quest i on mayseemst r ange t o agener at i on
br ought up t o t hi nk of t he unf ol di ng of i deas i n t he undi al ect i cal t erms of
Thomas Kuhn' s "par adi gm" , whi ch i dent i f i es l ogi cal cont r adi ct i on wi t h t he
mut ual excl usi veness of under l yi ng wor l d- vi ews. The quest i on appear s mor e
obvi ous, even i mper at i ve, i f i nst ead of par adi gms we t hi nk i n t erms of Mi chel
Foucaul t " s " di scur si ve f ormat i on" , whi chi s def i nedby i t s r emar kabl e capaci t y of
" gi vi ng bi r t h si mul t aneousl y and successi vel y t o mut ual l y excl usi ve obj ect s,
wi t hout havi ng t o modi f y i t sel f " . '
One can t hi nk of a number of r easons f or pl aci ng t he ut i l i t y of t he concept of

di scur si ve f ormat i on wel l above t hat of " par adi gm" . Themost obvi ous r eason i s
t hat t hi s concept hel ps t o r eveal t hegenui nedi al ect i cs of t hought - i t s cont i nui t y,
t he semant i c i nt er dependence of opposi t i ons, t he mut ual det ermi nat i on of
obj ect s al l egedl y subj ect t o i ndependent l ogi cs, and so on: But t her e ar e ot her
r easons as wel l . The evi dent f act of t he on- goi ng communi cat i on bet ween
separ at e l anguages, so baf f l i ng f r om a Kuhni an per spect i ve, appear s al l but
nat ur al . I t becomes cl ear t hat f ar f r ombei ngmut ual l y excl usi ve, di f f er ent " f orms
of l i f e" ar e of t en member s of t he same di scur si ve communi t y and must acknow-
l edge, even i f onl y obl i quel y, t hei r j oi nt member shi p by engagi ng t heot her f orm
i n a compet i t i on. Above al l , t he di scur si ve- f ormat i on per spect i ve br i ngs i nt o
r el i ef t he soci al mechani sms behi nd t he unf ol di ngof t hought . I f i n t he Kuhni an
wor l d soci et y appear s onl y t o i nt er f er e wi t h t he smoot h unf ol di ng of t he pl ay
bet ween t heor y andevi dence, t he i dea of di scur si ve. f ormat i onr eveal s soci et y and
i t s aut hor i t y net wor k as t he sol e mat er i al cont ent of t he ar t i cul at i on and del i mi -
t at i on of obj ect s of di scour seand t hedi sper si on of st at ement s whi ch i t cont ai ns
and l egi t i mi ses . One coul d say t hat Kuhn' s i dea of t he par adi gmr emai ns f r om
t hebegi nni ng t o t heendi nsi de t hedi scur si ve f ormat i onof i deol ogy, whi ch i s t he
obj ect of t hi s essay-whi l e Foucaul t ' s met hodol ogy of f er s t he sought - af t er
chance of st eppi ng out si de t hi s f ormat i on so as t o scr ut i ni se andcodi f y t he r ul es
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whi ch made possi bl e i t s emer gence.
But t o r et ur n t o our pr oper subj ect mat t er : i t i s t he mai n cont ent i on of t hi s

essay t hat t he pr obl emat i cs, of t he t heor y of i deol ogy, wi t h al l i t s bi zar r e t ur n-
about s and convol ut i ons, can best be under st ood wi t hi n t hat t ypi cal l y moder n
di scour se of power whi ch i s associ at ed wi t h what has come t o be descr i bed as t he
" ci vi l i si ng pr ocess" . Thi s pr ocess has been var i ousl y anal yzed i n t he past as t he
t r i umph of r eason over i gnor ance; as t he vi ct or y of sweet ness and l i ght over
cr ude and uncout h exi st ence ; as t he di spl acement of br ut al i t y and bar bar i smby
pol i t eness and gent l e habi t s ; as l awand peacef ul or der r epl aci ng t he f i st and t he
pandemoni umof uni ver sal war ; as t he t ami ng of passi ons by ci vi l i t y and sel f -
cont r ol . Wi t h a measur e of emot i onal det achment , mor e becomi ng of t he aca-
demi c mode, t he pr ocess has been char act er i zed as t he r i se t o domi nance of
i nst r ument al r at i onal i t y over i r r at i onal behavi our ; as t he t r adi ng of f of a par t of
f r eedomf or a par t i al secur i t y, and t he concomi t ant har nessi ng of aggr essi on; as
t he i mposi t i on of t he cour t i er ' s i deal of l ' homme honnet e, and l at er of ! ' homme
ecl ai r e, upon successi vel y l ower r ungs of t he st at us l adder .

The descr i pt i ons var y i n t he si ze and i mpor t ance of t he aspect of t he pr ocess
t hey capt ur e. But none seems t o gr asp t he mai n l i nk i n t he l ong chai n of hi st or i cal
t r ansf or mat i ons whi ch West er n Eur opean soci et y went t hr ough i n t he cour se of
t he l ast t hr ee- and- a- hal f cent ur i es . I f t he mai n l i nk i s t he one whi ch ar t i cul at es al l
t he ot her s i nt o a cont i nuous chai n, and t her eby cont ai ns t he key t o t he i nt er de-
pendence of al l uni t s of t he t ot al i t y, t hen t he gr adual emer gence of t he newf or m
of management of t he soci al l y pr oduced sur pl us seems t o be a pr omi si ng
candi dat e .

Thi s f or m was i ndeed r evol ut i onar y and set t he er a of " ci vi l i sat i on"

 

or ,
i ndust r i al capi t al i st soci et y apar t f r omt he pr evi ousl y domi nant t ype of soci et y . I n
t hi s ol d t ype, sur pl us val ue was ext r act ed f r omt he pr oducer s, so t o speak, i n l eaps
and bounds, say, once or sever al t i mes dur i ng t he annual cycl e of t he pr edomi -
nant l y agr i cul t ur al pr oduct i on, i n t he f or mof r ent , or a t ax, t r i but e, or t i t he.
Owi ng t o wi l l or f ear or bot h, t he pr oducer had t o be made t o par t wi t h a por t i on
of hi s pr oduct . Once he had done t hat , he coul d be ( and had t o be t o keep t he
pr ocess of pr oduct i on goi ng) l ef t al one. I t was l ar gel y i r r el evant f or t he ci r cul a-
t i on of sur pl us howhe went about hi s dai l y busi ness, how he admi ni st er ed t he
act i vi t i es of hi s body and soul . The onl y t hi ng whi ch mat t er ed- t he pr oduct i on of
sur pl us- was qui t e adequat el y t aken car e of by t he doubl e pr essur e of t he nat ur al
cycl e and t he t hr eat of what Er nest Gel l ner once cal l ed t he " Dent i st r y St at e- - a
st at e speci al i si ng i n ext r act i on by t or t ur e.

The advent of manuf act ur e and t he f act or y syst em, and l at er of mar ket
exchange i nt egr at i ng ever - l ower r ungs of t he soci al l adder , ended t hi s r el at i vel y
si mpl e met hod of sur pl us management . The ext r act i on of sur pl us ceased t o be
t he onl y t ask of t he domi nant cl ass . Nowi t was t o assume r esponsi bi l i t y f or t he
ver y pr oduct i on of sur pl us ; pr oducer s coul d not be l ef t al one and r el i ed upon f or
t he admi ni st r at i on of t hei r pr oduct i ve act i vi t i es . Lat er on, wi t h t he spr ead of t he
mar ket , t hey. had al so t o be i nduced t o or gani ze t hei r l i f e- pr ocess i n a way
bef i t t i ng wi l l i ng and pl i abl e consumer s .
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These t wo di f f er ent syst ems of sur pl us management wer e br ought i nt o bei ng
by t wo di f f er ent t ypes of power . The f i r st t ype was t o r emai n ext er nal and
r emot e; i t s r emot eness, or not - of - t hi s - wor l dness, was heavi l y under l i ned by t he
sacr al i sat i on of t he r oyal r ei gn, whi ch cer emoni ousl y r epr oduced t he i mmut abi l -
i t y of t he et er nal or der of supr emacy . Thi s supr emacy boi l ed down i n pr act i ce t o
t he upwar d f l ow of agr i cul t ur al sur pl us . I n Geor ges Duby' s wor ds, t he whol e
syst em of f eudal i sm coul d wel l be por t r ayed "as a met hod of keepi ng t he
st omachs of t he bar ons and t hei r r et ai ner s f ul l " . ' Beyond t hese r equi r ement s, i t
was of l i t t l e consequence what cust oms or habi t r ul ed t he dai l y l i f e of t he f ood
suppl i er s . Thi s was- i f j udged by t he l at er st andar ds- a t i me of r i ch and r obust
f ol k cul t ur e, whi ch t he Chur ch, exact i ng and met i cul ous i n i t s suppor t f or t he
di vi ne r i ght s of t he ear t hl y power s, was amazi ngl y happy t o l eave t o i t s own
r esour ces .
Thesecond t ypeof power i s muchmor ecompl ex . I t needs t o secur e not mer el y

t he ext r act i on of sur pl us once i n a whi l e, but t he ext r act i on of a cont i nuous ef f or t ,
day by day ; hour by hour - an ef f or t whi ch i s r ul ed by t he r hyt hmof anext er nal
and of t en meani ngl ess l ogi c . Wor se st i l l , a commodi t y consumer , unl i ke a mer e
t ax- payi ng subj ect , has t o be a choi ce-maki ng ani mal . who wi l l make t he r i ght
choi ces . Hencehe must be made r esponsi ve t o ext er nal l y mani pul at i ve st i mul i i f
hi s choi ces ar e t o becomeequal l y mani pul abl e and by t he same t oken pr edi ct abl e.
Thi s new t ask r equi r es- t o empl oy Foucaul t ' s di st i nct i on- a " power of di sci -
pl i ne" , r at her t han t he ol d t ype of " sover ei gn power " . Theobj ect of t he newt ype
of power i s not t he weal t h or t he goods possessed or pr oduced by t he subj ect , but
di r ect l y hi s l abour , t i me andmodeof l i f e . I t i s t he body and t he soul of t he subj ect
whi ch ar e t o be mani pul at ed. " Thi s new mechani sm of power " - t o quot e
Foucaul t - " i s mor e dependent upon bodi es and what t hey do t han upon t he
Ear t h and i t s pr oduct s . . . . I t i s a t ype of power whi ch i s const ant l y exer ci sed by
means of sur vei l l ance r at her t han i n di scont i nuous manner by means of a syst em
of l evi es or obl i gat i ons di st r i but ed over t i me" . 3
Thus, t he newpower r eaches par t s f ormer power s coul d not r each. I t pene-

t r at es deepl y i nt o t he mundane dai l y act i vi t i es of i t s subj ect s . I t makes a bi d f or
t he t ot al i t y of t hei r bodi l y act i ons . Thi s ai mcannot be achi eved wi t h t he ol d
means . I t cer t ai nl y cannot be at t ai ned wi t h t he hel p of t he di st ant , i nvi si bl e
ki ng-God, symbol i si ng t he i nt r act abl e or der of t he uni ver se; i t cannot be r ecal l ed
per i odi cal l y, on t he day when t he l evy or t he t i t he ar e due f or payment . Thenew
power must empl oy new resour ces .
The new, much mor e ambi t i ous, ubi qui t ous, al l - penet r at i ng or der cannot r el y

on t he r i t ual i nvocat i on of t he di vi ne r i ght s of t he sover ei gn. I t can r ul e onl y i n
t he name of t he norm, of a pat t er n of normal i t y, wi t h whi ch i t i dent i f i es i t sel f .
Si nce normal i t y means i n t he end a cont i nuous r hyt hmof bodi l y exer t i on and t he
unbr oken chai n of r epeat abl e choi ces, i t can be mai nt ai ned onl y by a densewebof
i nt er l ocki ng aut hor i t i es i n const ant communi cat i on wi t h t he subj ect and i n a
pr oxi mi t y t o t he subj ect whi ch permi t s a per pet ual sur vei l l ance of hi s l i f e-
pr ocess . Ol d f orms ar e t r ansf ormed i nt o such aut hor i t i es, and newaut hor i t i es ar e
br ought t o l i f e . Thus f ami l i es and sexual f unct i ons of t he body ar e depl oyed i n t he
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newrol e : chur ches become t eacher s of busi ness vi r t ues and har dwor k ; f act or i es
and poor houses j oi n f or ces i n i nst i l l i ng t he habi t of cont i nuous ef f or t ; i di osyn-
cr asy and non- r hyt hmi cal l i f e i s cr i mi nal i sed, medi cal i sed or phychi at r i sed ;
i ndi vi dual i sed t r ai ni ng by appr ent i ceshi p or per sonal ser vi ce i s r epl aced wi t h a
uni f ormsyst emof educat i on ai med at i nst i l l i ng uni ver sal ski l l s and, above al l , a
habi t of uni ver sal and cont i nuous di sci pl i ne . No si ngl e power i s now t ot al , l i ke
t hat cl ai med by t he absol ut e monar ch. Thi s web of aut hor i t at i ve r el at i ons
never t hel ess r eaches t he ki nd of t ot al i t y no power had dr eamed of r eachi ng
bef or e. I t now l egi sl at es f or t he whol e of t he i ndi vi dual ' s l i f e, t hough t he
l egi sl at i on i s exer ci sed sur r ept i t i ousl y by devel opi ng wi t hi n t he i ndi vi dual a
t endency t o a speci f i cal l y pat t er ned conduct . The sover ei gnt y i s al ways sel f -
conf i ned. Ther e ar e no l i mi t s t o t he gr eed of t he norm.
Thi s i s t he or i gi n of Fr eud' s " gar r i son i n t he conquer ed ci t y" . Cont r ar y t o what

Fr eud i mpl i ed, t hi s gar r i son i s not an i nescapabl e ef f ect of soci al l i f e, a uni ver sal
sedi ment of t he et er nal st r uggl e bet ween t he pr er equi si t es of t he " l i f e i n com-
mon" and i nt r act abl e sel f i shness of t he bi ol ogi cal essence of man. I t appear s t o
be, i nst ead, a hi st or i cal event and a human accompl i shment . I t was br ought i nt o
bei ng by a concer ned, t hough uncoor di nat ed, act i on of a pl et hor a of cr i sscr ossi ng
and over l appi ng aut hor i t i es, al ongsi de t he emer gence of t he newbour geoi s or der
of soci et y . These aut hor i t i es wer e est abl i shed t hr ough a di scour se whi ch
spawnednumber l ess var i ant s and t r ansubst ant i at i ons of t he essent i al opposi t i on
bet ween t he human and t he ani mal .
"Di sci pl i nar y power " , whi ch ai med at t he dr i l l , r egi ment at i on and r out i ni sa-

t i on of t he human body, was not , of cour se, an i nvent i on of t he sevent eent h
cent ur y . I t was, r at her , i t s di scover y . The uni ver sal cont r ol - by- sur vei l l ance
empl oyed f or cent ur i es- ef f ect i vel y, t hough mat t er - of - f act l y, by communi t i es
and woven i n t he t hi ck and t i ght l y kni t t i ssue of t he r epr oduct i on of
quot i di ani t y- was nowl i f t ed t o t he l evel of publ i c consci ousness, ar t i cul at ed as a
pr obl em cal l i ng f or consci ous desi gn, speci al i sed i nst i t ut i ons, and t hei r r e-
depl oyment i n t he r el at i onshi p bet ween cl asses . I t r eached t he consci ousness
l evel once t he communi t i es (whet her par i shes, gui l ds or vi l l ages) and t hei r
essent i al l y unst r et chabl e r esour ces became i nsuf f i ci ent as t he means of t he
r epr oduct i on of quot i di ani t y. The masses of " unat t ached" peopl e- vagr ant s,
vagabonds, " danger ous cl asses" - wer e t he f i r st cat egor i es t o " be seen" . By vi r t ue
of r emai ni ng out si de t he net wor k of communal sur vei l l ance, t hese gr oups, so t o
say, made vi si bl e what had been unseen bef or e; t hey pr ompt ed act i on wher e
cust oms and unr ef l ect ed pr act i ces had r ul ed bef or e. Thesepeopl e had t o become
t he concer n of soci et al agenci es, of l egi sl at or s, of cent r al l y admi ni st er ed or gans of
coer ci on. But t he l at t er wer e si ngul ar l y unpr epar ed f or t he t ask, never bef or e
havi ng been engaged di r ect l y i n t he r epr oduct i on of dai l y l i f e . Communi t i es l ost
t hei r gr i p onquot i di ani t y- but noot her agency, f or t he t i me bei ng, was pr epar ed
t o st ep i nt o t hei r pl ace. Thi s cr i si s of power was t he basi s of t he Hobbesi an
quest i on, "Howi s soci et y possi bl e?" , and i t f ound i t s r esponse i n t he ent i r el y new
rol e assi gned t o t he Pr i nce.
The Pr i ncewas nowt o be i n char ge of t he sur vei l l ance power . The communal
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pract i ce of " I wat ch you, you wat ch me" was ar t i cul at ed as a post ul at e of one
cat egor y of peopl ewat chi ng anot her . Di sci pl i nar y power t ur ned i nt o t he- vehi cl e
of t he asymmet r y of cl ass r el at i ons . Gr eat number s of peopl e wer e now seen as
havi ng t o be assi st ed ( and, i f necessar y, goaded) t o become " t r ul y human" ; a f ew
wer e t o adj ust t hemsel ves t o t he newrol e of t ut or s andguar di ans of t he pr ocess .
I t was essent i al l y t hi s new hi st or i cal const el l at i on, and t he power cr i si s i t
gener at ed, whi ch st r engt hened t he popul ar i t y of a gr eat number of r el at ed
concept s ( ci vi l i sat i on, Kul t ur , Bi l dung, r ef i nement , i deol ogy, enl i ght enment ,
et c. ) . As we wi l l see l at er , t hese concept s t r i ed t o capt ur e and ar t i cul at e t hi s new
si t uat i on- i n a way whi ch was unmi st akabl y t ai nt ed wi t h t he gr oup exper i ence
of t he ar t i cul at or s . Thi s di sci pl i nar y power sought t o t ot al l y assaul t and vi r t ual l y
dest r oy popul ar cul t ur e ; i t sought t he cr uel r epr essi on of popul ar r ebel l i ons, of
t r adi t i onal ( but now redef i ned as "devi ant " ) conduct , of popul ar f est i val s, of
het er odox bel i ef s and of "wi t chcr af t " - a pr ocess br i l l i ant l y document ed f or
Fr ance by Muchembl ed and, f or Engl and, by St ephen and Ei l een Yeo. 4 I n t he
cour se of t hi s st r uggl e, t hehumancondi t i on acqui r ed a newconcept ual i sat i on . I t
appear ed nowas a dr amaof Mani chean f or ces of passi on and r eason, of t he cr ude
and t he r ef i ned, of t he beast l y and t hehuman. "Rul e over t he f i sh i n t he sea, t he
bi r ds of heaven, and ever y l i vi ng t hi ng t hat moves upon t he ear t h" was no mor e a
gi f t of God t o be enj oyed i n peace. Thesubj ugat i on of t he ani mal i nman came t o
be a maj or concer n f or humans . One had t o l i f t onesel f t o t he human condi t i on ;
bei ng a human came t o be a t ask, an accompl i shment , a dut y . '
Thr ee aspect s of t hi s new concept ual i sat i on of t he human condi t i on deser ve

speci al comment :
1 . The "dual i t y" of humannat ur e i s seen t o have a ver t i cal di mensi on. The t wo
ant agoni st i c const i t uent s of t he sel f ar e concept ual i sed as st ages of a pr ocess :
t hr ough har dwor k and const ant vi gi l ance, one i s t o be di spl aced and r epl aced by
anot her . Man becomes an unf i ni shed pr oduct or , r at her , r awst uf f t o be shaped
and moul ded i nt o a human f orm. He becomes an obj ect of act i vi t y, var i ousl y
cal l ed cul t ur e, ci vi l i sat i on, Bi l dung, r ef i nement - al l t hese nouns, as Luci en
Febvr e poi nt ed out , 6 or i gi nal l y connot ed a t r ansi t i ve act i vi t y and not ( as was l at er
t he case) achi eved st at es of bei ng.
2. Ver t i cal and pr ocessual i n i t s appl i cat i on t o t he l i f e cycl e of t he i ndi vi dual , t hi s
dual i t y i s empl oyed synchr oni cal l y and hor i zont al l y i n t hi nki ng about gr oups i n
t hei r r eci pr ocal r el at i ons wi t hi n soci et i es, or about r el at i ons bet ween soci et i es
t hemsel ves . The human- ani mal di chot omy i s pr oj ect ed upon t he super i or i t y-
i nf er i or i t y r el at i ons bet ween col l ect i vi t i es or cat egor i es : adul t s and chi l dr en, men
and women, sane and mad, ci vi l i sed and bar bar i ans, gent l emen and t he masses .
I n t he vocabul ar y of t he Enl i ght enment , t he masses wer e descr i bed as " l es
bet es- f er oces, f ur i eux, i mbeci l es, f ous, aveugl es" . As Vol t ai r e wr ot e i n hi s not e-
books, " The peopl e wi l l al ways be composed of br ut es ; . t he peopl e i s bet ween
man and beast " . '
3 . Ther e i s a t hi r d el ement i nvi si bl y pr esent i n t he di chot omy of homo dupl ex :
t he posi t i ng of anagent i n t he passage f r ompassi on t o r eason, and t he guar di ng
of t he supr emacy of t he r easonabl e over t he passi on- bound. The nat ur e of t hi s
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agent i s det ermi ned by t he nat ur e of t he basi c di chot omy . I t i s an agent si mul -
t aneousl y enl i ght eni ng and r epr essi ng, benevol ent and hi gh- handed, of f er i ng
t he l i ght of r eason but appl yi ng a har shmedi ci ne f or t he goodof t hose r el uct ant
or t oo i ndol ent t o accept t he of f er wi l l i ngl y . Super i or knowl edge and super i or
f or ce, gui dance and di sci pl i ne, r eason and power , come t oget her as t hey do i n t he
symbol i c uni t y of t he pat r i ar chal f at her . Knowl edge and power ar e meant f or
each ot her ; di sast er f ol l ows t hei r di vor ce. For Di der ot , " i nst r ui r e une nat i on, s' est
l a ci vi l i ser ; y et ei ndr e l es connai ssances, c' est l a r amener a 1' et at pr i mi t i f de
bar bar i e" . Accor di ng t o Condor cet , " ce n' est poi nt l a pol i t i que des pr i nces, ce sont
l es l umi er es des peupl es ci vi l i ses" , whi ch wi l l guar ant ee peace and pr ogr ess on
ear t h. Ahal f cent ur y l at er , Gui zot woul d cast i gat e Engl and f or i t s emphasi s sol el y
on soci al devel opment , wi t h di r e negl ect f or t he r ef i nement of spi r i t , and
Germany f or t he r ever se bl under : t he f ai l ur e t o i ncor por at e i t s t hought i nt o t he
busi ness of soci al admi ni st r at i on.

I t was wi t hi n t hi s di scour se const i t ut ed by t he opposi t i on bet ween r eason and
passi on t hat t he concept of i deol ogy was or i gi nal l y ar t i cul at ed, and i t i s t her e t hat
i t r emai ns f i rml y ent r enched. ToDest ut t de Tr acy, commonl y acknowl edged as
t he per son r esponsi bl e f or t he coi ni ng of t he wor d, i deol ogy was t o be a
met a- t heor y of t hemor al and pol i t i cal sci ences and of t he "gr eat act i vi t i es whi ch
i mmedi at el y i nf l uence t he pr osper i t y of soci et y" . The si gni f i cance of i deol ogy
woul d consi st sol el y i n i t s pr act i cal appl i cat i ons ; i t s many concer ns woul d be
uni t ed by t he power of act i on, al l of t hembent onenhanci ng. Power woul d be t he
cont ent and t he consequence of al l t he t asks i deol ogy woul d have t o put i n f r ont
of i t sel f : t he sci ence of communi cat i ng i deas, of ent r enchi ng l ogi c i n human
conduct , of f ormi ngmor al i t y, of r egul at i ng desi r es, of educat i on- i n shor t , al l t he
t asks of uni t i ng t he ef f or t s of t hehumanar t s i n " r egul at i ng soci et y i n such away
t hat man f i nds t her e t he most hel p and t he l east possi bl e annoyance f r omhi s
own ki nd" . ' The I nst i t ut Nat i onal e, cr eat ed t o cul t i vat e i deol ogy as t he pr act i cal
sci ence of t he r egul at i on of soci et y, decl ar ed a publ i c compet i t i on on t he t opi c
"What ar e t he i nst i t ut i ons f or est abl i shi ngmor al i t y i n a peopl e?" Tr acy, Vol nay,
Cabani s, Lapl ace, Cheni er and ot her member s of t he I nst i t ut , t he l eadi ngl i ght s of
post - r evol ut i onar y Par i s, gat her ed ar ound t he sal on of MadameHel vet i us, know-
i ng wel l what t he answer shoul d be. Tr acy i n f act not ed t he answer on t he
mar gi ns of hi s r eadi ng of Spi noza: t he goodandbad t endency of our wi l l i s al ways
di r ect l y pr opor t i onal t o t he ext ent and exact i t ude of our knowl edge. Knowl edge
i s power over wi l l . The i dea of i deol ogy i mpl i ed conf i dence i n t he essent i al
mal l eabi l i t y of popul ar cul t ur e i n t he hands of t he l egi sl at or , and i n t he cr uci al
r ol e of t he i deol ogi st i n t he l egi sl at or ' s ef f or t t o cr eat e a consci ous, r at i onal ,
i deol ogi cal or der . Now, wi t h t he r evol ut i on t r i umphant i n t he nameof r eason,
t he t i me had per haps ar r i ved t o r eal i se t he dr eamexpr essed by d' Hol bach i n hi s
La pol i t i que nat ur el l e: " Enl i ght ened pol i ci es i nsur e t hat ever y ci t i zen wi l l be
happy i n t he r ank wher e bi r t h pl aced hi m. Ther e exi st s a happi ness f or al l
cl asses ; wher e t he st at e i s pr oper l y const i t ut ed, t her e emer ges a chai n of f el i ci t y
ext endi ng f r omt hemonar ch t o t he peasant . The happy man rar el y consi der s
l eavi ng hi s spher e . . . The peopl e ar e sat i sf i ed as l ong as t hey do not suf f er ;
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l i mi t ed t o t hei r si mpl e, nat ur al needs, t hei r vi ew r ar el y ext ends beyond" . By
of f er i ng " t he most hel p and t he l east possi bl e annoyance" , i deol ogy was t o hel p
t he l egi sl at or by enl i ght eni ng hi s pol i ci es .

I f t he di chot omy of passi on and r eason i mpl i es t hat man, unl ess t aught and
t r ai ned, may wel l act agai nst hi s own good i nt er est , t hen i t al so i mpl i es a
pr of ound l ack of pr eor dai ned coor di nat i on bet ween needs and want s . Needs ar e
what r eason di ct at es ; want s ar e what passi on pr ompt s . The subor di nat i on of
want s t o needs i s t her ef or e a t ask whi chmay, and shoul d, be accompl i shed f or t he
sake of man hi msel f - " i n hi s best i nt er est " . Fr omi t s ver y bi r t h, t he i dea of
i deol ogy as t he sci ent i f i c code of enl i ght ened pol i cy al l owed f or t he possi bi l i t y
t hat maki ng peopl e happy may i nvol ve f or ci ng t hemt o abandon t hei r want s,
maki ng t hemdo what t hey woul d r at her not .
The di st i nct i on bet weenwant s and needs t her ef or e const i t ut es t he di scour se

of power . Thi s di st i nct i on does not , by i t sel f , det ermi ne pol i t i cal al i gnment s-
t he at t i t ude of suppor t or di ssent t owar ds a speci f i c power st r uct ur e i n t he her e
and now. I t pr ovi des, however , f or t he possi bi l i t y of bot h at t i t udes. I t al l ows f or
an account of t he human condi t i on as " knowi ng not what t hey t r ul y need" ; or
"want i ng what t hey t r ul y do not need" ; or "want i ng not what t hey t r ul y need" . I t
opens up a number of i nt er pr et at i ons, some readi l y cl assi f i abl e as conser vat i ve,
ot her s as r evol ut i onar y . Thegapbet ween want s and needsmay be account ed f or
by r ef er ence t o t he i nbr ed or nat i ve obt useness or sel f i shness of par t i cul ar
col l ect i vi t i es, whi ch cannot l i f t t hemsel ves by t hei r own r esour ces t o t he l evel of a
genui ne under st andi ng of t hei r condi t i ons. The same gap may al so be expl ai ned
by mani pul at i on, conspi r acy, decept i on by exi st i ng power s, or by t he bar r i er s t o
sel f - awar eness ent ai l ed i n t he i mmedi at e cont ext of l i f e- busi ness . The i nt er pr e-
t at i ons may l ead t o concl usi ons l i kel y t o be pl ot t ed on t he opposi t e ext r emes of
t he pol i t i cal spect r um. Al l of t hem, however , r emai n i nsi de t he same di scur si ve
f ormat i on: t he di scur si ve f ormat i on of di sci pl i nar y power .
Thi s di scour se est abl i shes t he i ndi spensabi l i t y of an ext er nal f act or i n t he

pr ocess l eadi ng t o t he di scover y of , and t he submi ssi on t o, t he di ct at e of r eason. I t
al so del egi t i mi ses t he aut hor i t y of t he i ndi vi dual or a gr oup of i ndi vi dual s i n
det ermi ni ng t he act i on whi ch r eason r equi r es . I t deni es t he sel f - suf f i ci ency of
man i n f i ndi ng out about and f ol l owi ng t he advi ce of r eason. By t he same t oken, i t
est abl i shes t he necessi t y of power as a posi t i ve or negat i ve, but al ways i r r emov-
abl e, el ement of t hehumancondi t i on. The r at i onal i t y of t he l at t er i s i ncompl et e
wi t hout power . So i s man' s ur ge t owar d t he good l i f e . Met aphor i cal l y speaki ng,
i n t he secul ar ver si on of t he sear ch f or t hemeani ng of l i f e ( i . e . , wher e sal vat i on i s
r e- phr ased as t he good l i f e) , t he di scour se of i deol ogy par al l el s t he Cat hol i c, i n
cont r ast t o t he di ssi dent Chur ches' , concept ual i sat i on .
But t he power t hat t he concept of i deol ogy cal l s i nt o bei ng and l egi t i mi ses i s

not any power . As wi t h al l power , i t i s concer ned wi t h maki ng peopl e do what
ot herwi se t hey woul d not , or al l owi ng t hemt o do what t hey evi dent l y ar e not
doi ng. But t he ki nd of power gener at ed and sust ai ned wi t hi n t he i deol ogi cal
di scour se achi eves t hi s change i n human behavi our by speci f i c means . These
means bel ong t o t he cat egor y of per suasi on. They i nvar i abl y consi st of t he suppl y
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of i nf ormat i on and t he ar gument . They ar e conver sat i onal means . They oper at e
t hr ough a debat e i n t he cour se of whi ch a modi f i cat i on of t he par t ner ' s mot i ves,
ment al map or i magi nat i on i s sought . The modi f i cat i on i s t o be at t ai ned t hr ough
ei t her l egi t i mat i on of evi dence or i nt er pr et at i on her et of or e i l l egi t i mat e, or
t hr ough t he del egi t i mat i on of cur r ent l y accept ed evi dence and i nt er pr et at i ons . I n
bot h cases, t he essent i al st r at egy i s t o change t he bel i ef s of t he par t ner . The
debat e whi ch i s t o accompl i sh t hi s i s envi saged as i nher ent l y asymmet r i cal . I t i s
waged bet ween t he knowi ng and t he i gnor ant ; bet ween t eacher s and t he t aught ;
bet ween t hosewhoenj oy a cer t ai npr i vi l eged access t ogoodknowl edgeand t hose
who have not sought , or do not seek, such access .
I n shor t , t he dr ama of i deol ogy i s pl ayed i n t he wor l d of i deas . As Dest ut t de

Tr acy put i t i n hi s Memoi r e sur l af acul t e depenser : "Not hi ng exi st s f or us except
by t he i dea we have of i t , because our i deas ar e our whol e bei ng, our exi st ence
i t sel f " . I deas make t he wor l d we know; i deas may t her ef or e change t hi s wor l d.
The i deol ogi cal di scour se est abl i shes i deas as power ; and power as t he admi ni s-
t r at i on of i deas .
I n t hi s per spect i ve, t he al l egedl y r adi cal change of meani ng whi ch t he wor d

" i deol ogy" has under gone si nce t he heyday of t he I nst i t ut Nat i onal e seems much
l ess dr amat i c . Thi s change cer t ai nl y di d not i nvol ve an abandonment or even a
subst ant i al t r ansf ormat i on of t he or i gi nal di scur si ve f ormat i on . The change di d
not go f ar beyond a mer e t ermi nol ogi cal r e- shuf f l e. Thi s ver bal shi f t was al l t he
easi er and mor e conveni ent f or t he di scr edi t i ng of t he t erm" i deol ogy" i n t he
wake of t he f amous condemnat i on of i deol ogy by Napol eon af t er Mal et ' s abor -
t i ve conspi r acy of December 1812. ( "We must l ay t he bl ame f or t he i l l s t hat our
f ai r Fr ance has suf f er ed on i deol ogy, t hat shadowy met aphysi cs whi ch subt l y
sear ches f or f i r st causes onwhi ch t o base t he l egi sl at i on of peopl es, r at her t han
maki ng use of l aws known t o t he human hear t and of t he l essons of hi st o-
r y . . . . I ndeed, who was i t t hat pr ocl ai med t he pr i nci pl e of i nsur r ect i on t o be a
dut y? Who educat ed t he peopl e and at t r i but ed t o i t a sover ei gnt y whi ch i t was
i ncapabl e of exer ci si ng?" ) Havi ng char act er i sed t he concept of i deol ogy as a
st r ai ght f or war d power - bi d, Napol eon r ender ed di f f i cul t , i f not f ul l y i nef f ect i ve,
f ur t her at t empt s t o l egi t i mi se i t i n t erms of t he i mpar t i al sover ei gnt y of r eason.
Fr omt hat moment on, any sel f - conf essed pr eachi ng of i deol ogy was i next r i cabl y
associ at ed wi t h power di sput es . Mor e of t en t han not , par t i cul ar l y si nce t he
Mannhei m- i nduced r enai ssance of t he wor d, i deol ogy was nowcast on t he si de of
want s r at her t han needs, par t i al i t y of i nt er est s r at her t han uni ver sal t r ut h,
sel f - i nf l i ct ed or enf or ced er r or r at her t han sound j udgment , t he cont i ngent " i s"
r at her t han t he compel l i ng "ought " . But t he st r uct ur e of t he di scur si ve f ormat i on
wi t hi nwhi ch t hi s t ermi nol ogi cal r ever sal t ook pl ace r emai ned i nt act . I ndeed, t he
ver y cont i nui t y of t hi s st r uct ur e r ender ed t he r ever sal possi bl e.
For a soci ol ogi st , t hen, ' a cent r al t ask i s t o l ocat e t he st r uct ur al l y det ermi ned

gr oup exper i ence whi ch l ent i t sel f t o bei ng ar t i cul at ed i nt o a Wel t anschauung
pr esupposed by t he concept of i deol ogy ; t o f i nd a gr oup.whi ch coul d pr ocl ai m
wi t h r eason and convi ct i on, wi t h Dest ut t de Tr acy, t hat " our i deas ar e our whol e
bei ng, our exi st ence i t sel f " ( or , f or t hat mat t er , wi t hMar x- t hat " i deas t ur n i nt o



DI SAPPEARI NGI DEOLOGY

a mat er i al f or ce once t hey capt ur e t he masses" ) . Not unexpect edl y, t he sear ch
t ur ns t owar ds i nt el l ect ual s- peopl e who, i n Lewi s Coser ' s wor ds, " l i ve f or ,
r at her t han of f , i deas" . ' °
Af ul l st udy r eveal i ng t he r esonance bet ween t he di scour se of i deol ogy and t he

gr oup exper i ence of i nt el l ect ual s woul d of cour se r equi r e an ext ended and
det ai l ed document at i on cover i ng bot h t he macr o- soci al ci r cumf er ence of t he
phenomenon and i t s mi cr o- soci al st r uct ur e. I have t o conf i ne mysel f her e t o an
i nvent or y of such at t r i but es of t he i nt el l ect ual mode of l i f e as may assi st t he
expl anat or y under st andi ng of t he emer gence, and sust enance, of t he concept i on
of t hewor l d as a bat t l e of i deas wagedbet ween r eason and er r or , a bat t l e i n whi ch
t he men of i deas pl ay t he r ol e of gener al s . I must l eave asi de t he par t i cul ar
ci r cumst ances of ei ght eent h and ear l y- ni net eent h cent ur y Fr ance, Germany, or
Russi a, wher e t hese di f f er ent but r el at ed var i et i es of i nt el l ect ual s wer e sedi -
ment ed i n t he wi deni ng gul f bet ween out l i ved power st r uct ur es and a new
net wor k of soci al dependenci es and r eci pr oci t i es. I n t hese count r i es, i t suf f i ces t o
not e t hat t her e emer ged a l egi t i mat i on gap whi ch cr eat ed a demand, and an
oppor t uni t y, f or t hese i nt el l ect ual s t o appear as f r ee- l ance act or s i n t he dr ama of
power .
The cr i si s of t he t r adi t i onal f orms of pol i t i cal soci abi l i t y ( by whi ch I mean t he

or gani sed mode of r el at i ons bet ween subj ect s and t he r ul er s) r ender ed t hem
i ncapabl e of secur i ng t he ki nd of cont i nuous di sci pl i ne t he emer gent soci al or der
r equi r ed. Thi s l egi t i mat i on gapwas subsequent l y f i l l ed by soci et es de pensee, t he
f ocal poi nt s of newpol i t i cal soci abi l i t y devel opi ng wi t hi n t he empt y shel l of t he
ol d. The new soci abi l i t y was f ounded, i n t he wor ds of t he Fr ench hi st or i an
Fr angoi s Fur et , on t hat conf used t hi ng cal l ed " opi ni on, " whi ch was gener at ed i n
caf es, sal ons, l odges, soci et i es, and i ndi vi dual col l eges i nt egr at ed by cor r espon-
dence. Separ at ed f r omal l pr act i cal l evel s of power , t he i ndi vi dual s engaged i n t he
domai n of soci abi l i t y- by- opi ni on per cei ved i t s i mpot ence as t he unhamper ed and
uncompr omi si ng r ul e of t hought . Unt r oubl ed by cumber some pr act i cal i t i es of
soci al act i on, and never conf r ont ed wi t h t he necessi t y of humi l i at i ng compr om-
i se or t r ade- of f or t he need t o accept gr udgi ngl y t he, possi bl e whi l e dr eami ng of
t he i deal , t hey coul d ( and t hey di d) concei ve of a soci al wor l d subj ect sol el y t o t he
r ul e of r eason. Not f or t he f i r st and not f or t he l ast t i me, mar gi nal i t y concei ved of
i t sel f as sover ei gnt y . I n t he domai n of soci abi l i t y- by- opi ni on, not hi ng count ed
but t he power of per suasi on and t he aut hor i t y of ar gument . Onl y wi sdom,
i ncar nat e i n compel l i ng l ogi cal wi zar dr y, coul d command t her e. Caf es and sal ons
wer e par l i ament s permanent l y i n sessi on. Thedebat ewas cont i nuous . Ther ewas
nobody pr esent except par t i ci pant s . I t seemed t hat onl y t he power of t hought
gui ded t he cour se of t he- debat e; no pr i vi l eges of bi r t h, r ank, or money wer e
al l owed t o i nt ef er e wi t h t he ul t i mat e vi ct or y of bet t er ar gument .
The unmi st akabl e and di st i nct i ve qual i t y of i nt el l ect ual gr oupi ngs- var i ousl y

r ef er r ed t o as t he i nt el l ect ual st yl e, or mode, or cul t ur e- can t hus be t r aced back
t o t he emer gence of a sel f -moni t or i ng communi t y of men engaged f ul l or
par t - t i me i n ar gument about i ssues somewhat det ached f r omt he concer ns and
pr eoccupat i ons of t hei r mor e mundane, banausi c act i vi t i es . Thi s phenomenon
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has r ecei ved t he f ul l est anal ysi s t o dat e i nf t i r gen Habermas' i mpr essi ve st udy of
t he st r uct ur e of " t he publ i c spher e" . As Habermas i ndi cat es, t he communi t y i n
quest i on was const i t ut ed by t he act i vi t y of di scussi on . Thi s devel opment was
vi r t ual l y unpr ecedent ed. A communi t y const i t ut ed by di scussi on was l i kel y t o
concei ve of t he wor l d as a pr edomi nant l y ver bal act i vi t y . Such a communi t y was
al so pr one t o at t ach t o i t s ar gument at i on a pecul i ar pot ency t o i nf l uence and al t er
t he st at e of t hi ngs ; i t t ended t o concei ve of l exi s ( t he act i vi t y of t al ki ng) as pr axi s,
or act i on . The way i n whi ch t he i nt el l ect ual communi t y was f ormed and sus-
t ai ned goes a l ong way t owar ds expl ai ni ng i t s speci f i cal l y i nt el l ect ual bi as i n
f avour of t hought as wel l as i t s l at ent t endency t o pl ay down t he l i mi t s i mposed
upon t he pot ent i al of t hought , def i ni t i on, mot i ve, or wi l l by el ement s of r eal i t y
whi ch r esi st ed bei ng " ver bal i sed away" . "
Ther e wer e ot her f eat ur es of t he gr oup- const i t ut i ve debat e whi ch hel p us t o

under st and t he concept i on of t he soci al wor l d as a bat t l e of i deol ogi es . The
i nt el l ect ual debat e was seen as bei ng waged out si de t he cont ext of t hose mun-
dane, sel f - i nt er est ed concer ns whi chengaged t he par t i ci pant s at ot her t i mes i n
t hei r capaci t y as " pr i vat e per sons" - as househol d heads, pr oper t y manager s,
br eadwi nner s . An i nvi si bl e wal l seemed t o r i se bet ween t he t wo r ol es t he
par t i ci pant s pl ayed i n t hei r l i ves . They ent er ed debat e as pr i vat e per sons, but t he
debat e r equi r ed- and i mpl i ed by t he sheer f act of bei ng car r i ed out as a debat e-
t hat t he r ul es whi chgover ned t hei r pr i vat e act i ons wer e t o be decl ar ed i r r el evant
f or t he dur at i on of t he debat e. I n consequence, t he dependenci es whi ch so
evi dent l y conf i ned t hei r f r eedomi n mundane l i f e seemed ( count er f act ual l y) t o
st op shor t of t he' debat i ng chamber . I f debat e wer e t o go on and pur sue i t s
decl ar ed obj ect i ve- t he convi ct i on of t r ut h- t hen t he par t i ci pant s wer e t o be
f or ced t o agr ee not t o r ecogni se t hei r ext er nal const r ai nt s . They wer e t o r el at e t o
each ot her sol el y t hr ough ar gument s ai med at common t hemes . What ever
r el at i ve super i or i t y emer ged dur i ng t he debat ewas supposed t o be f ul l y expl i c-
abl e i n r ef er ence t o t he st r engt h of t he ar gument advanced; no ot her cr i t er i a of
super i or i t y or i nf er i or i t y wer e al l owed. Soci al posi t i on, st at us, power connect i ons
and ot her pr oper t i es whi ch const i t ut ed t he pr i vat e i dent i t i es of t he par t i ci pant s
wer e ei t her si l enced or pr ocl ai med unr el at ed t o t he t opi c at hand. The pol i t i cs of
equal i t y pr ovi ded t he exper i ent i al basi s f r omwhi ch t he i deas of " speci es bei ng" ,
"manas such" , " t he essence of man" or , i ndeed, " pur e r eason" , wer e per pet ual l y
gener at ed.
As mi ght be expect ed, t he f i ct i t ous assumpt i ons and t he count er f act ual r ul es of

t he debat e whi ch const i t ut ed t he i nt el l ect ual modeof l i f e wer e f i r st appl i ed and
ent r enched i n f i el ds r el at i vel y r emot e f r omt he concer ns of dai l y l i f e ; or , r at her ,
i n t hose f i el ds whi ch wer e onl y weakl y cont r ol l ed by t he power s- t hat - be, and
whi ch wer e t her ef or e capabl e of bei ng easi l y annexed and sel f - gover ned . Such
f i el ds came t o be known i n t he ei ght eent h cent ur y as "ar t " or , somet i mes,
" cul t ur e" . I t was over t hese weakest l i nks i n t he chai n of est abl i shed power t hat
t he debat i ng publ i c f i r st asser t ed i t s aut hor i t y, est abl i shi ng an ear l y pr ot ot ypeof
t he "Yenan r epubl i c" i n whi ch i t coul d depl oy and t est i t s own rul es . Debat i ng
soci et i es, sal ons, caf es, wer e si mul t aneousl y t he conquer ed t er r i t or i es and i nvad-
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i ng armi es . What came t o be known as cul t ur e was a hypost at i zed mode of l i f e
t hat t hese armi es admi ni st er ed wi t hi n t hei r t er r i t or i es . I nasmuch as ar t and
cul t ur e had been const i t ut ed ( as had ever yt hi ng el se concei ved wi t hi n t he i nt el -
l ect ual mode) as "meani ngf ul " or " si gni f i cant " - and not mer el y usef ul or
ef f i ci ent - obj ect s and act i ons, t hey wer e seen t o be nat ur al and undi sput ed
domai ns of i nt el l ect ual aut hor i t y . Si nce r ar el y chal l enged by al t er nat i ve power s,
ar t and cul t ur e appear ed t o be admi ni st er ed by t he r ul es of ar gument at i ve
consensus . Thei r eval uat i on seemed t o cl ai mno ot her gr ound but t hat of an
achi eved consensus al ways r enewabl e i n a f r ee debat e. bet ween equal s . I t was t hi s
qual i t y of consensus- pr oduci ng debat e- i t s pur i t y and f r eedom f r om f or ei gn
cont ami nant s-whi ch was gener al i sed as t he phi l osophi cal pr i nci pl e of obj ect i v-
i t y of j udgment . AsJohn St uar t Mi l l was t o say, " [ t he] bel i ef s whi chwe havemost
war r ant f or , have no saf eguar d t o r est on, but a st andi ng i nvi t at i on t o t he whol e
wor l d t o pr ove t hemunf ounded" . "
Thi s val uat i on of obj ect i vi t y seemed saf e andsound i n a debat ewhi ch was t he

whol e wor l d; i t was l ess secur e i n a wor l d whi ch r ef used t o be a debat e. I f
i nt el l ect ual s wer e ever t o use i n wi der bat t l es t he armour f or ged by t he smi t hy of
cul t ur al ar gument , i f t hey wer e ever t o movebeyond t he conf i nes of t hei r "Yenan
r epubl i c" , t hey, had t o conf r ont t he t ask of r e- negot i at i ng f i el ds ot her t han
cul t ur e- f i el ds l i ke economi cs or pol i t i cs, whi ch wer e under t he cont r ol of
di f f er ent aut hor i t i es, but whi chwer enever t hel ess capabl e of bei ng conquer ed by
t erms si mi l ar t o t hose al r eady wor ked out f or t he ar t i cul at i on of t he domai n of ar t
and cul t ur e .
Nat ur al l y, t he i nt el l ect ual mode of l i f e compl et e wi t h i t s count er f act ual

assumpt i ons ser ved as t he st ar t i ng poi nt of t hi s r e- negot i at i on. Thesubst ance of
t he r e- negot i at i on was t he uni ver sal ext ensi on of t he pr i nci pl e of obj ect i vi t y,
whi ch was under st ood t o be, t he monopol y of ar gument at i ve consensus i n t he
gr oundi ng of l egi t i mat e bel i ef s . The pr i nci pl e of obj ect i vi t y demanded, f or
exampl e, a r ej ect i on of t he pr i nci pl e cui us r egi o, ei us r el i gi o. I t mi l i t at ed agai nst
t he cr i t er i a of i ndi vi dual or gr oup ut i l i t y . I t was, i n essence, concept ual i sed i n
opposi t i on t o any non- i nt el l ect ual power over t he aut hor i t y of ar gument . The
moment t he i nt el l ect ual mode of l i f e st epped over t he boundar y of i t s pr oper ,
sel f - admi ni st er ed encl ave, i t s mat t er - of - f act , unpr obl emat i c r ul es of consensus
r eached t he l evel of consci ous ar t i cul at i on i n such opposi t i ons as obj ect i vi t y and
bi as, r eason and i nt er est , uni ver sal t r ut h and sel f i sh ends . Thevar i ous opposi t es
al l r ef l ect ed t he new exper i ence of a r esi st ance of al i en f orms of power t o
aut hor i t y gr ounded i n t he i nt el l ect ual way.
For a communi t y const i t ut ed by di scussi on and ar gument , al l ot her gr oups or

st r uct ur es appear as so many obst acl es t o t he smoot h unr avel i ng of ar gument a-
t i ve consensus . The l i mi t s i mposed on i nt el l ect ual l y admi ni st er ed aut hor i t y ar e
exper i enced as t he st ubbor nness of count er - bel i ef s ; as unwhol esome and obst i -
nat e i deas whi ch woul d not st and t hat t est , whi ch was bi ndi ng wi t hi n t he
" l i ber at ed t er r i t or y" of ar gument . Thi s amazi ng r ef r act or i ness of not - pr oper l y-
gr ounded bel i ef s coul d be under st ood onl y as an ef f ect of t he br eachi ng of r ul es
whi ch, i f appl i ed, woul d soon di scl ose t hese bel i ef s' gr oundl essness . Thi s sel f -
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under st andi ng of ar gument at i on pr eceded i nqui r y ; as such, i t was i mmune t o t he
t est of r ef ut at i on. Each successi ve f ai l ur e t o st amp out t he bel i ef s whi ch di d not
pass must er was seen as anot her conf i rmat i on t hat t he under st andi ng was
cor r ect and "obj ect i ve" i n t he f i r st pl ace.
The i dea of br eachi ng t he r ul es br i ngs t he r ul es t hemsel ves up t o t he l evel of

consci ousness . The count er f act ual assumpt i ons whi ch under l ay t he exer ci se of
aut hor i t y i nsi de t he i nt el l ect ual communi t y wer e nowcodi f i ed i nt o a set of
st i pul at i ons whi ch t he wor l d at l ar ge was supposed t o obser ve. Thi s codi f i cat i on
t ook t he f ormof t he vi si on of " undi st or t ed - communi cat i on" . Gi ven t hi s name
qui t e r ecent l y by f ar genHabermas, t hi s vi si on i n i t s essence has been uphel d f or a
ver y l ong t i me i n a var i et y of ci r cl es : i n post -Mar t i an di agnoses of f al se con-
sci ousness ; i n cl ai ms about t he i deol ogi cal i mpact of dai l y l i f e or st at e i deol ogi cal
appar at uses ; i n Weber ' s concept of t he i deal t ype, whi ch post ul at ed t he possi bi l -
i t y of knowl edgeabl e act or s r at i onal l y pur sui ng t hei r i nt er est s ; and, mor egener -
al l y, i n t he uni ver sal bel i ef t hat i gnor ance equal s er r or and t hat er r or der i ves
f r omt he i nsuf f i ci ent cont r ol of r eason over conduct . I n t hi s sense, Habermas'
vi si on of " undi st or t ed communi cat i on" cr owns some t wo cent ur i es of negot i a-
t i ongui ded by t he i nt el l ect ual i st ut opi a of t he wor l d r e-made af t er t he pat t er n of
i nt el l ect ual communi t y, a wor l d or gani sed as an unbr i dl ed debat e and gr ounded
on t he pr i nci pl es of equal i t y, power of ar gument and t he openness of consensus
t o scr ut i ny and cr i t i ci sm.
The t wo successi ve meani ngs commonl y at t ached t o t he wor d " i deol ogy"

mar ked ( and per haps st i l l mar k) t he r ol e assi gned t o t he secul ar power s- t hat - be
i n br i ngi ng about t he r eal i sat i on of t hi s i nt el l ect ual i st ut opi a. Somet i mes t hese
power s have been t r ust ed as t he maj or l ever s of change; somet i mes t hey ar e cast ,
i n di sappoi nt ment , i nt o t he r ol e of vi l l ai ns of t he pi ece, i . e. , as t he ver y sour ce and
agent of i gnor ance. The most dr amat i c changes i n t he per cept i on of pol i t i cal
aut hor i t y have not , however , modi f i ed t he essent i al f eat ur es of t hi s wor l d- vi ew.
On t he cont r ar y, t he cont i nui t y of t hi s Wel t anschauung or gani sed by t he i nt el l ec-
t ual i st ut opi a i s t he ver y condi t i on whi ch makes f easi bl e t he above-ment i oned
f l uct uat i ons of meani ng of t he concept of i deol ogy .
The per cept i on of t he wor l d as a bat t l e bet ween r eason and er r or - as a

"ci vi l i si ng" st r uggl e of r eason agai nst passi on, of t r ue agai nst f al se i nt er est s, of
needs agai nst want s- r eser ves t he wor d " i deol ogy" f or ei t her si de of t he bar r i -
cade and ar t i cul at es men and women as bundl es of mot i ves . These mot i ves ar e
r epr esent ed as t he pr i nci pal obj ect s of soci al act i on. Act i on uponmot i ves, ai med
at t hei r al t er at i on, i s ar t i cul at ed as t he mai n l ever of soci al change as such,
i ndeed- f or al l pr act i cal i nt ent s and pur poses- as soci al change i t sel f . By t he
same t oken, i ndi vi dual s, gr oups or i nst i t ut i ons devot ed t o t he di ssemi nat i on of
i deas and t hus act i ng upon mot i ves, ar e cast i n t he r ol e of t he subj ect s of
change- as i t s pr i nci pal i ni t i at or s and agent s . Among such i ndi vi dual s, gr oups
or i nst i t ut i ons a speci al r ol e i s al l ocat ed t o t hose who have a pr i vi l eged access t o
r eason and oper at e r el i abl e met hods of cor r ect i ng er r oneous j udgment s . I n a
wor l d concei ved as a permanent " l ear n i n" or " t each i n" sessi on, such i ndi vi dual s,
gr oups or i nst i t ut i ons ar e r el at ed t o t he r est of soci et y af t er t he pat t er n of
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t eacher s .
The concept of i deol ogy bel ongs, i n sum, t o t he r het or i c of power . I t i s i n f ul l

harmony wi t h t hemoder n f ormof power as a di sci pl i ni ng f or ce. But wi t hi n t hi s
moder n f ormi t ar t i cul at es t he power st r uggl e as seen f r omt he per spect i ve of t he
i nt el l ect ual mode of l i f e . I n i t s pr agmat i c r eper cussi ons, t he concept of i deol ogy
ar t i cul at es t he i nt el l ect ual i st bi d f or aut hor i t y ; i t concept ual i ses t he wor l d i n a
way whi ch l ocat es t he i nt el l ect ual s al ongsi de t he st r at egi c boundar i es wher e
pr obl ems, i nt er est s and pr ogr ammes ar e del i neat ed and ver bal i sed. To concl ude
i n t hi s way i s not t o dr aw concl usi ons about t he cogni t i ve usef ul ness of t he
concept of i deol ogy . Theconcept , as I have t r i ed t o show, i s i nt erwovenwi t h t he
t ype of soci al r eal i t y i t at t empt s t o capt ur e. I t was bor n as a r esponse t o a new
hi st or i cal si t uat i on and t hen became a f act or i n pr omot i ng one of i t s r esol ut i ons .
The quest i on of " cogni t i ve r el evance" i n t he sense of t r ut h as cor r espondence
does not , t her ef or e, ar i se. What has been emphasi sed- i n opposi t i on t o many
r ecent and hi ghl y f ashi onabl e denunci at i ons of t he t heor y of i deol ogy- i s t hat
t he quest i oni ng of t he concept of i deol ogy makes sense onl y as t he quest i oni ng of
t he speci f i c soci o- hi st or i cal const el l at i on wi t h whi ch t he concept has been
i next r i cabl y i nt er t wi ned . Thi s const el l at i on of di sci pl i nar y power i s an hi st or i cal
devel opment whi ch t he " i deol ogi cal " per spect i ve t akes f or gr ant ed: i t " nat ur a-
l i ses" i t s pr oduct s and never l ooks beyond t he uni ver se whi ch i t has const i t ut ed.
Conser vat i ve or r adi cal i n i t s cur r ent pol i t i cal appl i cat i ons, t he per spect i ve of
i deol ogy i s bound t o r emai n wi t hi n t he hor i zon dr awnby a soci al syst emi n whi ch
t he asymmet r y of power i s t he i ndi spensabl e vehi cl e of soci al r epr oduct i on.
Wi t hi n t hi s hor i zon, nodoubt , t he i deol ogi cal per spect i ve t ends t o i l l umi nat e

some aspect s of soci al r epr oduct i on bet t er t han ot her s . Among t he f act or s
conf i ni ng and channel l i ng human agency and i t s choi ces, i t br i ngs t o l i ght
pr essur es var i ousl y cal l ed " soci al i zat i on" , " cul t ur al i nf l uences" , " di st or t ed com-
muni cat i on" , " pr opaganda" , " l i ngui st i c depr i vat i on" , or " f al se consci ousness" .
Yet i t l eaves pr e- di scur si ve pr act i ces of bodi l y dr i l l i n t he shadows . I nadver t ent l y,
t he per spect i ve of i deol ogy t r ansl at es t he pol i t i cal i ssue of t he r el at i onshi p
bet ween t he cont r ol l er s and t he cont r ol l ed i nt o t he t heor et i cal i ssue of t he
r el at i onshi p bet ween enl i ght ened r eason and i gnor ant super st i t i on .
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Ar t hur Kr oker and Char l es Levi n

Thewhol echaot i c const el l at i on of t he soci al r evol ves ar ound t hat spongy r ef er ent , t hat opaque but
equal l y t r ansl ucent r eal i t y, t hat not hi ngness: t he masses . Ast at i st i cal cr yst al bal l , t he masses ar e
" swi r l i ng wi t h cur r ent s andf l ows" , i n t he i mageof mat t er andt he nat ur al el ement s . So at l east t hey
ar e r epr esent ed t o us .

C' est l e vi de qu' i l y a der r i er e l e pouvoi r , ou au coeur memedu pouvoi r , au coeur de l a pr oduct i on,
c' est ce vi de qui l eur donneauj our d' hui uneder ni er e l ueur de r eal i t e. Sans ce qui l es r ever si bi l i se,
l es annul e, l es sedui t , i l s n' eussent meme j amai s pr i s f or cede r eal i t e.

J. Baudr i l l ar d
Oubl i er Foucaul t

Tal i sman

J. Baudr i l l ar d
/ n t heShadowof t he
Si l ent Maj or i t i es

The r epr esent at i ve pr obl emof modemFr ench t hought i s t he pr obl emof
r epr esent at i on . Thewhol e movement of t hought i n Fr ance has been t owar d t he
speci f i cat i on of r epr esent at i onal f eat ur es not r educi bl e t o subj ect and obj ect ;
and t hen t he r edi scover y of ener gy ( desi r e) , f or ce ( di f f er ance) andpower wi t hi n
t he t erms of t he l anguage par adi gm i t sel f . But , as t he ar t i cl es t o f ol l ow al l
suggest , t he st r uct ur al i st and post - st r uct ur al i st pr ogr ammat i c at t ent i on t o
r epr esent at i ons has achi eved onl y ambi guous i nsi ght s i nt o t he power of
r epr esent at i ons as such. A synopt i c r evi ew of t he st r uct ur al i st t r adi t i on
i ndi cat es t hat t he f oundi ng pr emi ses wer e never out l i ved and i ndeed t hat t hey
al ways act ed as t he gr avi t at i onal cent r e f or l at er vent ur es . I t i s al most as i f
st r uct ur al i smand post - st r uct ur al i smt oget her f orma ki nd of cl osed uni ver se of
di scour se i n whi ch quest i ons ar e i nt er est i ng but l i ke Hegel ' s ni ght t he answer s
ar e i ndi st i ngui shabl e . Once ent er ed, such a ' uni ver se i s di f f i cul t t o escape; yet
t he post moder n pr oj ect has achi eved t he coher ence of a hermeneut i cal
t r adi t i on wi t h t he i nel uct i bl i t y of a r i t e de passage. The j our nal has chosen t he
wor k of Jean Baudr i l l ar d as a t al i sman: a sympt om, a si gn, a charm, and above
al l , a passwor d i nt o t he next uni ver se.

NewFr ench Thought and t he Met aphysi cs of Repr esent at i on

The cr i t i que of t heMet aphysi cs of Repr esent at i on depends par adoxi cal l y on
t he asser t i on of t he aut onomy of r epr esent at i ons . Thi s pecul i ar t ur n of i deas
t akes us back near l y a cent ur y t o Ni et szche' s pr agmat i sm: al l wor l d vi ews ar e
ar bi t r ar y because t hey ar e al l equal l y mot i vat ed . The samepr obl ememer ges i n
t he moder n cont r over sy of t he si gn. Wher e i n t he chai n si gni f i er - si gni f i ed-
r ef er ent - r eal i t y does one f i nd t he det ermi nat e l i nk t hat guar ant ees communi -
cabl e r ef er ence? I s i t " r eal i t y" - so t hat l anguage i s r educed t o a col l ect i on of
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t okens? I s i t i n t he. " si gni f i er " , r educi ng r eal i t y t o a bl ur r ed hyl e? or i s i t
somewher e i n t he mi ddl e, i n. t he r egi ons of t he i l l usi ve concept or of nai ve
r eal i sm? What gave Baudr i l l ar d hi s l ever age i n t hi s debat e was hi s awar eness
t hat t he basi c f ormal i zat i on of t hemeani ng pr ocess ( Saussur e, Jacobson, Levi -
St r auss, Lacan, Al t husser ) was i n f act a vi ci ous ci r cl e of mot i vat i on- i mmot i vat i on
desi gned t o excl ude t he act of r ef er ence whi l e r et ai ni ng t he val ue of t he
r ef er ent . Post - st r uct ur al i sm sawt hi s t oo, and pr oposed by way of sol ut i on t he
si mpl e non- val ue of val ue and t he non-meani ngof meani ng. Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k
was al l i ed t o t hi s, but r emai ned i ndependent i n cer t ai n cr uci al r espect s . Hedi d
not deny a cer t ai n necessi t y t o t he f ormal abst r act i on of t he si gn- l ogi c, but he
. sawt hi s as a hi st or i cal concat enat i on ( t hemat i zed i n t erms of t he commodi t y) ,
r at her t han as a uni ver sal condi t i on of exper i ence and l anguage. Fr omt he
vant age poi nt of Baudr i l l ar d' s cr i t i que of t he pol i t i cal economy of t he si gn, he
was abl e t o ar gue t hat t he hei r s of st r uct ur al i sm, i n t hei r hast e t o expunge t he
vest i ges of nat ur al i sm, had nat ur al i zed t he ar bi t r ar y, t he al eat or y and. t he
cont i ngent , t her eby cr eat i ng a newi deol ogy, an i deol ogy wi t hout cont ent -
an i deol ogi st ' s i deol ogy .

I n t he ni net een- si xt i es, t he var i ous at t empt s t o f ormal i ze t he l ogi c of
r epr esent at i ons i n soci al ant hr opol ogy, l i ngui st i cs, poet i cs, mar xi sm, andsoon,
conveyed a mar kedl y posi t i vi st et hos . Yet , however r i gi dl y def i ned t hey wer e,
t he l anguagemodel s her al ded as t he uni f i er s of al l sci ence act ual l y di scour aged
a compl et e r egr essi on t o ni net eent h- cent ur y Posi t i vi sm. Per haps i t was t hi s
nar r owand cont i nui ng scr apewi t h t he Posi t i vi st t empt at i on t hat gener at ed t he
most f r ui t f ul t ensi on wi t hi n t he st r uct ur al i st movement as a whol e. St r uct ur al i sm
never succeeded i n est abl i shi ng i t sel f as a pur el y f ormal met hod; yet t he or i gi nal
pr oj ect has r emai ned i mpl i ci t i n t he unshakabl e assumpt i on t hat an excl usi ve
at t ent i on t o t he pr obl emof r epr esent at i on canpr oduceanew, non-met aphysi cal ,
t hor oughl y agnost i c par adi gm. The sheer r esi l i ence of t hi s bel i ef - syst emhas
obscur ed t he f act t hat st r uct ur al i smcoul d onl y save i t sel f f r omt he i nt er nal t hr eat
of posi t i vi smby r et ur ni ng t o met aphysi cs - t hi s t i me i n t he f ormof an i nt i mat e
( d) enunci at i on of i t . What has r emai ned const ant t hr oughout , conceal ed i n t he
r i gor of i t s at t ent i on t o r epr esent at i on, i s t he met aphysi cal desi r e t o det ermi ne t he
nat ur e of t he r eal i t y al l uded t o and f al si f i ed i n t he r epr esent at i onal syst ems under
st r uct ur al i st scr ut i ny. The speci f i c concer n wi t h semi ot i c, di f f er ent i al , t ext ual ,
opposi t i onal , decent r ed, r hi zomat i c and mol ecul ar model s i s desi gned f r omt he
out set t o guar ant ee cer t ai n st at ement s about t henat ur e of t he cont ext wi t hi nwhi ch
r epr esent at i on happens . Each model at t empt s t o pr ecl ude t he quest i on of i t s
cont ext on t he gr ounds t hat such a quest i on canonl y be answer edwi t h anot her
model - and so eachmodel bui l ds wi t hi n i t sel f as i t s ownpr edi cat e t hemodel of
i t s cont ext and possi bi l i t y of r ef er ence. The r esul t i s a t heor et i cal t r ope whi ch
decl ar es t hat r eal i t y i s al ways goi ng t o be a model and t hat t hi s model wi l l t r y t o
f ost er t he i l l usi on t hat i t i s gr ounded i n or t endi ng t owar d somet hi ng out si de i t sel f .
The gener al pi ct ur e i s si mi l ar t o what Mi chel Ser r es cal l ed (wi t hout i nt endi ng t o
r ai se any pr obl em) "an i somor phi c r el at i on bet ween f or ce and wr i t i ng. "
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Thecr i t i que of t he Met aphysi cs of Repr esent at i on i s based on t he assumpt i on
of a deduct i ve ( or st r uct ur al ) causal i t y : t he r epr esent er and t he r epr esent ed ar e
al ways pr eceded as ef f ect s by t hei r r epr esent at i ons as cause. Thus, deconst r uct i on,
schi zo- anal ysi s and geneal ogy r et ur n us, i n spi t e of t hei r own war ni ng, t o t he
det ermi nat e l i near i t y of t he cause- ef f ect sequence. I ndeed, t he mor eone l ooks at
post - st r uct ur al i st devel opment s, t he mor e one i s i mpr essed wi t h t he movement ' s
f ai l ur e t o br eak wi t h t he past . Henr i Lef ebvr e r ef er r ed t o st r uct ur al i smas t he "New
El eat i sm" because i t r esembl ed i n i t s nai ve sci ent i st i c phase t he cl assi cal
i deal i zat i on of t he concept as pur e gener at i ve f orm. Ri coeur cal l ed L6vi - St r auss'
st r uct ur al i sm "Kant i smwi t hout a subj ect . " And i f t her e was a r epudi at i on of t he
phenomenol ogi cal and Hegel i an t r adi t i ons at t he begi nni ng, t hese soon r et ur ned,
l i ke t he r epr essed, i n t he f ormof al l t he neo- st r uct ur al i st pr obl emat i cs of t he body
anddesi r e i n t hewor k of Der r i da, Foucaul t , Kr i st eva, Lacan, Del euze and Bar t hes .
Thi s was not onl y a r esur gence of danger ousmat er i al i t y ; i t was f el t t hat t hese i ssues
coul d be accomodat ed wi t hi n t he gener al i zed model of t ermi nol ogi cal
combi nat i on and exchange. Ever yt hi ng f i t t ed i nt o a newMast er Met aphor of
pr oduct i on t hr ough mar ki ng or i nscr i pt i on ( t he body' s act i on upon i t sel f ?) .
The Ni et szchean r evi val opened a gap i n soci al - phi l osophi cal di scour se f or t he
" r et ur n t o Fr eud, " and so Fr eud was qui ckl y st r uct ur al i zed . The "seet hi ng
caul dr on" was t ur ned f r oma ' cont ent ' i nt o a ' f orm' , f r oma dr i ve i nt o a si gni f i er
( whi ch r et ai ned t he f or ce of a dr i ve) , and f r omsomet hi ng whi ch i s subst i t ut ed
i nt o t he pr i nci pl e of subst i t ut i on i t sel f . Yet i n spi t e of t he i nf l uent i al cl ai ms of
t he Lacani an l anguage model , t he post - st r uct ur al i st ver si on of Fr eud usual l y
meant a r ecuper at i on of i nst i nct ual at omi sm and i t s at t endant ni net eent h
cent ur y ener gy and engi neer i ng model s . Those hoar y r epr esent at i ons of
r epr esent at i on i n gener al , t ended t o be excl usi vel y epi st emol ogi cal ef f or t s t o
di scover t he i r r educi bl e par t i cl es or " const i t uent el ement s" of Bei ng. L6vi -
St r auss' s t abul ar cul t ur al unconsci ous and Lacan' s mast er - sl ave t heor y of
desi r e wer e f used and gener al i zed . Ever yt hi ngwas seen i n t erms of t he l aws of
combi nat i on and subst i t ut i on . The mi cr ophysi cs of power , t he pr i mar y
pol yt ext ual per ver si t y, and var i ous specul at i ve l i bi di nal dynami cs al l par t i ci -
pat ed i n t he or i gi nal exci t ement of t he Fr eudi an sci ent i f i c i magi nar y . The
Del euzi an ver si on i s especi al l y r emar kabl e i n t hat i t pr esent s a t heat r e of
i ndust r i al st r i f e i n whi ch t he per sonal i t i es of t he act or s ar e expr essed as
machi ne- l i ke appar at uses whose exper i ences of ot her s t ake t he f orm of
i nf ant i l e par t - obj ect r el at i ons, br eaks, f l ows, gr af t s, di sj unct i ons and di spl a-
cement s . Any at t empt t o gr asp t he i dea of anot her per son out of al l t hi s i s
condemned as anOedi pal r epr essi on of t he l evel l i ng f l owof l i bi do, whose i deal
r epr esent at i on i s t he " r hi zomat i c" spr ead of gr ass . Li ke st r uct ur al i smbef or e i t ,
t he mor e r ecent Fr ench t hought i s a power f ul agent of r educt i on . I t t r i es t o
const i t ut e a uni f i ed f i el d i n whi ch al l " ef f ect s" ar e i n pr i nci pl e account ed f or
bef or e t hey happen. Ther e i s somet hi ng bur eaucr at i c about t hi s : i ndeed, t he
scr i bal model s al l ude t o t he bur eaucr at i c f orms of power . Foucaul t ' s power i s
t he omni pr esent pol i ce st at e: Fasci st , r i gi d, cont r ol l i ng. I t appeal s t o soci al
sci ent i st s . The Der r i dean model i s mor e l i ke a par l i ament ar y democr acy :
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ambi val ent , f l acci d, and obf uscat i ng. ' I t appeal s t o t he l i t er at i . One i s
i nf i ni t esi mal l y ef f i caci ous, t he ot her , i ndef i ni t el y absor pt i ve.

St r uct ur al i smabsor bs di f f er ence bymaki ngever yt hi ng di f f er ent i n t he same
way and f or t he same r eason. The post - st r uct ur al i st gest ur e ext ends and r eal i gns
t he st r uct ur al f i el d, but i n so doi ng, i t onl y i nt ensi f i es t he pr ocedur es of
r educt i on and abst r act i on. I n Der r i da' s deconst r uct i on. of Levi - St r auss (Of
Gr ammat ol ogy) , post st r uct ur al i smper f orms t hi s oper at i on di r ect l y on t he body
of i t s pr edecessor . The r edoubl i ng of t he met hod emer ges as an ef f or t t o
expunge syst emat i cal l y any r esi dues of i nf ormal i t y st i l l appar ent i n t he .
st r uct ur al i st anal ysi s . Thus, what appear s t o us i n Levi - St r auss as schemat i c
r at i onal i smand a nai ve r eal i smof t he concept , st r i kes Der r i da as "anar chi sm" ,
" l i ber t ar i an i deol ogy" , and "Anar chi st i c and Li ber t ar i an pr ot est at i ons agai nst
Law, t he Power s, and t he St at e i n gener al . . . " ( 131, 132, 138) . I n Der r i da' s
exampl e (Tr i st es Tr opi ques) , Levi - St r auss i s t r yi ng, r at her cl umsi l y, t o t hi nk t he
ot her ness of t he Nambi kwar a: he does t hi s i n t erms of t he opposi t i ons
non-wr i t i ng/ wr i t i ng, Fest i val / St at e, communi t y/ bur eaucr acy, speech/ codi ng,
et c . Der r i da poi nt s out t hat t hese opposi t i ons haveal r eady beenabsor bed, t hat
wr i t i ng i s ( al ways al r eady) ever ywher e, and t hat t he Nambi kwar a ar e conse-
quent l y t he Same. Ever y suggest i on of t hei r di f f er ence i s di ssol ved i nt o t he
met aphysi c of pr esence. Agai nst t he t hesi s of col oni al vi ol ence, Der r i da
advances t he ar che wr i t i ng - t he i mmemor i al " uni t y of vi ol ence andwr i t i ng . "
( 106) The whol e oper at i on i s achi eved by what Der r i da hi msel f cal l s t he
"apr i or i st i c or t r anscendent al r egr essi on. " ( 135) The t erms of ever y pr obl emar e
r educed t o an a pr i or i st r uct ur e of i ndi f f er ence: a f i el d of f ormal f eat ur es i s
del i neat ed and pr epar ed f or " i nci ssi on. " Hencef or t h, any hi nt s of di f f er ence i n
t he t ext t o be const i t ut ed canbe r edesi gned as t he ef f ect of t he pl ay of si gni f i er s,
so t hat r ef er ence i s cent r i pet al l y t r apped. I t i s a met hod of "mi mesi s and
cast r at i on. " ( Posi t i ons, 84)

Gi ven t he power of t hese uni f ormf i el ds of seaml ess i nt er r el at i onal i t y, i t i s
l ess sur pr i si ng t hat Baudr i l l ar d, wi t h one eye on t he soci al t er r ai n, t he ot her on
successi ve waves of met at heor y, has begun t o concei ve t he onl y possi bi l i t y of
di f f er ence, ot her ness and t he symbol i c, i n t erms of a vi ol ent er upt i on.
Baudr i l l ar d has been t oo of t en mi sunder st ood on t hi s poi nt , f or i t i s nat ur al t o
assi mi l at e t hi s commot i on (as opposed t o t heor et i cal " conj unct ur e" ) of hi s wor k
t o t he Gal l i c t heme of t he epi st emol ogi cal br eak, t r ansgr essi on, r ever sal and
r upt ur e . But t her e i s an i mpor t ant di st i nct i on, whi ch f ol l ows on t he Baudr i l l ar di an
concept i on of di f f er ence andot her ness i n t he Symbol i c . I t i s i n t hese t erms t hat
we may be abl e t o per cei ve, t hr ough r ef l ect i on on Baudr i l l ar d, t he out l i ne of a
gr oup of i mpor t ant quest i ons whi ch per haps onl y st r uct ur al i sm coul d have
r ai sed, but whi ch i t has al so suppr essed i n t he sameness of i t s answer s . I f t he
cont i nui t y of st r uct ur al i sm has been t o est abl i sh a Gener al I somor phol ogy,
whi ch can onl y be achi eved t hr ough pr ogr essi ve f ormal i zat i on, whet her
posi t i vi st i c or met aphysi cal , t hen t he Cr i t i que of Logocent r i sm and t he
Met aphysi c of Repr esent at i on woul dappear t o have beenundermi ned f r omt he
st ar t . I n f act , i nsof ar as t he whol e ant i l ogocent r i c pr oj ect came t o be t i ed t o a
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ref l ect i on on "ont ol ogi cal di f f er ence" (Hei degger ) , i t was bound t o f ai l , f or
di f f er ence and "al t er i t y" ar e not l i kel y t o be secur ed ont ol ogi cal l y, any mor e
t han t heymay beper cei ved or appr eci at ed wi t h t he t ool s of f ormal epi st emol ogy
al one. Thi s pr obl em ar i ses i n Lacan' s wor k, wher e t he symbol i c i s gr asped
t hr ough t he ont i c- ont ol ogi cal di st i nct i on of t he Phal l us, a ki nd of Ur - si gni f i er
whi ch " i nser t s" t he subj ect i nt o t he f i el d of l anguage by i naugur at i ng .a ser i al
pr ocess of subst i t ut i ons . Her e I . kvi - St r auss' s i dea of meani ng as an i nst ant aneousl y
gener at ed net wor k ser ves t o absor b t he pr obl emof t he ot her ( t he symbol i c) i nt o
t he combi nat or y mat r i x ( Pat r i x?) . I n cont r ast , t he t heme of di f f er ence f or
Baudr i l l ar d i s nei t her epi st emol ogi cal nor ont ol ogi cal i n t he schemat i c
st r uct ur al i st sense, but soci al andpsychol ogi cal . I n or der t o secur e t hi s domai n
beyond t he pur vi ew of f ormal i zat i on- r at i onal i zat i on, Baudr i l l ar d def i ned t he
symbol i c i n opposi t i on t o t he subst i t ut i ve l ogi c of t he si gn. The "cr i t i que of t he
pol i t i cal economy of t he si gn" t hus emer ged f r om t he st andpoi nt of an
i r r educi bl e soci al symbol i c excl uded f r omf ormal f i el ds of coded si gni f i cat i on .
The uni queness of t hi s appr oachwas t hat i t al l owed Baudr i l l ar d t o r esi t uat e t he
cr i t i que of r epr esent at i on ( and l ogocent r i sm) i n t erms of t he suppr essed
quest i on of t he r el at i on of t he model t o r eal i t y . Sei zi ng on t he ont ol ogi cal
ambi gui t y of t he l anguage par adi gm, Baudr i l l ar d answer ed t hi s quest i on by
devel opi ng t he t heme of oper at i onal i zat i on i n t erms of st r uct ur es of soci al
si gni f i cat i on . ( L Echange symbol i que et l a mor t )

The most power f ul met aphor i n Baudr i l l ar d i s pr eci sel y t he l oss of met aphor
wi t h t he advent of a sci ence of "meani ng" . The ul t i mat e r epr esent at i on, t he
apot heosi s of t he subj ect - obj ect di al ect i c, t hen appear s as t he i magi nar y
def l at i on of al l symbol i c t ensi on - a ki nd of mat er i al i zat i on of r at i onal i sm
t hr ough t he act ual i zat i on of t he model . I n t he r adi cal f orm of t hi s t hesi s,
however , t he di f f er ence of t he symbol i c i s di ssol ved i n t he si gn' s absor pt i on of
ot her ness, a devel opment whi chent ai l s not hi ng l ess t han t he "end of t he soci al "
and t he expi r y of measur ed cr i t i que ( I n The Shadow of The Si l ent Maj or i t i es)
Baudr i l l ar d i s f or ced t o shi f t t he bur den of hi s symbol i c st ance ont o t he cat egor y
of ambi val ence . Thi s al l ows hi m t o r ecover t he expr essi ve di mensi on of
symbol i c exchange, but at t he cost of havi ng t o vi ewt he l at t er as t he i mmanent
pr i nci pl e of sel f - dest r uct i on at wor k i n al l soci al f orms . Thi s expl ai ns
Baudr i l l ar d' s r et ur n t o t hemodeof a skept i co- t r anscendent al cr i t i que of wor l dl y
r epr esent at i onal i l l usi ons : a sor t of t heor y and pr act i ce of anamor phosi s .
( Les st r at egi es f at al es)

Baudr i l l ar d' s Doubl e Ref usal

Baudr i l l ar d i s l i ke Ni et zsche t o t hi s ext ent . Eachof hi s wr i t i ngs ar ewor ks of
ar t whi chseekt o ar r ai gn t hewor l d bef or e poet i c consci ousness . I n Baudr i l l ar d' s
t heor i sat i ons, t her e i s a cer t ai n r et ur n t o a t r agi c sense of hi st or y, and t hi s
because hi s i magi nat i on moves j ust al ong t hat t r aj ect or y wher e ni hi l i sm, i n i t s
deval or i zed f ormas a cr i t i que of abst r act power , i s bot h t he ant i t hesi s of and
condi t i on of possi bi l i t y f or hi st or i cal emanci pat i on. Baudr i l l ar d' s t r agi c sense
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der i ves di r ect l y f r omhi s under st andi ng of our i mpr i sonment i n t he car cer al of a
cyni cal power , a power whi ch wor ks i t s ef f ect s symbol i cal l y ; and whi ch i s,
anyway, t he di sappear i ng l ocus of a soci et y whi chhas nowpassed over i nt o i t s
opposi t e: t he cycl e of deval or i sat i on and desoci al i sat i on wi t hout l i mi t .

But i f Baudr i l l ar d canbe so unspar i ng i n hi s t r agi c vi si on of abst r act power as
t he essence of modemsoci et y, t hen t hi s i s j ust because hi s t heor et i cal agenda
i ncl udes t wo' gr eat r ef usal s of t he l ogi c of r ef er ent i al f i nal i t i es : a deval or i sat i on
of t he soci al ; anda r ef usal of t he aut onomous hi st or i cal subj ect . I Mor e t han, f or
exampl e, Foucaul t ' s t heor et i cal cr i t i que of aj ur i di cal concept i on of power whi ch
r eaf f i rms, i n t he end; t he pr i vi l eged posi t i on of t he soci al i n moder n cul t ur e,
Baudr i l l ar d has t aken st r uct ur al i smt o i t s l i mi t s . Baudr i l l ar d' s t hought sei zes on
t he essent i al i nsi ght of st r uct ur al i st di scour se : t he ecl i pse of Weber ' s t heor y of
r at i onal i zat i on as an adequat e basi s f or under st andi ng modemsoci et y, and t he
emer gence of McLuhan' s concept of t he ext er i or i zat i on of t he senses as t he
dynami c l ocus of t he moder n cul t ur e syst em? Baudr i l l ar d' s t heor i sat i on of t he
meani ng of consumer soci et y begi ns wi t h ar adi cal chal l enge t o soci ol ogy as an
al r eady passe way of r et hi nki ng soci et y as a bi g si gn- syst em, and wi t h a r ef usal
of t he pr i vi l i ged posi t i on of t he pol i t i cs of hi st or i cal emanci pat i on. The
ambi val ence of Baudr i l l ar d i s j ust t hi s : hi s cul t ur e cr i t i que ( l a soci et e de
consommat i on, De l a seduct i on) i s t he degr ee- zer o bet ween t he hi st or i cal
nat ur al i smof Mar xi st cul t ur al st udi es ( Baudr i l l ar d' s st r uct ur al l awof val ue i s t he
ant i t hesi s of St uar t Hal l ' s i deol ogy as t he " r et ur n of t he r epr essed" ) and t he
soci ol ogi cal r eal i sm of cr i t i cal t heor y . Agai nst Habermas, Baudr i l l ar d ( I n t he
Shadowof t he Si l ent Maj or i t i es) r ei nvokes t he si gn of Ni et zsche as t he el ement al
memor y of t he t r agi c t r adi t i on i n cr i t i cal t heor y . Agai nst Foucaul t , Baudr i l l ar d
(Oubl i er Foucaul t ) nomi nat es a pur el y cyni cal power . And beyond Mar xi st
cul t ur al st udi es, Baudr i l l ar d br eaks f or ever wi t h a r epr esent at i onal t heor y of
i deol ogi cal hegemony . Just l i ke t he bl eak, gr i sl y, and ent i r el y semi ol ogi cal
wor l d of Gi or gi o de Chi r i co' s LandscapePai nt er , Baudr i l l ar d' s t hought i nt r oduces
agr eat sci ssi on i n t he r ecei ved cat egor i es of west er n di scour se . And i t does so
j ust because al l of Baudr i l l ar d' s cul t ur al t heor y t r aces out t he i mpl osi on of
moder n exper i ence: t he cont r act i on andr ever sal of t he bi g cat egor i es of t he r eal
i nt o a dense, seduct i ve, and ent i r el y ni hi l i st i c soci et y of si gns .

Aspeechl ess mass f or ever y hol l owspokesmanwi t hout a past .
Admi r abl e conj unct i on, bet ween t hose who have not hi ng t o
say, and t hemasses, whodonot speak . Omi nous empt i ness of
al l di scour se . Nohyst er i a or pot ent i al f asci sm, but si mul at i on
by pr eci pi t at i on of ever y l ost r ef er ent i al . Bl ack box of ever y
r ef er ent i al , of ever y uncapt ur ed meani ng, of i mpossi bl e
hi st or y, of unt r aceabl e syst ems of r epr esent at i on, t he mass i s
what r emai ns when t he soci al has been compl et el y r emoved.

J . Baudr i l l ar d
I n t heShadowof t he
Si l ent Maj or i t i es
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Baudr i l l ar d i s expl i ci t i n hi s accusat i on concer ni ng t he deat h of t he soci al , and
of t he l oss of t he " r ef er ent " of t he soci ol ogi cal i magi nat i on. I t ' s not somuch t hat
soci ol ogi cal di scour se, t he mast er par adi gmof t he cont empor ar y cent ur y, has
been super ceded by compet i ng ensembl es of nonnat i ve meani ng, but , i nst ead,
t hat t he pr i vi l eged posi t i on of t he soci al as a posi t i ve, and hence normat i ve,
r ef er ent has suddenl y been ecl i psed by i t s own " i mpl osi on" i nt o t he densi t y of
t he mass .

The soci al wor l d i s scat t er ed wi t h i nt er st i t i al obj ect s and
cr yst al l i ne obj ect s whi ch spi n ar ound and coal esce i n a
cer ebr al chi ar oscur o. So i s t hemass, an i n vacuoaggr egat i on of
i ndi vi dual par t i cl es, r ef use of t he soci al and of medi a
i mpul ses : an opaque nebual awhosegr owi ng densi t y absor bs
al l t he sur r oundi ng ener gy and l i ght r ays, t o col l apse f i nal l y
under i t s own wei ght . Abl ack hol e~whi ch engul f s t he soci al ?

Two, i n par t i cul ar , of Baudr i l l ar d' s t ext s - 1ef f et beaubour gand I n t heShadowof
t heSi l ent Maj or i t i es - t r ace out , i n anal most despar at e l anguage of absence, t hat
r upt ur e i n moder n di scour se r epr esent ed by t he r ever sal of t he posi t i ve,
normal i zi ng and expandi ng cycl e of t he soci al i nt o i t s opposi t e: an i mpl osi ve
and st r uct ur al or der of si gns . Thi s i s j ust t hat br eak- poi nt i nt he symbol i c t ot al i t y
wher e t he "norm" under goes an i nver si on i nt o a f l oat i ng or der of si gns, wher e
st r at egi es of normal i zat i on ar e r epl aced by t he " si mul at i on of t hemasses" , 4 and
wher e t he "hyper eal i t e de l a cul t ur e" 5 i ndi cat es a gr eat di ssol ut i on of t he space
of t he soci al . Baudr i l l ar d' s t heor i sat i on of t he end of soci ol ogy as a r eal i t y-
pr i nci pl e, or what i s t he same, t he exhaust i on of t he soci al as a t r ut h- ef f ect of a
nomi nal i st i c power , pr i vi l eges a vi ol ent and i mpl osi ve per spect i ve on soci et y .
" Vi ol ence i mpl osi ve qui r esul t e nonpl us de1' ext ensi on d' un syst eme, mai s de sa
sat ur at i on et de sa r et r act i on, comme i l en est des syst emes physi ques
st el l ai r es" 6

I n t he t ext , I n t he Shadowof t he Si l ent Maj or i t i es, Baudr i l l ar d pr ovi des t hr ee
st r at egi c hypot heses ( f r om mi ni mal and maxi mal per spect i ves) about t he
exi st ence of t he soci al onl y as a mur der ous ef f ect , whose "uni nt er r upt ed
ener gy" over t wo cent ur i es has come f r om "det er r i t or i al i sat i on and f r om
concent r at i on i n ever mor e uni f i ed agenci es" .7 The f i r st hypot hesi s has i t t hat
t he soci al may onl y r ef er t o t he space of a del usi on : " The soci al has basi cal l y
never exi st ed . Ther e has never been any "soci al r el at i on" . Not hi ng has ever
f unct i oned soci al l y . On t hi s i nescapabl e basi s of chal l enge, seduct i on, and
deat h, t her e has never been anyt hi ng but si mul at i on of t he soci al and t he soci al
r el at i on" . On t he basi s of t hi s " del usi onal " hypt hesi s, t he dr eamof a "hi dden
soci al i t y" , a " r eal " soci al i t y, j ust " hypost at i ses a si mul at i on" . And i f t he soci al i s
a si mul at i on, t hen t he l i kel y cour se of event s i s a "br ut al de- si mul at i on" : " a de-
si mul at i onwhi ch i t sel f capt ur es t he st yl e of a chal l enge ( t he r ever se of capi t al ' s
chal l enge of t he soci al and soci et y) : a chal l enge t o t he bel i ef t hat capi t al and
power exi st accor di ng t o t hei r own l ogi c - t hey have none t hey vani sh as
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appar at uses as soon as t he si mul at i on of soci al space i s done" . 10 The second
hypot hesi s i s t he r ever se, but par al l el , i mage of t he del usi onal t hesi s : t he soci al ,
not as t he space of del usi on under goi ng a " br ut al de- si mul at i on" , but t he soci al
as r esi due, " expandi ng t hr oughout hi st or y as a ' r at i onal ' cont r ol of r esi dues, and
a r at i onal pr oduct i on of r esi dues" . Baudr i l l ar d i s expl i ci t about t he pur el y
excr ement al f unct i on of t he soci al , about t he soci al as t he " f unct i onal vent i l at i on
of r emai nder s" . 1 z I t ' s j ust t he exi st ence of t he soci al as i t sel f " r emai nder " whi ch
makes of t he soci al machi ne " r ef use pr ocessi ng" ; a mor e subt l e f or mof deat h,
i ndeed t he scene of a " pi l i ng up and exor bi t ant pr ocessi ng of deat h" . " I n t hi s
event , we ar e even deeper i n t he soci al , even deeper i n pur e excr ement , i n t he
f ant ast i c congest i on of dead l abour , of dead and i nst i t ut i onal i sed r el at i ons
wi t hi n t er r or i st bur eaucr aci es, of dead l anguages and gr ammar s . Thenof cour se
i t can no l onger be sai d t hat t he soci al i s dyi ng, si nce i t i s al r eady t he
accumul at i on of deat h. I n ef f ect we ar e i n a ci vi l i sat i on of t he super soci al , and
si mul t aneousl y i n a ci vi l i sat i on of non- degr adabl e, i ndest r uct i bl e r esi due,
pi l i ng up as t he soci al spr eads . " 13 The t hi r d hypot hesi s speaks onl y of t he end of
t he " per spect i ve space of t he soci al " . " The soci al has not al ways been a
del usi on, as i n t he f i r st hypot hesi s, nor r emai nder , as i n t he second: But
pr eci sel y, i t has onl y had an end i n vi ew, a meani ng as power , as wor k, as capi t al ,
f r omt he per spect i ve space of an i deal conver gence, whi ch i s al so t hat of
pr oduct i on - i n shor t , i n t he nar r ow gap of second- or der si mul acr a, and,
absor bed i nt o t hi r d- or der si mul acr a, i t i s dyi ng. " I 4 Thi s, t hen, i s t he hypot hesi s
of t he " pr ecessi on of si mul acr a" , of a " vent i l at i on of i ndi vi dual s as t er mi nal s of
i nf or mat i on" , of , f i nal l y, t he deat h of t he soci al ( " whi ch exi st s onl y i n
per spect i ve space" ) i n t he ( hyper r eal and hyper soci al ) " space of si mul at i on" . 15

End of t he per spect i ve space of t he soci al . The r at i onal
soci al i t y of t he cont r act , di al ect i cal soci al i t y ( t hat of t he St at e
and of ci vi l soci et y, of publ i c and pr i vat e, of t he soci al and t he
i ndi vi dual ) gi ves way t o t he soci al i t y of cont act , of t he ci r cui t
and t r ansi st or i sed net wor k of mi l l i ons of mol ecul es and
par t i cul es mai nt ai ned i n a r andom gr avi t at i onal f i el d,
magnet i sed by t he const ant ci r cul at i on and t he t housands of
t act i cal combi nat i ons whi ch el ect r i f y t hem. 1 6

2.

 

The Ref usal of Hi st or i cal Subj ect hood

Baudr i l l ar d al so has a hi dden, and r adi cal , pol i t i cal agenda. Hi s pol i t i cal at t i t ude
i s di r ect ed not agai nst , t he al r eady obsol escent " per spect i ve space of t he
soci al " , i 7 but i n opposi t i on t o t he vent i l at ed and t r ansi st or i sed or der of t he
si mul acr um. I n t he now passe wor l d of t he soci al , pol i t i cal emanci pat i on
ent ai l ed t he pr oduct i on of meani ng, t he cont r ol of i ndi vi dual and col l ect i ve
per spect i ve, agai nst a nor mal i zi ng soci et y whi ch i nsi st ed on excl udi ng i t s
opposi t i ons . Thi s was t he r egi on of power / sacr i f i ce : t he si t e of a gr eat conf l i ct
wher e t he f i nal i t i es of sex, t r ut h, l abour , and hi st or y, wer e danger ous j ust t o t he
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ext ent t hat t hey r epr esent ed t he hi t her t o suppr essed r egi on of use- val ue,
beyond and f or ever i n opposi t i on t o a pur el y sacr i f i ci al pol i t i cs . I n t he
per spect i val space of t he hi st or i cal , power coul d be t hr eat ened by speech, by t he
agency of t he emanci pat or y subj ect who demanded a r i ght f ul i ncl usi on i n t he
cont r act ual spaceof pol i t i cal economy . Apol i t i cs of r i ght s depended f or i t s ver y
exi st ence on t he val or i sat i on of use- val ue as a pr i vi l eged and uni ver sal l y
accessi bl e f i el d of t r ut h/ et hi cs ; and on t he pr oduct i on of t he emanci pat ed
hi st or i cal subj ect as an obj ect of desi r e.

Wi t h Baudr i l l ar d, i t ' s j ust t he opposi t e . Hi s pol i t i cal t heor y begi ns wi t h a
r ef usal of t he pr i vi l eged posi t i on of t he hi st or i cal subj ect , and, what i s mor e, wi t h
an i mmedi at e negat i on of t he quest i on of hi st or i cal emanci pat i on i t sel f .
Baudr i l l ar d' s i s not t he soci ol ogi cal per spect i ve of di sci pl i nar y power i n a
normal i zi ng soci et y ( Foucaul t ) nor t he hermeneut i cal i nt er pr et at i on of
t echnol ogy and sci ence as "gl assy, backgr ound i deol ogy" 1e ( Habermas) . I n t hi s
t heor et i c, t her e i s no pur el y per spect i val spaceof t he "panopt i c" nor f r ee zone
of "uni ver sal pr agmat i cs" . ] 9 Baudr i l l ar d' s pol i t i cal anal ysi s r epr esent s a r adi cal
depar t ur e f r om bot h t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge and t heor i sat i ons of
power / norm j ust because hi s t hought expl or es t he br ut al pr ocesses of
dehi st or i ci sat i on and desoci al i sat i on whi ch st r uct ur e t he newcommuni cat i ve
or der of power / si gn. I n t he new cont i nent of power / si gn (wher e power i s
r adi cal l y semi ur gi cal ) : t he r el evant pol i t i cal col l ect i vi t y i s t he "mass medi a as
si mul acr a" ; t he exchange- pr i nci pl e i nvol ves pur el y abst r act and hyper -
symbol i c di f f usi ons of i nf ormat i on; and what i s at st ake i s t he "maxi mal
pr oduct i on of meani ng" and t he "maxi mal pr oduct i on of wor ds" f or const i t ut ed
hi st or i cal subj ect s who ar e bot h condi t i on andef f ect of t he or der of si mul acr a20
I t ' s j ust t hi s i nsi st ence on r espondi ng t o t he chal l enge of hi st or y whi chdr aws us
on, t r appi ng us f i nal l y, wi t hi n t he i nt er st i ces of a vast soci al si mul at i on: a
si mul at i onwhi chmake i t s aut onomous subj ect s onl y t he st r at egi c count er par t s of
t he syst em' s despar at e need ; gi ven i t s pr evi ous di sf i gur at i on of t he soci al and of
t he r eal , f or t he sur pl us- pr oduct i on of meani ng and of wor ds .

Now, Baudr i l l ar d' s wor l d i s t hat of t he el ect r oni c mass medi a, and
speci f i cal l y, of t el evi si on. Hi s nomi nat i on of t el evi si on as a pr i vi l eged
si mul acr umi s st r at egi c : t el evi si on has t he unr eal exi st ence of an i magi c si gn
syst emi n whi ch may be r ead t he i nver t ed and i mpl osi ve l ogi c of t he soci al
machi ne. The "nebul ous hyper r eal i t y" of t he masses ; " st aged communi cat i ons"
as t he modus vi vendi of t he power - syst em; t he "expl osi on of i nf ormat i on" and
t he " i mpl osi on of meani ng" as t he keynot e of t he newcommuni cat i ons or der ; a
massi ve ci r cul ar i t y of al l pol es i n whi ch " sender i s r ecei ver " ( t he medi umi s t he
massage: McLuhan' s f ormul a of t he endof panopt i c and per spect i val space as
t he "al pha and omega of our moder ni t y" ) ; an " i r r ever si bl e medi um of
communi cat i on wi t hout r esponse": such ar e t he st r at egi c consequences of t he
pr ocessi ng of ( our ) hi st or y and ( our ) aut onomous subj ect i vi t y t hr ough t he
si mul acr a of t he mass medi a, and expl i ci t l y, t hr ough t el evi si on. I n a br i l l i ant
essay, " The I mpl osi on of Meani ng i n t heMedi a" , 22 Baudr i l l ar d had t hi s t o say of
t he i nt r acat i on of t hemass medi a i n t he soci al or , mor e speci f i cal l y, t he " i mpl osi on
of t he medi a i n t he masses" ;23



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

Are t he mass medi a on t he si de of power i n t he mani pul at i on
of t he masses, or ar e t hey on t he si de of t he masses i n t he
l i qui dat i on of meani ng, i n t he vi ol ence done t omeani ng, and
i n t he f asci nat i on whi ch r esul t s? I s i t t he medi awhi ch i nduce
f asci nat i on i n t he masses, or i s i t t hemasses whi ch di ver t t he
medi a i nt o spect acl es? Mogadi shu St ammhei m: t hemedi a ar e
made t hevehi cl e of t he mor al condemnat i on of t er r or i smand
of t heexpl oi t at i on of f ear f or pol i t i cal ends, but , si mul t aneousl y,
i n t he most t ot al ambi gui t y, t hey pr opogat e t he br ut al
f asci nat i on of t he t er r or i st act . They ar e t hemsel ves t er r or i st s,
t o t he ext ent t o whi ch t hey wor k t hr ough f asci nat i on. . . The
medi a car r ymeani ngandnon- sense; t hey mani pul at e i n ever y
sense si mul t aneousl y . The pr ocess cannot be cont r ol l ed, f or
t he medi a convey t he si mul at i on i nt er nal t o t he syst emand
t he si mul at i on dest r uct i ve of t he syst emaccor di ng t o al ogi c
t hat i s absol ut el y Moebi an and ci r cul ar - and t hi s i s exact l y
what i t i s l i ke . Ther e i s no al t er nat i ve t o i t , no l ogi cal
r esol ut i on. Onl y a l ogi cal exacer bat i on and a cat ast r ophi c
r esol ut i on24

Baudr i l l ar d' s r ef usal of t he " r eal i t y" of pr ocessed hi st or y i s based on t hi s
hypot hesi s : t he new i nf ormat i on of t he el ect r oni c mass medi a i s " di r ect l y
dest r uct i ve of meani ng and si gni f i cat i on, or neut r al i zes i t . " 25 I nf ormat i on, f ar
f r ompr oduci ng an "accel er at ed ci r cul at i on of meani ng, a pl us- val ue of
meani ng homol ogous t o t he economi c pl us- val ue whi ch r esul t s f r om t he
accel er at ed r ot at i on of capi t al " 26 di ssol ves t he possi bi l i t y of any coher ent
meani ng- syst em. Conf r ont ed wi t h t hi s si t uat i onof t he "doubl ebi nd" i nwhi ch
t he medi umi s t he r eal and t he r eal i s t he ni hi l i sm of t he i nf ormat i on soci et y, our
pol i t i cal al t er nat i ves ar e t wof ol d. Fi r st , t her e i s " r esi st ance- as- subj ect " , t he
r esponse of t he aut onomous hi st or i cal subj ect who assumes t he "uni l at er al l y

- val or i zed" and "posi t i ve" l i ne of r esi st ance of " l i ber at i on, emanci pat i on,
expr essi on, and const i t ut i on . . . ( as somehow) val uabl e and subver si ve"?7
But Baudr i l l ar d i s ent i r el y r eal i st i c concer ni ng howt he " l i ber at i ng cl ai ms of
subj ect hood" r espond t o t he ni hi l i st i c demands of t he i nf ormat i on or der of
mass medi a.

Toasyst emwhosear gument i s oppr essi onandr epr essi on, t he
st r at egi c r esi st ance i s t he l i ber at i ng cl ai mof subj ect hood . But
t hi s r ef l ect s t he syst em' s pr evi ous phase, and even i f we ar e
st i l l conf r ont edwi t h i t , i t i s no l onger t he st r at egi c t er r ai n: t he
syst em' s cur r ent ar gument i s t he maxi mi zat i on of t he wor d
and t he maxi mal pr oduct i on of meani ng. Thus t he st r at egi c
r esi st ance i s t hat of a r ef usal of meani ng and ar ef usal of t he
wor d - or of t he hyper conf ormi st si mul at i on of t he ver y
mechani sms of t he syst em, whi ch i s a f ormof r ef usal and of
non- r ecept i on?e



Agai nst t he emanci pat or y cl ai ms of hi st or i cal subj ect hood, Baudr i l l ar d pr oposes
t he mor e r adi cal al t er nat i ve of " r esi st ance- as- obj ect " 29 as t he l i ne of pol i t i cal
r esi st ance most appr opr i at e t o t he si mul acr um. Toa syst emwhi ch r epr esent s a
gr eat conver gence of power and seduct i on, and whi ch i s ent i r el y cyni cal i n i t s
deval or i sat i on of meani ng, t he r el evant and per haps onl y pol i t i cal r esponse i s
t hat of i r oni c det achment .

Baudr i l l ar d t hus val or i zes t he posi t i on of t he " punk gener at i on" : t hi s new
gener at i on of r ebel s whi ch si gnal s i t s knowl edge of i t s cer t ai n doomby a
hyper conf onni st si mul at i on ( i n f ashi on, l anguage, and l i f est yl e) whi ch r epr esent s
j ust t hat moment of r ef r act i on wher e t he si mul at i onal l ogi c of t he syst emi s
t ur ned, i r oni cal l y and neut r al l y, back agai nst t he syst em. Baudr i l l ar d i s a new
wave pol i t i cal t heor i st j ust because he, mor e t han most , has under st ood t hat i n a
syst em" whose i mper at i ve i s t he over - pr oduct i on and r egener at i on of meani ng
and speech" 31 al l t he soci al movement s whi ch " bet on l i ber at i on, emanci pat i on,
t he r esur r ect i on of t he subj ect of hi st or y, of t he gr oup of speech as a r ai si ng of
consci ousness, i ndeed of a ' sei zur e of t he unconsci ous' of subj ect s and of t he
masses" 32 ar e act i ng f ul l y i n accor dance wi t h t he pol i t i cal l ogi c of t he syst em.
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WHENBATAI LLEATTACKEDTHEMETAPHYSI CAL
PRI NCI PLEOFECONOMY'

Jean Baudr i l l ar d

Cont i nui t y, sover ei gnt y, i nt i macy, i mmanent i mmensi t y: a si ngl e t hought i n
t hewor k of Bat ai l l e, asi ngl emyt hi c t hought behi nd t hesemul t i pl e t erms: " I am
of t hose who dest i ne men t o t hi ngs ot her t han t he i ncessant gr owt h of
pr oduct i on, who i nci t e t hemt o t he sacr ed hor r or . "
The sacr ed i s par excel l ence t he spher e of " Lapar t maudi t e" [ t he accur sed

shar e] ( t he cent r al essay of t hi s sevent h vol ume of Bat ai l l e' s wor ks) , spher e of
sacr i f i ci al expendi t ur e, of weal t h [ l uxe] and of deat h; spher e of a "gener al "
economywhi chr ef ut es al l t heaxi oms of economyas i t i s usual l y under st ood ( an
economywhi ch, i n gener al i zi ng i t sel f , over r uns [ br t l l e] i t s boundar i es andt r ul y
passes beyond pol i t i cal economy, somet hi ng t hat t he l at t er , and al l Mar xi st
t hought , ar e power l ess t o do i n accor dancewi t h t he i nt er nal l ogi c of val ue) . I t
i s al so t he spher e of non- knowl edge [ non- savoi r ] .
Par adoxi cal l y, t he wor ks col l ect ed her e ar e i n a way Bat ai l l e' s "Book of

Knowl edge, " t heonewher ehe t r i es t o er ect t hebut t r esses of avi si onwhi ch, at
bot t om, doesn' t need t hem; i ndeed, t he dr i ve [ pul si on] t owar d t he sacr ed
ought , i n i t s dest r uct i ve i ncandescence, t o deny t he ki nd of apol ogy and
di scur si ve r endi t i on cont ai ned i n " La Par t maudi t e" and "La Theor i e de
Rel i gi on. " "Myphi l osophi cposi t i on i s basedon non- knowl edge of t he whol e,
on knowl edge concer ed onl y wi t h det ai l s. " I t i s necessar y, t her ef or e, t o r ead
t hesedef ensi ve f r agment s f r omt het wo ant i t het i cal per spect i ves [ sur l e doubl e
ver sant ] of knowl edge and non- knowl edge.

TheFundament al Pr i nci pl e

The cent r al i dea i s t hat t heeconomywhi chgover ns our soci et i es r esul t s f r om
a mi sappr opr i at i on of t he f undament al human pr i nci pl e, whi ch i s a sol ar
pr i nci pl e of expendi t ur e. Bat ai l l e' s t hought goes, beyond pr oper pol i t i cal
economy(whi ch i n essencei s r egul at edt hr oughexchange val ue) , st r ai ght t ot he
met aphysi cal pr i nci pl eof economy. Bat ai l l es' s t ar get i s ut i l i t y, i n i t s r oot . Ut i l i t y .
i s, of cour se, an appar ent l y posi t i ve pr i nci pl e of capi t al : accumul at i on, i nvest -
ment , depr eci at i on, et c. But i n f act i t i s, on Bat ai l l e' s account , a pr i nci pl e of
power l essness, an ut t er i nabi l i t y t o expend. Gi ven t hat al l pr evi ous soci et i es

Geor ges Bat ai l l e, Oeuvr es Compl et es: vol . VI I . Par i s: Gal l i mar d. 618pp. '
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knewhowt o expend, t hi s i s, an unbel i evabl e def i ci ency : i t cut s t hehumanbei ng
of f f r omal l possi bl e sover ei gnt y . Al l economi cs ar e f ounded on t hat whi ch no
l onger can, no l onger knowshowt o expend i t sel f [ sed6penser ] , on t hat whi ch
i s i ncapabl eof becomi ng t hest ake of asacr i f i ce. I t i s t her ef or eent i r el y r esi dual ,
i t i s a l i mi t ed soci al f act ; and i t i s agai nst economy as a l i mi t ed soci al f act t hat
Bat ai l l e want st o r ai seexpendi t ur e, deat h, andsacr i f i ceas t ot al soci al f act s- - such
i s t he pr i nci pl e of gener al economy.
The pr i nci pl e of ut i l i t y ( use val ue) bl ends wi t h t he bour geoi si e, wi t h t hi s

capi t al i st cl asswhose def i ni t i on f or Bat ai l l e ( cont r ar y t oMar x) i s negat i ve: i t no
l onger knows howt o expend. Si mi l ar l y, t he cr i si s of capi t al , i t s i ncr easi ng
mor t al i t y and i t s i mmanent deat h t hr oes, ar enot bound, as i n t hewor k of Mar x,
t oahi st or y, t o di al ect i cal r ever sal s [ p6r i p6di es] , but t o t hi s f undament al l awof
t he i nabi l i t y t o expend, whi ch gi ve capi t al over t o t hecancer of pr oduct i on and
unl i mi t ed r epr oduct i on . Ther e i s no pr i nci pl e of r evol ut i on i n Bat ai l l e' s wor k :
" The t er r or of r evol ut i onshasonl y done mor eandmor e ( demi euxen mi euxl
t o subor di nat e human ener gy t o i ndust r y. " Ther e i s onl y a pr i nci pl e of
sacr i f i ce- t he pr i nci pl eof sover ei gnt y, whosedi ver si onby t he bour geoi si e and
capi t al causes al l human hi st or y t o pass f r omsacr ed t r agedy t o t he comedy of
ut i l i t y.
Thi s cr i t i que i sanon-Mar xi st cr i t i que, an ar i st ocr at i c cr i t i que; becausei t ai ms

at ut i l i t y, at economi c f i nal i t y as t he axi omof capi t al i st soci et y. The Mar xi st
cr i t i que i s onl y a cr i t i que of capi t al , a cr i t i que comi ng f r omt he hear t of t he
mi ddl e andpet i t bour geoi s cl asses, f or whi chMar xi smhas ser ved f or a cent ur y
as a l at ent i deol ogy : a cr i t i que of exchange val ue, but an exal t at i on of use
val ue- and t hus a cr i t i que, at t he same t i me, of what made t he al most del i r i ous
gr eat nessof capi t al , t hesecul ar r emai nsof i t s r el i gi ous qual i t y : 3i nvest ment at any
pr i ce, even at t he cost of use val ue. TheMar xi st seeks agood use of economy.
Mar xi smi s t her ef or eonl y a l i mi t edpet i t bour geoi s cr i t i que, onemor e st ep i n t he
banal i zat i on of l i f e t owar d t he"gooduse" of t hesoci al ! Bat ai l l e, t o t he cont r ar y,
sweeps away al l t hi s sl ave di al ect i c f r oman ar i st ocr at i c poi nt of vi ew, t hat of t he
mast er st r uggl i ng wi t h hi s deat h. One canaccuse t hi s per spect i ve of bei ngpr e-
or post -Mar xi st . At any r at e, Mar xi sm i s onl y t he di senchant ed hor i zon of
capi t al - al l t hat pr ecedes or f ol l ows i t i s mor e r adi cal t han i t i s .
What r emai ns uncer t ai n i n t he wor k of Bat ai l l e ( but wi t hout a doubt t hi s

uncer t ai nt y cannot be al l evi at ed) , i s t o knowwhet her t he economy (capi t al ) ,
whi ch i s count er bal anced onabsur d, but never usel ess, never sacr i f i ci al expen-
di t ur es (war s, wast e . . . ) , i s never t hel ess shot t hr oughwi t h a sacr i f i ci al dynami c.
I s pol i t i cal economyat bot t omonl y af r ust r at ed avat ar of t hesi ngl e gr eat cosmi c
l awof expendi t ur e? I s t he ent i r e hi st or y of capi t al onl y an i mmense det our
t owar d i t s own cat ast r ophe, t owar d i t s own sacr i f i ci al end? I f t hi s i s so, i t i s
because, i n t he end, one cannot not expend. Al onger spi r al per haps dr ags
capi t al beyondeconomy, t owar dadest r uct i on of i t s ownval ues; t heal t er nat i ve
i s t hat wear e st uck f or ever " i n t hi s deni al of t hesacr ed, i n t hever t i go of suppl y,
whi ch si gni f i es t he r upt ur e of al l i ance ( of symbol i c exchange i n pr i mi t i ve
soci et i es) and of sover ei gnt y .
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Bat ai l l e woul d have been i mpassi oned by t hepr esent evol ut i on of capi t al i n
t hi s er aof f l oat i ngcur r enci es, of val uesseeki ngt hei r ownl evel ( whi ch i snot t hei r
t r ansmut at i on) , and t he dr i f t of f i nal i t i es [ l a d6r i ve des f i nal i t 6s] ( whi ch i s
nei t her sover ei gn usel essness nor t he absur d gr at ui t ousness of l aught er and
deat h) . But hi s concept of expendi t ur e woul d have permi t t ed onl y a l i mi t ed
anal ysi s : i t i s st i l l t oo economi c, t oo much t he f l i p si de of accumul at i on, as
t r ansgr essi on i s t oocl ose t o t he i nver se f i gur e of pr ohi bi t i on. 4 I n anor der whi ch
i s no l onger t hat of ut i l i t y, but an al eat or y or der of val ue, pur e expendi t ur e,
whi l e r et ai ni ng t he r omant i c charmof t ur ni ng t he economi c i nsi de out , i s no
l onger suf f i ci ent f or r adi cal def i ance [ au d6f i r adi cal ] - i t shat t er s t he mi r r or of
mar ket val ue, but i s power l ess agai nst t heshi f t i ngmi r r or [ l e mi r oi r en d6r i ve]
of st r uct ur al val ue.
Bat ai l l e f ounds hi s gener al economyona "sol ar economy" wi t hout r eci pr ocal

exchange, on t he uni l at er al gi f t t hat t hesunmakes of i t s ener gy : acosmogony
of expendi t ur e, whi ch he depl oys i n ar el i gi ous and pol i t i cal ant hr opol ogy . But
Bat ai l l e hasmi sr ead Mauss: t heuni l at er al gi f t does not exi st s Thi s i s not t he l aw
of t heuni ver se. Hewhohas sowel l expl or ed t he human sacr i f i ceof t heAzt ecs
shoul d have known as t hey di d t hat t he sun gi ves not hi ng, i t i s necessar y t o
nour i sh i t cont i nual l y wi t h humanbl ood i n or der t hat i t shi ne. I t i s necessar y t o
chal l enge [ d6f i er ] t he gods t hr ough sacr i f i ce i n or der t hat t hey r espond wi t h
pr of usi on. I n ot her wor ds, t her oot of sacr i f i ce and of gener al economy i s never
pur e and si mpl e expendi t ur e- or what ever dr i ve [ pul si on] of excess t hat
supposedl y comes t o us f r omnat ur e- but i s an i ncessant pr ocess of chal l enge
[ Wf i ] .

Bat ai l l e has "nat ur al i zed" Mauss

The "excess of ener gy" does not come f r omt he sun ( f r omnat ur e) but f r oma
cont i nual hi gher bi ddi ng i n exchange- t he symbol i c pr ocesst hat canbe f ound
i n t he wor k of Mauss, not t hat of t he gi f t ( t hat i s t he nat ur al i st myst i que i nt o
whi chBat ai l l e f al l s) , but t hat of t hecount er - gi f t . Thi s i s t hesi ngl e t r ul y symbol i c
pr ocess, whi ch i n f act i mpl i es deat h as a ki nd of maxi mal excess- but not as
i ndi vi dual esct asy, al ways as t he maxi mal pr i nci pl e of soci al exchange. I n t hi s
sense, one can r epr oach Bat ai l l e f or havi ng "nat ur al i zed" Mauss ( but i n a
met aphysi cal spi r al so pr odi gi ous t hat t he r epr oach i s not r eal l y one) , andf or
havi ngmadesymbol i c exchangeaki nd of nat ur al f unct i on of pr odi gal i t y, at once
hyper - r el i gi ous i n i t s gr at ui t ousness andmuch t oo cl ose st i l l , a cont r ar i o, t o t he
pr i nci pl e of ut i l i t y and t o t he economi c or der t hat i t exhaust s i n t r ansgr essi on
wi t hout ever l eavi ng behi nd.

I t i s " i n t he gl or y of deat h" [ d haut eur demor t ] t hat one r edi scover s Bat ai l l e,
and t her eal quest i on posedr emai ns: "Howi s i t t hat al l menhave encount er ed
t heneedandf el t t heobl i gat i on t o ki l l l i vi ng bei ngs r i t ual l y?For l ack of havi ng
known howt o r espond, al l menhave r emai ned i n i gnor ance of t hat whi ch
t hey ar e. " Ther e i s an answer t o t hi s quest i on beneat h t he t ext , i n al l t he
i nt er st i ces of Bat ai l l e' s t ext , but i nmy opi ni onnot i n t he not i on of expendi t ur e,
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nor i n t hi s ki nd of ant hr opol ogi cal r econst r uct i on t hat he t r i es t o est abl i sh f r om
t he" obj ect i ve" dat a of hi s day: Mar xi sm, bi ol ogy, soci ol ogy, et hnol ogy, pol i t i cal
economy, t heobj ect i ve pot ent i al of whi chhe t r i es t o br i ngt oget her never t he-
l ess, i n aper spect i vewhi ch i s nei t her exact l y ageneal ogy, nor anat ur al hi st or y,
nor aHegel i an t ot al i t y, but a bi t of al l t hat .

But t he sacr ed i mper at i ve i s f l awl ess i n i t s myt hi c asser t i on, and t he wi l l t o
t each i s cont i nual l y br eached by Bat ai l l e' s dazzl i ng vi si on, by a " subj ect of
knowl edge" al ways " at t heboi l i ng poi nt . " The consequence of t hi s i s t hat even
anal yt i c or document ar y consi der at i ons have t hat myt hi c f or ce whi ch const i -
t ut es t he sol e- sacr i f i ci al - f or ce of wr i t i ng.
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Br i an Si nger

Peut - et r c f al l ai t - l l ar r et er cet t e
hemor r agi c dc l a val cur . Asscz dc
r adi cal i t e t er r or i st c, assez dc
si mul acr es- r ecr udescence dc l a
mor al e, dc l a cr oyancc, du sens . Abas l es
anal yses cr cpuscul ai r es!

Les st r at kgi esf at al es

Thef ol l owi ngessaywaswr i t t en t o come t o t ermswi t h anabi di ng f asci nat i on
wi t h t he wor k of Jean Baudr i l l ar d. To be f asci nat ed i mpl i es, at l east at a f i r st
moment , t hat onei s at t r act ed t o somet hi ngdespi t e onesel f , t hat onei s dr awni n
wi de- eyed wi t h al l bel i ef suspended. Many t i mes I have put hi s wor k down,
somet i mes vi ol ent l y, onl y t o r et ur n charmed, nay seduced by t he subl i mei r ony
of Baudr i l l ar d' s sense of t he absur d. Havi ng r ecent l y t r ansl at ed oneof hi smor e
pi vot al wor ks, Seduct i on, I f i nd mysel f compel l ed t o expl ai n t hi s f asci nat i on,
wi t hal l i t s accompanyi ngambi val ence, andexpl or ei t s i mpl i cat i ons . Per haps t he
r eader shar es t hi s f asci nat i on, i nwhi chcase s/ hemayr ecogni zesomet hi ngof hi s
or her - own cont r ar y r eact i ons i n my own, and wi l l wi sh t o shar emy l i ne of
quest i oni ng. Or per haps t he r eader has never r ead Baudr i l l ar d. Per haps t he
r eader r ef uses t o r ead hi swor ks because of t hei r l anguage, st yl e, f ashi onabi l i t y
or pol i t i cs . I n t hi s case t her eader mayconsi der t hi s as an i nci t ement andagui de
t o r eadi ngBaudr i l l ar d, f or he cannot , I submi t , be appr oached nai vel y and r ead
l i ke any ot her aut hor .
The book Seduct i on pr esent s i t sel f as an at t ack on t he not i on of t r ut h, i t s

pr et ensi onsandi mper i al i sm. Apost -moder ncommon- pl ace, t o be sur e. But t hi s
i s no mer e def ense of r el at i vi sm, wi t h i t s mul t i pl e or par t i al t r ut hs . Nor i s i t a
sear ch f or some met aphysi cal f i ssur e t hat woul d r ender t he i dea of Tr ut h
i mpossi bl e, yet i nsurmount abl e; nor even t he, uncover i ng of some mot i ve t hat
woul d r eveal t he sear ch f or t r ut h as our ul t i mat e i l l usi on . Her e t he st r at egy i s
di f f er ent , andpossi bl y mor e r adi cal . Cal l i t ni hi l i smi f onewi l l , but onl y i f t hi s i s
not t he l ast wor d.
Tr ut h, Baudr i l l ar d begi ns, i s associ at ed wi t h t he r eal mof dept hs, and i s t o be

at t acked al ongwi t h al l t heot her f i gur es of dept h: t hat of t heessencebehi nd t he
appear ance, t heunconsci ous desi r ebehi ndt hesympt om, t het r ue nat ur e behi nd
t hear t i f i ce, t hespher e of pr oduct i on beneat h t hesuper st r uct ur e, t her el at i ons
of f or ce or power beneat h t he i deol ogi cal or normat i ve shel l - i n shor t , al l t he
" r eal i t i es" unear t hed by sci ence, i nt er pr et at i on, cr i t i que or some combi nat i on
t her eof . I n opposi t i on t o t r ut h wi t h i t s under l yi ng r eal i t y l i es t he r eal mof
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appear ances. Andt hebookpr esent s i t sel f asadef enseof appear ances- i ncl udi ng
f r ankl yi l l usor yappear ances- agai nst dept hs . Seduct i oni t sel f i nvol ves t hepl ayof
appear ances, t hei r mani pul at i on, t hei r mast er y.
I mmedi at el y one wi l l ask, no doubt , howone can speak of appear ances

wi t hout seeki ng t o account f or t hemi n t erms of someunder l yi ng t r ut h? And a
somewhat di f f er ent quest i on, howcanonewr i t eapi eceof " soci ol ogy" t hat does
not seek t o penet r at e t he soci al sur f ace i n or der t o ext r act some deeper t r ut h
about soci et y? (Not e, wewi l l be speaki ng her e of somet hi ngmor e t han a wor k
of soci ol ogy f i ct i onwhi ch, i f i t f ol l ows t hegener al canons of mi met i c r epr esen-
t at i on, demands t he appear ance of t r ut h, t hat i s, ver i si mi l i t ude) .
Consi der a f i r st r esponse, onet hat di r ect l y addr esses t hef i r st quest i onwhi l e

di r ect l y appeal i ng t o t hepr obl emof seduct i on. Seduct i on, i f i t ser ves t o mast er
r eal i t y, does so not by nar r owi ng t he gap bet ween r eal i t y and appear ances i n
or der t o el i mi nat e t he l at t er and act di r ect l y on t he f ormer . On t he cont r ar y
seduct i onact s i ndi r ect l y, wi deni ng t hegapby mani pul at i ng t he appear ances i n
or der t o t r i ck one' s sense of " r eal i t y. " Those who act i n accor d wi t h t he
under l yi ng r eal i t ysi gnal l edbyt heappear ance, or whof ol l owt he" t r ut h" of t hei r
desi r es, f i nd t hemsel ves ent r apped by t hei r ownsear ch f or a t r anspar ent t r ut h.
I n t hi s sense t he i ndi r ect met hod, by vi r t ue of i t s pl ayf ul ness, ar t f ul ness and
agnost i ci sm, subver t s t he f unct i oni ng of t he sol emn t r ut h of dept hs. The
mani pul at i on of appear ances has a backhanded super i or i t y over t he t he di r ect
mani pul at i on of r eal i t y because capabl e of havi ng t he l ast l augh.
Onemay, of cour se, r espond t hat t he " r eal t r ut h" behi nd t he appear ance of

t r ut hconst r uct edby t heseducer l i es wi t h t hest r at egy consci ousl y pr oducedby
t he l at t er . But what i f t heseducer i s seducedbyhi s/ her owngame, andf i nds t hat
s/ he has l i t t l e cont r ol over hi s/ her st r at egy? What i f bot h seducer andseduced
ar eseducedby t her eal mof appear ances such t hat i t i s t he l at t er t hat det ermi nes
" r eal i t y" ( as opposedt o r eal i t y det ermi ni ngappear ances) ?What i f l ar gear eas of
soci et y oper at ed accor di ng t o aseemi ngl ynon- consci ous, unmot i vat ed l ogi c of
seduct i on? Must one t hi nk t hat appear ances ar e mer el y an ext ensi on, al i bi or
f r ont f or somet hi ng t hat l i es beneat h? Can t hey not convey i mper at i ves or
det ermi nat i ons ( t hat i s, apower , andapot ent i al l ysuper i or power ) of t hei r own?
Beyond t he t r ut h behi nd appear ances can we not speak about a t r ut h of
appear ances?
But t hen ar ewereal l y t al ki ng about an at t ack on t he not i on of t r ut h? Ar ewe

not si mpl y suppl ement i ng one t r ut h wi t h anot her , t hat of dept hs wi t h t hat of
appear ances? I s Baudr i l l ar d not si mpl y t el l i ng us t hat we can no l onger si mpl y
cl ai m t hat soci et y f unct i ons accor di ng t o some under l yi ng l ogi c, whet her
f unct i onal or conf l i ct ual , t el eol ogi cal or aet eol ogi cal , or t hat t ext s embodysome
under l yi ng i nt ent i onor st r uct ur e. . . t hat wemust al so l ook at t hepl ay of sur f aces,
t he st r at egi es t he l at t er embodi es, t he possi bi l i t i es i t af f or ds. The sci ence ( or
hermeneut i cs) of dept hs canno l onger r ei gnsupr eme. I t wi l l have t omaker oom
f or a second br anch of knowl edge dedi cat ed t o anal yzi ng t he " t r ut h" of
appear ances and (why not ?) a t hi r d t hat exami nes t hepl ay bet ween dept hs and
appear ances. One t hen i magi nes t he f i r st movi ng ver t i cal l y i n an at t empt t o
decode t he soci al t ext , t he second movi ng hor i zont al l y t o exami ne t he l at t er ' s
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recodi ngs, whi l e t he t hi r d woul d move bet ween t he t wo, exami ni ng t hei r
conj unct i ons, i nt r usi ons, i nt er f er ences andi nver si ons- i n shor t , t hei r " commu-
ni cat i on. " The pr et ensi ons of t he f i r st may be sever el y cur t ai l ed, but t he f i nal
r esul t wi l l not be so r adi cal . The cont ent wi l l have changed but t he pr oj ect , i t s
f i nal i t y r el at i ve t o anot i on of t r ut h, wi l l have been pr eser ved i nt act .
Baudr i l l ar d, however , i s not ( or i s not si mpl y) seeki ng t o est abl i sh a new,

suppl ement ar y ar ea of st udy, even one t hat t hr ows a cur veat al l knowl edge as
her et of or e const r uct ed. Byspeaki ng of appear ancesi n andf or t hemsel ves, ( t hat
most vi si bl e of spher es whi ch r emai ns, nonet hel ess, out si de t he vi si on of t he
soci al sci ences) , he i s not seeki ngt o addanewf i el d t o t he st or e of knowl edge,
onet hat , admi t t edl y, i s f ul l of i r oni c i nver si ons andsubt l e r evenges . Tocl ai mt he
l at t er woul dbe t omi ss t he deeppessi mi smof hi s epi st emol ogy and, evenmor e,
t he deepl ypessi mi st i c char act er of hi s anal ysi s of pr esent t endenci es r el at i ve t o
epi st emol ogy. I n ef f ect , f or Baudr i l l ar d hi st or y has epi st emol ogi cal ef f ect s: i t i s
not j ust t hat sci enceor knowl edgehave ahi st or y, but t hat t hever yt erms sci ence
or knowl edge suppose as ont ol ogi cal pr econdi t i ons- her e t erms l i ke appear -
ances, dept hs, t r ut h and r eal i t y- ar e al so t o be r adi cal l y hi st or i ci zed . Wi t h t he
ul t i mat e cl ai mbei ng t hat t het endenci es of t hepr esent ar esuch t hat t heset erms
canonl y be sust ai nedwi t h i ncr easi ng di f f i cul t y. Mor e par t i cul ar l y, t hepr obl em,
accor di ngt o Baudr i l l ar d, i s t hat t hedi st i nct i onbet weenappear ancesanddept hs
i s col l apsi ng, and t hat , as i t wer e, f r ombot h si des.
Consi der f i r st t heappear ances col l apsi ng i nt o r eal i t y. Suppose t he enl i ght en-

ment dr eami s bei ng r eal i zed andwe ar e l i vi ng i n an i ncr easi ngl y t r anspar ent
soci et y, asoci et y wi t hout secr et s or ar eas of dar kness, wi t hout vei l s, bl i nder s or
i l l usi ons, a soci et y wher ewhat was hi dden i s becomi ng vi si bl e and al l t hat i s
vi si bl e i s, as ar esul t , becomi ng subst ant i al . I t woul dbeasoci et y of appear ances
because wi t hout under l yi ng r eal i t i es . I t woul d be a soci et y wher e al l appear -
ances woul d be real , equal l y r eal and, accor di ngl y, equal l y unr eal . ( One of t en
encount er s i n Baudr i l l ar d soci al ut opi as- and t heor et i cal ut opi as- shi pwr ecked
by t he l ogi cal ext ensi on of t hei r pr emi ses t o t hei r ul t i mat e r eal i zat i on) .
Nowconsi der t he ot her si de of t hecoi n, r eal i t y col l apsi ng i nt o appear ance.

Suppose t he appear ances subst i t ut e t hemsel ves f or t he under l yi ng r eal i t y and
become t hat bywhi chwegaugewhat i s " t r ul y r eal " i npl aceof ( or i n t heabsence
of ) any r eal f unct i oni ng r ef er ent . I n t hi s case one has movedbeyondawor l dof
ver i si mi l i t ude, wher e appear ances appear r eal , i nt o a wor l d of si mul at i on,
wher e appear ances appear mor e real t han r eal i t y- what Baudr i l l ar d cal l s t he
"hyper - r eal " - because " r eal i t y" as weexper i ence i t i s model l ed onappear ances
( r at her t han appear ances bei ng model l ed on r eal i t y) . Agai n one conf r ont s a
soci et y of appear ances ( i n t he f ormof si mul at ed model s) , wher e appear ances
ar e " r eal " and " r eal i t y" ( as expr essed i n t he hyper - r eal ) appear s as t he most
si gni f i cant of " i l l usi ons . "
I n bot h cases, whet her r eal i t y col l apses i nt o appear ances or vi ce ver sa- and

t het wocases ar ei ndi st i ngui shabl e i n t hei r consequences- t he ver ymeani ngand
val ue of t r ut h begi ns t o f ade. And howcoul d i t not f ade gi ven t he l oss of t he
under l yi ng r eal i t y of ar ef er ent wi t h whi ch t o anchor appear ances? One' s ver y
sense of r eal i t y t eet er s when conf r ont edwi t h an excess of unassi mi l at ed ( and
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unassi mi l abl e) i nf ormat i on, or wi t h a host of hyper - r eal i mages whi ch pr e-
const r uct t he " r eal i t y" of desi r e, not t oment i on t he quasi - compul sor y vi si bi l i t y
of a conf essi onal cul t ur e. Hi st or y does not si mpl y af f ect epi st emol ogy ; i n t he
l i vi ng f ut ur e of t hepr esent i t i s seen t o subver t t hever ypossi bi l i t y of epi st emol -
ogy, par t i cul ar l y i n i t s quot i di enf orms. Andwi t h t r ut h l osi ng i t s meani ng and
val ue, i t onl y f ol l ows t hat meani ng i s l osi ng i t s meani ngandval ue i t s val ue. Wi t h
al l t henot i ons t hat t heset erms nour i shedbegi nni ng t o f ade i n t andem. Theval ue
andmeani ng of t he soci al and t he pol i t i cal , not t o ment i on soci al or pol i t i cal
act i on, of hi st or y and t he event , of sex, war . . . wi t h each book t he l i st of
" r ef er ent s" dest i ned t o di sappear gr ows l onger . On t he hor i zonof Baudr i l l ar d' s
r adi cal hi st or i ci sm, t he vani shi ng poi nt s ar e t o be t aken l i t er al l y- even as t hese
" r ef er ent s" ar esomet i mes deni ed t hei r subst ance l ess i n t erms of af ade- out t han
bywayof t hei r par odi c excess . As such, an anal ysi s of t her eal mof appear eances
pr ovi des, at best , an ant i - cl i mact i c, f uner eal t r ut h ( as i f t heowl of Mi ner vawer e
t ur ni ng i nt o avul t ur e, even as i t wasf l yi ng away) . Agai nonewonder s: i f wi t ht he
di sappear ance of anyunder l yi ng r eal i t y, meani ngandval uear ewi t her i ngaway
al ong wi t h t r ut h, howt hen can one wr i t e awor k of soci ol ogy? I ndeed one
wonder s howone canwr i t e anyt hi ng at al l ?
And yet , t o st at e t he obvi ous, t he wor k has been wr i t t en and i t , i s, i f not

soci ol ogy, t hen soci al t heor y . I n or der t o under st and t heappar ent par adox of i t s
wr i t i ng, l et us begi n by sayi ng t hat Baudr i l l ar d i s not ( or not pr i mar i l y)
concer ned wi t h wr i t i ng a wor k of " t r ut h . " He i s mor e i nt er est ed i n t hr owi ng
downachal l enge t o t hosewhoar eso concer ned. To al l t hose"soci al sci ent i st s"
whobel i eve t hemsel ves t o be expl ai ni ng somet hi ng of soci et y by r ef er ence t o
i t s under l yi ng r eal i t y, Baudr i l l ar d i s sayi ng t hat t heyar enot ( because seducedby
and ent r apped i n t hei r own t heor et i cal si mul at i ons) and t hat t hey cannot
( because t he under l yi ng r eal i t y t hey ar epr oposi ng t o descr i be, f or al l i nt ensi ve
pur poses, no l onger exi st s) . And t hat he hi msel f , by not t r yi ng t o wr i t e such a
wor k, wi l l wr i t e somet hi ng t hat r esonat es our pr esent pr edi cament wi t hmuch
gr eat er f or ce. I n shor t , hewi l l beat t hemat t hei r owngame. Thoughby sodoi ng
he wi l l have changed t he r ul es, f or wr i t i ng soci al t heor y wi l l nowt r ul y be a
game. And consequent l y, we t he r eader s wi l l , wi t hout havi ng ent i r el y l ef t t he
" r eal , " f ami l i ar wor l d, f i nd our sel ves ent er i ng a ver y di f f er ent t er r ai n, wi t h
di f f er ent expect at i ons and di f f er ent st akes . Thi s becomes i mmedi at el y evi dent
when one consi der s t he absenceof t hat t one of hi gh ser i ousness t hat gener al l y
mar kswor ksof soci al t heor y. Baudr i l l ar d' s wr i t i ng i s, by cont r ast , hi l ar i ous- and
t hi s despi t e i t s f i n de si ecl e ( or f i n de mi l l 6nai r e?) mel anchol i a.
Consi der somet hi ngof t henat ur e of t hi s " game. " Thef i r st t hi ngt o not e i s t hat

concept s t ake on a di f f er ent char act er , wi t h a new, st r at egi c val ue. I n most
wor ks, and i ndependent of t he t heor et i cal modal i t y, concept s ar econst r uct ed
as i nst r ument s of i nt er pr et at i on t hat enabl e onet o penet r at ebel owt hesur f ace
obst acl es const i t ut ed by appear ances ( bet heycomposedof f al se obj ect s or f al se
concept s) t o t he r eal i t y bel ow. By cont r ast , Baudr i l l ar d t r eat s concept s as al l
sur f ace; f or he, as i t wer e, br acket s t hei r r ef er ent s- t hat i s, t heunder l yi ngr eal i t y
t owhi chr ef er - andt hus t hei r t r ut h val ue. ( I t i s as t houghonewer ebei ngpl aced
bef or e an i nver t ed ver si onof t hephenomenol ogi cal i nver si on) . I n ef f ect , j ust as
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Baudr i l l ar d i s cl ai mi ng t hat soci et y i s . becomi ng al l sur f ace, he t ends t o t r eat
concept s as t hought hey wer eal l appear ance, andt hus hadar eal i t y of t hei r own.
Onecan, t o be sur e, per cei ve ast r uct ur al i st i nf l uenceher e: t hesi gns or concept s
bei ng const i t ut ed l ess i n r el at i on wi t h t hei r r ef er ent s t hanwi t h ot her si gns or
concept s . The br acket i ng, however , pr oceeds beyond t he r ef er ent t o t he
si gni f i eds, t hemeani ngs t hemsel ves, t hus f r eei ng t heconcept s f r omt ooser i ous
a concer n wi t h t hei r f i nal i t i es, whet her descr i pt i ve, i nt er pr et at i ve or expl ana-
t or y . And once t hey have been del i ver ed f r om t he bal l ast of r ef er ent and
f unct i on, Baudr i l l ar d i s f r ee t o pl ay wi t h t hem, t o. cal l upon t hei r symbol i c
r esour ces ( t houghnot , as i nLacan, wi t h r ef er encet o an unconsci ous) , combi ne
t hemi n newways, pl ace t hemi n newl ogi cs and, mor e gener al l y, put t hemt o
f l i ght . Does hebel i eve i nwhat he i s sayi ng?Thei mpl i cat i on her e i s t hat , wi t h t he
t r ut h val ueof t het ermsmoment ar i l ybr acket ed, t hequest i on i s besi de t hepoi nt
( at l east at a f ast moment ) . Thus one shoul d not be sur pr i sed t o see hi mt r yi ng
out , one af t er anot her , di f f er ent , even cont r ar y hypot hesi s, wi t hout any of t hem
bei ng ei t her r ej ect ed or r et ai ned. ( Thi nk of t he mul t i pl e us of t he wor ds "or
el se" . . . - as i n t he book' s secondpage) . Or consi der mor e gener al l y t heconcep-
t ual escal at i on t o t heor et i cal ext r emes . For once t hey have l ost anchor t he
concept s ar eabl e t o ci r cul at ewi t h br eat h- t aki ng r api di t y i n amanner si mul t ane-
ousl y decl amat or y and poet i c . The cont r ast wi t h mor e convent i onal f orms of
soci al anal sysi s coul d not be mor e bl at ant . Wher e most t heor i zi ng, wi t h i t s
unassumi ng pr ose, hol ds t o ast eady cour sei n or der t omoveever cl oser t owar ds
i t s obj ect and car r ess i t s det ai l s, her e t he l ooki ng gl ass has, as i t wer e, been
t ur ned t hewr ongwayr ound. Onef i nds onesel f pushed away f r omt he obj ect s
under anal ysi s, f or cedt oobser vet hemf r omanast oni shi ngdi st ance, andi n r api d
successi on. The vel oci t y of t he t ext ' s movement s i s di zzyi ng, and i t appear s a
mi r acl e i f any under l yi ng subst ance st i cks .
Nonet hel ess, evenwhen t heconcept s ar e i n r api dmot i on, somet hi ngof t hei r

r ef er ence andmeani ng must necessar i l y be r et ai ned ( even i f on occasi on one
f i nds onesel f dr aggedwi l l y- ni l l y by a r unawaymet aphor ) . Af t er al l , t o br acket a
concept ' s t r ut hval ue i s not t o deny t he l at t er , whi ch r et ur ns, as i t wer e, al most
i mmedi at el y. I f t he t ext i s t o make anysense at al l , i f i t i s t o be mor e t han j ust
soundand f ur y, somet hi ngmust st i ck, i f onl y by associ at i on. I t i s as t hough t he
pr ocess Baudr i l l ar d descr i bes- t he hemor r hagi ng of t r ut h and meani ng- i s
si mul t aneousl y apr emi seof hi s wr i t i ng. But byt he same t oken, t hi s wr i t i ngal so
supposes, i f i t i s t o r et ai n even a shadow of sense, t hat t he pr ocess i s never
compl et e, t hat " soci et y" can never be compl et el y bl oodl ess- onl y anemi c . I t i s
not j ust t hat t hi s soci et al anemi a enabl es t he concept s t o l ose much of t hei r
r ef er ent i al wei ght , or t hat t her el at i on of soci et al anemi at o concept ual l i ght ness
pr ovi des t he wor k wi t h much of i t s soci al r esonance. I t i s because of t hi s
r el at i on, . pr esumabl y, t hat we ar e abl e t o l ear n somet hi ng about soci et y f r om
r eadi ng Baudr i l l ar d, but of t en, as i t wer e, on t he wi ng. Per hapswe shoul d not
speak her e of " t r ut h" but of " t r ut h ef f ect s . " For what we " l ear n" somet i mes
appear s as a ki nd of ser endi pi t ous bypr oduct of . t he concept ual pl ay, wher eby
suddenl y we gl i mpse somet hi ng i n a compl et el y unt owar d and unexpect ed
manner . Onef i nds onesel f gaspi ng: bet weent wocommas onecoul deasi l y dr i ve
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anexposi t or y t r uck; si ngl e sent ences coul d easi l y be t ur ned i nt o books. Thi s i s,
no doubt , par t of t hewor k' s f asci nat i on, i t s ver t i go.
However , onecannot st op her e. I t i s not j ust i n t erms of i t s concept ual pl ay,

but i n cer t ai nof i t s l ar ger t r ai t s t hat t hewor kbr eaks ( and br eaks wi t h) t he" l aws"
of doi ng soci al sci ence and t akes on t he char act er of a game (as t he aut hor
hi msel f descr i bes i t , most not abl y i n t he chapt er i n Seduct i on ent i t l ed "The
Passi on f or Rul es" ) . Onemi ght wi sh t o see t he appar ent l ack of concer n wi t h
t r ut h, or wi t h t he r ef er ent i al i t y supposedby t henot i on of t r ut h, as r ef l ect i ng t he
book' s game- l i kechar act er ( games donot haveanext er nal t r ut h: t hei r " t r ut h" i s
ent i r el y i mmanent , whi ch i s t o say t hey knownei t her t r ut h nor f al sehood) . Or
onemi ght see as i ndi cat i ve of i t s l udi c nat ur e t hef act t hat t he book avoi ds t he
si ngl e-mi nded char act er of a l i near and cumul at i ve pr ogr essi on, but i nst ead
seems t o j ump f r omt opi c t o t opi cwhi l esi mul t aneousl y ci r cl i ng i n on i t sel f , wi t h
apr oset hat somet i mes t akes ona r epet i t i ve, al most r i t ual i st i c qual i t y. But most
of al l , t he game- l i ke qual i t y of t he wr i t i ng i s t o be seen i n t he r el at i on i t
est abl i shes wi t h t he r eader - a r el at i on t hat can best be descr i bed as a duel .
Baudr i l l ar d i s const ant l y t hr owi ng hi s r eader s' chal l enges- - chal l enges t o t hei r
cr edi bi l i t y, chal l enges t o t hei r t ol er ance.

I t must be cl ear l y st at ed t hat t her e i s somet hi ng i n hi swor kt o upset ever yone.
One f i nds f or exampl e adef ense of ast r ol ogy ( and i n anot her wor k, of t hearms
bui l dup) . Evenmor e t ypi cal i s t he br ut al assaul t onf emi ni sm, psychoanl ysi s and
Mar xi sm( t hough i n t he l at t er case onei s mer el y deal i ngwi t h t heaf t er - shocks of
The Mi r r or of Pr oduct i on) , not t o ment i on st r uct ur al i st semi ot i cs and t he
Del euzi an pol i t i cs of desi r e ( al l t he cur r ent s of t he r i ght - t hi nki ng l ef t , al l t hose
whowoul dbe on t he si de of t r ut h, j ust i ce, hi st or y andt heRevol ut i on- i n shor t ,
al l hi s pot ent i al r eader s) . Baudr i l l ar d' s at t acks ar eof t en qui t e " deep, " but t hey
ar e never i n dept h; t hey ar eal ways r api d, al most scat t er shot , of t enbol d, some-
t i mes out r ageous .
Consi der some of t he di f f er ent , but i nt er r el at ed st r at egi es of t hese at t acks.

Fi r st , t her e i s t her ej ect i onof t he r adi cal i t y of i nt el l ect ual cur r ent s under at t ack .
They ar e, i t i s cl ai med, secr et l y compl i ci t wi t h what t hey woul d cr i t i ci ze: t hey
ar e par t of t he same i magi nar y, t heyhol d t o t he same l ogi cs andr eveal t hesame
bl i nd spot s (Mar xi smshar es wi t h mar ket i deol ogy a nai vel y ut i l i t ar i an vi ewof
t he obj ect , f emi ni sm shar es a phal l ocent r i c di smi ssal of appear ances, et c) .
Second, t her e i s t her ej ect i onof t heont ol ogi cal f oundat i ononwhi cht hecur r ent
seeks t o gr ound i t sel f and acqui r e i t s cr i t i cal l ever age: ( use val ue i s not anat ur al
pr oper t y of t he obj ect , but t he ot her f ace of exchangeval ue; f emi ni sm, at l east
i n t he ver si on par l ayed by Luce I r i gar ay, swi ms i n a si mul at ed bi ol ogy, et c) .
Thi r d, t her e i s t he deni al of t he ver y obj ect of t heschool ( t her e i s no unconcon-
sci ous ; t her e i s onl y one sex and i t i s mascul i ne) , or at l east of i t s cont i nued
exi st ence ( t her e i s no l onger any desi r e, onl y sex, whi ch i t sel f i s bei ng
neut r al i zed by t he vi ol ence of por nogr aphy) , or per haps onl y i t s cont i nued
r el evence i f i t st i l l exi st s ( t he sexual di f f er ence i s becomi ng l ess si gni f i cant
soci al l y because def i ned bi ol ogi cal l y; t he soci al i s br ai n- dead, but ar t i f i ci al l y
mai nt ai ned on a l i f e suppor t syst emt o mai nt ai n t he warmed- over cor pse of a
pol i t i cal pr oj ect ) . Four t h, onemust speakof t hepl ay of r ever si bi l i t y, wher eby
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upper and l ower , domi nant and domi nat ed, mani pul at or and mani pul at ed,
knower andknownar emade t o exchange, pl aces bywayof al l t hesubt l y i r oni c
st r at egi es t hat pl aywi t h appear ances soas t o ensur et hat t hi ngs ar enot what t hey
seem( t he mut e i mpermeabi l i t y of t he masses as ast r at egy of r esi st ance t o t he
despot i smof enl i ght enment , f r i gi di t y as asubver si on of mal e desi r e) . Andl ast but
not l east - f or i mpl i ci t i n al l of t he above- t her e i s t he qui ck, cont i nuous,
t heor et i cal out bi ddi ng, of t en f ol l owedby t he mi r r or pl ay of r ever se hypot hesi s
( e. g. , t her e i s no l onger awor ki ngcl ass, nor i s t her ear evol ut i onar ysubj ect , nor
any subj ect what ever , whet her col l ect i ve or .i ndi vi dual . . . and i f t he subj ect i s
di sappear i ng, t heobj ect must be t oo. . . but t hen maybet he obj ect i s seeki ng i t s
r evengeandcl ai mi ngt heposi t i on, aut onomy andsover ei gnt yof t hesubj ect , and
t hi s out si de al l r ef er ence t o "al i enat i on" ) .
Ther api di t y of t heanal ysi s, t he exagger at edchar act er of t he cl ai ms, t he f ast

and l oose exper i ment at i on wi t h t heor et i cal pr oposi t i ons, t heappar ent uncon-
cer nwi t h l ogi cal or anyot her f ormof consi st ency, not t o ment i on t hecont ent
of what i s bei ngsai d- al l t hi s i s shocki ng. Af act t hat i s per haps i n i t sel f shocki ng.
Af t er al l , we have been t ol d t hat i n t hi s age of post -moder ni sm cul t ur al
moder ni smi s passe, andpr eci sel y because i t has l ost i t s capaci t y t o shock- i n
whi ch case, soci al t heor y may wel l be t he l ast r ef uge f or cul t ur al avant - gar des
( whi ch mi ght expl ai n t he at t r act i on of Baudr i l l ar d f or ar t i st i cal l y i ncl i ned
ci r cl es) . Onecer t ai nl ydoes sense i n Baudr i l l ar d apl easur e of t r ansgr essi on, even
as he t el l s us t hat such pl easur es bel ong t o an ear l i er per i od, when t he l awst i l l
hel d sway anddevi ance had not yet been banal i zed.
Thepoi nt her e i s t hat Baudr i l l ar d i s not t o be t aken l i t er al l y ( howcan he be

t aken l i t er al l y, when he t el l s us t hat not hi ng el se can?) . He has cr eat ed an
ar t i f i ci al , si mul at edspacewi t hi nwhi cht o pl ay hi s hand ( andgamessupposet he
most ar t i f i ci al and si mul at ed of spaces because t hey r equi r e no r ef er ence t o a
r eal i t y out si de t hemsel ves) . Thi s i s not a pol i t i cal space (whi ch, wi t hout
excl udi ng acer t ai ngamesmanshi p, must seek i t s f oundat i ons i n not i ons of l aw,
j ust i ce and, yes, t r ut h, i ncompat i bl e wi t h a' l udi c uni ver se) . As such, i t i s
somewhat besi de t hepoi nt t o r espond t o i t pol i t i cal l y . Even l ess hel pf ul woul d
be t o r espond si mpl y wi t h out r age, and r ef use t o r eadany f ur t her . One cannot
t ake up t he chal l enge by qui t t i ng t he game, whi l e t r yi ng t o change t he r ul es
woul d be equi val ent t o cheat i ng.
Of cour se onemi ght ask, whypl ay at al l ? Pr esumabl y, becauset hegame i s not

si mpl y a j oke. Because i t i s not wi t hout ser i ousness, because t her e ar e what I
t ermed ear l i er " t r ut h ef f ect s, " because t he t ext r esonat es beyond t he pr i nt ed
page, because t he at t acks of t en hi t t hei r t ar get , because t he st akes ar e " r eal " -
because, i nshor t , i t i s mor et han agame. Howt hendoes onepl ay?Howdoes one
r espondt o Baudr i l l ar d' s chal l enge? Si mpl y by pur chasi ng and r eadi ngt hebook?
But pr esumabl y, by pur chasi ng t hebook, we ar e i n asomewhat bet t er posi t i on
t han t hosewhodar edt heabsur d by r espondi ng t o t headver t i sement t hat asked
one t o sendadol l ar . Andpr esumabl y, by r eadi ng t he book, we ar e doi ngmor e
t han subj ect i ng out i nt el l ect ual convi ct i ons and goodconsci ence t o t he t hr i l l s
of an avant - gar de r ol l er coast er r i de? Ther e must be some way t o r espond
act i vel y. I t cannot si mpl y be t hat Baudr i l l ar d i s duel l i ng wi t h hi msel f whi l e we,
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t her eader s, l ook ondumbf ounded; absor bed i n t hat newest of spect at or spor t s,
soci al t heor y .
Bef or e, however , onecanr espond, eveni ndi r ect l y, t o t hepr obl emof " r eadi ng

Baudr i f ar d, " onemust t ake anot her l ook at hi s anal ysi s andi t s i mpact onwhat
f or hi mmust be t hepr obl emof wr i t i ng. Suchaquer y must necessar i l y i ncl ude
anot her l ook at games as t hey ar epl ayed bot h wi t hi n andwi t hout t he t ext .
Thr oughout hi s wor k, Baudr i l l ar d set s up a ser i es of i nt er connect ed

opposi t i ons- t r ut hvs . i l l usi on, dept hvs . appear ance, pr oduct i on vs . seduct i on,
t he l awvs . t he game- r ul e, t o name t he most i mpor t ant . And i n each case t he
second t erm, whi ch has al most al ways been deni ed, der i ded or t r eat ed as
f r i vol ous, i s r ecover edand, i ndeed, cel ebr at ed. NowBaudr i l l ar d i s r escui ng and
r evi vi ngt heset erms not somuchbecausehehol dst hat t he f i r st t ermcannot exi st
wi t hout t he second ( at l east some of t he opposi t i ons, as not ed ear l i er , ar e
col l apsi ng: appear ances ar e becomi ng r eal i t y and r eal i t y becomi ng al l appear -
ance) ; nor becausehebel i eves t hat t hei r opposi t i on hol ds t hepr omi se of some
di al ect i cal over comi ng ( t he col l apse of t heopposi t i onbet weenappear ance and
r eal i t y i s pr oduci ng an ob- scene wor l d- one mi ght , per haps, speak her e . of a
r egr essi ve di al ect i cs) . Thesecond t ermi snot , or not necessar i l y, r esi dual r el at i ve
t o t he f i r st , t hat i s, const i t ut ed by i t s opposi t i on t o t hedomi nant pr i nci pl e, and
t hus f ormed by and r ef l ect i ve of t he l at t er . For Baudr i l l ar d t he opposed t erms
eachhave t hei r own " l ogi c" andso f ormt wodi f f er ent uni ver ses whi ch, t hough
t heymay"communi cat e, " ar e f undament al l y i ncommensur abl e. I n ot her wor ds,
t hewor l d of t r ut h, r eal i t y, pr oduct i on, l awanddesi r e i s shadowed by apar al l el
wor l d of appear ance, i l l usi on, seduct i on and games whi ch can be exal t ed i n a
manner bot h f or cef ul andi r oni c byvi r t ue of i t s " l ogi cal " aut onomy. But t hen t he
quest i on becomes, i f t hesecondwor l dhasbeenf or so l ongoccl uded byt hef i r st ,
par t i cul ar l y i n t her eal mof soci al t heor i zi ng, howdi dBaudr i l l ar d di scover i t , l et
al oneexpl or ei t scont i nent s?I f i t appear s so r esi dual wi t hi n t hepr esent , ' howhas
he been abl e t o endowi t wi t h i t s ownpr i nci pl e?
At t hi s poi nt onei s br ought f ace t o f ace wi t h at er r i bl e nost al gi a. Over andover

agai n one i s r ef er r ed t o a not i on of t hepr i mi t i ve ( whi ch i n pr evi ous wor kswas
conveni ent l y condensedi n t he concept of " symbol i c exchange" ) . Thepr i mi t i ve
her e acqui r es i t s cr i t i cal l ever age not as apoi nt of or i gi n t hat woul d gi ve some
ant hr opol ogi cal f oundat i on t o t hehumanadvent ur e, but as apoi nt of maxi mum
al t er i t ywhi chspeaks of soci et i es t hat oper at ed accor di ng t o al t oget her di f f er ent
pr i nci pl es, i ndependent of al l t he mast er schemat a of t r ut h, r epr esent at i on,
equi val ence or desi r e so f ami l i ar t o us . Wi t h t he pr i mi t i ve Baudr i l l ar d woul d
conj ur eupat i mewhen r i t ual s commandedsoci al bei ng, gameswer e at t hehear t
of soci al l i f e, seduct i onwas omni pr esent ( not j ust r el at i ve t o t he ot her sex, or
ot her peopl e, but t o t he gods) , wor ds coul d be del i ver ed of t hei r meani ng i n
i ncant at i on, and deat h ( and f at e) coul d bewi l l i ngl y chal l enged and embr aced.
I n ot her wor ds, f or our aut hor t he pr i mi t i ve r epr esent s t hat st at e wher e t he
"wor l d" f ormedby t he " secondt erms" f unct i ons wi t h maxi mumaut onomyand
maxi mumef f ect i veness.
Once r ecover ed i n i t s f ul l i nt egr i t y, si gns of t he cont i nued exi st ence of t he

l ogi c of t hi s ot her wor l d can be det ect ed wi t hi n t he pr esent , i n however a
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t r ansf i gur ed f orm. I ndeed such i s t he occasi on of many of Baudr i l l ar d' s most
br i l l i ant aper Fus. But not e, t he " l ogi c of seduct i on" i s r ecover ed not j ust wher e
onewoul dmost expect i t - i n cour t shi p r i t ual s, adver t i si ng, andent er t ai nment -
but al so i n t hosear easwher e one shoul d be l east expect ed t o f i nd i t , t hat i s, i n
t hose ar eas most i nvest ed by not i ons of t r ut h, power and j ust i ce- t he macr o-
r eal mof pol i t i cs, as wel l as t he mi cr o- r eal ms of i nt er - per sonal communi cat i on,
sexual i t y andsel f ( Baudr i l l ar d has not ent i r el y f or got t enFoucaul t ) . I n t hese l at t er
ar eas t he l ogi c of seduct i onof t enappear s, asonemi ght expect , t o f ormashadow
wor l d whi ch, al t hough di smi ssed and di spar aged, haunt s our concept i ons of
or der and coher ence, secr et l y subver t i ng t hei r cl ai ms . But j ust as of t en i n
Baudr i l l ar d' s anal ysi s, t hi s l ogi c appear s t o qui t t heshadowsandmove t o cent er
st age, l eavi ng t heot her " r eal wor l d" wi t h onl y asecondar y, car dboar dexi st ence.
And t hi s i s no si mpl e t r i ck of per spect i ve, f or accor di ng t o our aut hor we ar e
ent er i ng a br ave, newand l udi c wor l d.
Consi der t hef at e of pol i t i cs . I t i s not si mpl y t hat pol i t i cs i s no l onger what i t

seems; i t i s t hat we no l onger l i ve i n an er a of pol i t i cs . Dur i ng t he er a of pol i t i cs
t hef undament al t erms of t he pol i t i cal i magi nar y, t het erms t hat gi ve pol i t i cs i t s
val ue andmeani ng- t erms l i ke power , l aw, j ust i ce, equal i t y, t hepubl i c goodor
t he peopl e- st i l l r et ai ned t hei r f or ce. Let i t be not ed t hat t hese ar e " t r anscen-
dent " t erms ( and cannot bei dent i f i edwi t ht her eal i t y of soci et y) ; t heyf ormasor t
of mi r r or i deal above soci et y by whi ch t he col l ect i ve gat her s i t sel f t oget her ,
at t empt s t o est abl i sh i t s i dent i t y andor i ent at i ons, det ermi nei t s act i ons andgi ve
i t sel f t he means t o car r y out t hese act i ons. ( And as such, t hese t erms ar e
const i t ut i ve of and par t i ci pat e i n t he di st i nct i ons bet ween appear ances and
dept hs, i l l usi ons and real i t i es, t r ut hs and f al sehoods- and t he concer n wi t h
r epr essi on and l i ber at i on t hey ent ai l - whi ch Baudr i l l ar d woul d at t ack) . I f one
t hen speaks of ademocr at i c pol i t i cs, onemust addt hat t heset erms ar enot onl y
wi t hout posi t i ve r eal i t y ; t hey ar e wi t hout any def i ni t e cont ent , t he l at t er bei ng
subj ect t o cont i nuous debat e. As a r esul t t hey gi ve r i se t o t he expr essi on of a
di vi si on i nt er nal t o soci et y, wher eby t he pr i nci pl es supposedl y const i t ut i ve of
t hat soci et y ar e subj ect ed t o const ant quest i oni ng and conf l i ct . Nowsuppose
t hat anot her soci al " l ogi c" emer ges, i n par t as ar esponse t o, or bet t er , as away
of avoi di ng any r esponse t o t heunder l yi ng uncer t ai nt y of t heer aof democr at i c
pol i t i cs, andt hepubl i c debat e, soci al act i on andpol i t i cal conf l i ct i t cal l s f or t h.
And t hat t hi s new " l ogi c" i nf i l t r at es t he pol i t i cal scene, dr ai ni ng i t of i t s
subst anceandener gy, l eavi ngi t onl y ashel l of i t s f ormer sel f , whi l e i mposi ngon
t he soci al or der at l ar ge a ver y di f f er ent mode of oper at i onal i t y, wi t h ver y
di f f er ent mot i vat i ons, concer ns andst akes . Thi s, of cour se, i s Baudr i l l ar d' scl ai m,
wi t h t he f ur t her cl ai mbei ng t hat t hi s " l ogi c" i s not wi t hout l i nks t o t hat
" pr i mi t i ve" l ogi c of seduct i on not ed above, wi t h t he pr omi nence i t gave t o
games andt he pl ay of appear ances. ' I f as wassuggest ed, Baudr i l l ar d i s seeki ng
t o r ecover awor l d l ong negl ect ed, t hen "hi st or y, " onemi ght say, i s onhi s si de,
and t heant hr opol ogi cal nost al gi abecomespr esci ent of al i vi ng f ut ur e. But t he
r epr essed r et ur ns i n aver y di f f er ent f orm, wi t hat r oubl i ng, par odi c char act er .
We have al r eady not ed t hat , accor di ng t o Baudr i l l ar d, we l i ve i n a wor l d of

appear ances, but t hese appear ances ar e of ar adi cal l y changed char act er . They
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no l onger si t ast r i de some i nvi si bl e and under l yi ng r eal i t y; t hey ar e becomi ng
r eal i t y f or us-whi ch i s t o say t hat our sense of r eal i t y i s nowmodel l ed on
appear ances, t hat our s i s a si mul at ed r eal i t y made t o appear r eal . I n t hi s sense
appear ances ar e l osi ng t hei r i l l usor y, i magi nar y andeven r epr esent at i ve char ac-
t er ; f or i nst ead of mai nt ai ni ng t hei r di st ance f r omreal i t y, t hey woul d over t ake
r eal i t y i n t hemodel s of t hehyper - r eal . Wi t hi nt hi s wor l dof appear ances, onecan
speak of seduct i on ( i n a wor l d of appear ances one cannot but speak of
appear ances) but i t t oo wi l l have a r adi cal l y changed char act er . Nomor e t he
games of passi on wi t h t hei r unpr edi ct abl e out comes and hi gh st akes . No mor e
t hat hot seduct i onsubver si ve of one' s sense of r eal i t y. Onemust speak i nst ead
of a sof t seduct i on, onet hat act s as asoci al l ubr i cant t o t he consumer soci et y,
r at i oni ng of f mi ni mal gr at i f i cat i ons i n homeopat hi c doses. Suchseduct i ondoes
not i nvol ve t he mast er y of i l l usi ons ( t hus supposi ng t he di f f er ence bet ween
appear ance and r eal i t y) ; one i s l ess ent r appedby i l l usi on t han absor bedby t he
si mul at edmodel s of a r eal i t y t hat woul dwoul dmodel t heappar ent r eal i t y of our
desi r e . I n ef f ect , t he col l apse of t he di st i nct i on bet ween appear ance andr eal i t y
i s accompani ed by t he col l apse of t hat bet ween t he pl easur e and r eal i t y
pr i nci pl es . Whi ch i n t ur n must be consi der ed t he begi nni ng of t he end of t hat
per spect i val space wi t hi nwhi cht he sel f si t uat es i t s r el at i on t o ot her s and t hei r
di f f er ence, andby i ncor por at i ng t heper spect i ve of ot her s, si t uat es i t sel f and i t s
l i mi t s . I f one t hen pushes t hi s hypot hesi s f ur t her , wi t h i t s el i mi nat i on of t he
mi r r or st at e ( and t hus of al l r el at i onal al t er i t y of sel f andot her ) , onei magi nes a
r adi cal l y " nar ci ssi st i c" or "di gi t al " uni ver se wher e communi cat i on becomes
ubi qui t ous andi nst ant aneous, but al so empt yandci r cul ar , an endl ess pr ol i f er a-
t i on wi t hout ext er nal medi at i on. I t i s at t hi s poi nt t hat onebegi ns t o per cei ve t he
ul t i mat et r i umphof a l udi c wor l d. But t hegamespl ayed her e ar e t hosedescr i bed
by game t heor y- t he f ormal i zed expr essi on of al l possi bi l i t i es under l i mi t ed
condi t i ons-whi l e t he "pl ay" i s t hat of acyber net i c uni ver se- t hemodul at i on of
a net wor k of mul t i pl e connect i ons and di sconnect i ons- al l i n t he name of a
sear ch f or maxi mi zat i on, whet her t hat of oper at i onal ef f i ci ency or sensual
pl ast i ci t y . Suchawor l d can bar el y be cal l ed f un. I t s games donot enchant ; t hey
l eavet he"pl ayer " absor bed, t r ansf i xed byanumbf asci nat i on or bywhat Baudr i l -
l ar d t erms at one poi nt "a psychedel i c gi ddi ness. "
Ear l i er I suggest ed t hat Baudr i l l ar d woul d combat t he t r ut h of dept hs by

speaki ng of t hesuper f i ci al r eal i t y of appear ances. But what i s t he sense of t hi s
combat when t r ut h no l onger at t aches i t sel f t o anunder l yi ng r eal i t y, when i t i s
appear ances t hat al onear et r ue becauset heappar ent hei r t o t he sover ei gnt y of
t her eal ? I n t hef ace of suchasi t uat i on, onemi ght swi t ch st r at egi es, andi nst ead
of count er posi ng super f i ci al t r ut hs t o t he deeper r eal i t i es ( di scover ed by
sci ence, i nt er pr et at i on or cr i t i que) , qui t t her eal mof t r ut handr eal i t y al t oget her
by ent er i ngwhat i n pr i nci pl e i s t he "un- r eal " and "un- t r ue" r eal mof games. But
what i s t he sense of suchaf ei nt when t hebl ur r i ng of appear ance andt r ut hhas
pr oduced a l udi c r eal i t y, and one i n whi ch games have l ost t hei r def i ant and
subver si ve char act er ? Asi t uat i on al l t he mor e pr obl emat i c when one i s not
si mpl y wr i t i ng about games; what one i swr i t i ng i s i t sel f agame. When, i n ot her
wor ds, t heway t hebook i swr i t t en( and t heway i t i s t o be r ead) i s made t or ef l ect
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and r espond t o t he cont ent of what i s wr i t t en. But t hen howcan one wr i t e a
seduct i vewor k t hat woul densnar e and ent r ance i t s r eader swhen t hechar act er
of seduct i on has become so degr aded?Howcan one chal l enge one' s r eader s
whent her eadi ngpubl i c, i t s t ast es shaped by t he t el evi sual medi a, has become
i mper vi ous t o r ef l ect i on? Howcan one even communi cat e wi t h t hi s publ i c
when t he l anguage i t under st ands syst emat i cal l y deni es al l al t er i t y? Or put i n
anot her way, what sor t of anal yt i c st r at egy canone devi se t o count er t her ose-
col our ed ni ght mar e one i s at t empt i ng t o deconst r uct ?What sor t of t heor et i cal
r esponse mi ght r et ai n i t s subver si ve char ge i n t he f ace of a wor l d dr ai ned of
subst ance, meani ng, val ue anddi f f er ence?
I n t hi s r egXr d t her e ar e, I bel i eve, t wover y di f f er ent , even cont r ar y r esponses

i n Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k. The f i r st moves as f ar out si de t he col d seduct i on of t he
di gi t al uni ver se as possi bl e, t owar ds t hat poi nt of maxi mal al t er i t y, t heseduct i on
of apr i mi t i vewor l d. . . andt hat wi t hout mor al t er gi ver sat i on . Howel se i s onet o
i nt er pr et t he t heor et i cal embr ace of t he t erms of r i t ual and sacr i f i ce, and t he
cr uel , f at al i st i c wor l d i t i mpl i es? Andwhat about t he di scussi on, most not abl y
t owar ds t he end of Fat al St r at egi es, of auni ver se det ermi ned not by uni ver sal
l aws of causeandef f ect , or t hoseof chance, nor somecombi nat i ont her eof , but
by t he al ways par t i cul ar , charmed and f or us, sensel ess " l ogi c" i mpl i ed by
pr edest i nat i on?As i f t hewor l dof gameswoul dst i l l , by vi r t ue of some f i nal i r ony
or desper at e hope, secr et l y r ei gn supr eme. Ar ewe t o see t hi s as t he hi dden
det ermi nat i on beneat hat r anspar ent wor l d?Or as t hedi al ect i cal r ever sal at t he
end of t he end of hi st or y? One has t he i mpr essi on t hat Baudr i l l ar d i s her e
cr eat i ng amyt h i n t he f ul l sense of t hewor d, andt hat t hi s myt h i s agambl e i n
t he Pascal i an sense- t he unr easonabl e but necessar y bel i ef i n an i nvi si bl e and
sacr ed pr i nci pl e t hat hol ds t he f at e of eachand al l of us i n t he bal ance.
The ot her r esponse moves i n t he opposi t e di r ect i on, t owar ds t hat whi ch i t

descr i bes, appr opr i at i ng i t s mat er i al s and ext endi ng i t s l ogi c i n t he hope of
i mpl odi ng i t f r omwi t hi n. Baudr i l l ar d' s anal ysi s i s ext r emeanddescr i bes awor l d
t hat i s " goi ng t o ext r emes" . Thr oughout he det ai l s asor t of l ogi cal f l i ght f or war d
wher eby, i n t he absenceof t heanchor ageof r ef er ent s, f i nal i t i es, l i mi t s, l aws or
r ul es, some pr i nci pl e i s " doubl ed, " pr oduci ng an unr eal and di sconcer t i ng
excess . Thus r eal i t y i s made mor e r eal t han r eal i n t he si mul at i ons of hyper -
r eal i t y, speed becomes f ast er t han f ast as i t r eaches t he poi nt of i nst ant anei t y,
obesi t y t akes onebeyond f at ness ( t o t akeanexampl e f r omFat al St r at egi es) , and
por nogr aphy r ender s sex mor e t han vi si bl ewhi l e neut r al i zi ng i t by i t s excess .
Suchan "escal at i on t o ext r emes" i nvol ves bot h a l ogi c of pr ol i f er at i on- bef or e
al l t heexor bi t ant " i mages" of r eal i t y, sex, speedor f l at ul ence, onecanonl y r epl y
t hat i t i s " t oo much" - anda l ogi c of di sappear ance- t he di sappear ance of ( t he
meani ng andval ueof ) r eal i t y, sex, t hebody, movement anddi st ance. I n ef f ect ,
wi t hi n t he space of hi s t ext , Baudr i l l ar d i s cr eat i ng a si mul at i on model of a
t r aj ect or y i dent i f i ed wi t h pr esent - day t endenci es, speedi ng i t up, whi ch he can
t henwat chwi t hwhat must beami xt ur eof pl easur e andhor r or as i t al l col l apses
i n on i t sel f . Andi n t he pr ocess he hasmanaged t o wr i t e somet hi ng t hat i s t r uer
t han t r ue, somet hi ng t hat hemi ght cal l an "ecst at i c" t r ut h ( ecst asy bei ngdef i ned
at one poi nt i n St r at egi es f at al es as " t he ver t i gi nous super -mul t i pl i cat i on of
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f ormal pr oper t i es" ) . Per haps t hi s i s wher e Baudr i l l ar d i s uppi ng t he ant e and
t hr owi ngdown hi s ul t i mat e chal l enge, dar i ng t he l ogi c t o go beyond t hepoi nt
wher e i t can be meani ngf ul l y sust ai ned and becomes absur der t han absur d.
Per haps t hi s i s how, i n hi s i magi nat i on, hewoul d seduce and dest r oy t he unr eal
r eal i t y he f eel s so est r angedf r om, by cal l i ng on i t s r esour ces t o t r ap i t wi t hi n i t s
own movement . Per haps by i t s ver y f at al i sm such a st r at egy i s ( pr i mi t i vel y)
seduct i ve.
I nmanyways t hi s i s t hemor e sat i sf yi ng r esponse, andyet does i t not t hr eat en

t o becomeonewi t hwhat i t descr i bes- asi mul acr umof t hedyst opi a of t he l i vi ng
f ut ur e? Does i t not , by vi r t ue of i t s concept ual sel f - r ef er ent i al i t y begi n t o t ur n i n
on i t sel f t o t he poi nt wher ei t t ur ns t o an i ncant at or ypr ose andbegi ns t o l ose al l
meani ng? Wi t h i t s t heor et i cal escal at i on t o ext r emes and i t s hypot het i cal
exhaust i on of al l al t er nat i ves i n t hemi r r or - pl ay of r ever si bi l i t y, does i t not deny
i t sel f al l st akes i n t he f or ecast of an unal t er abl e doomsday scenar i o? Andi s not
t he l at t er not j ust anot her one of t hose banal apocal ypses, one of t hose
cat ast r ophes wi t hout consequences, whi ch we ar e, as Baudr i l l ar d hi msel f
r ecogni zes, so eager t o consume i n t hi s pr e-mi l l eni al er a? Af t er al l t he r api d- f i r e
anal yt i c connect i ons and di sconnect i ons t hat pl ay so f ast and l oose wi t h
meani ng and val ue, doesn' t t he r eader emer ge f r om t he book i n a gi ddy
t heor et i cal daze? Andwhat i s t he nat ur e of t he f asci nat i on? Howmany of t hose
who ar e at t r act ed t o t he wor k ar e l ef t l i t er al l y speechl ess, i n a st at e of
" somnambul ar euphor i a" ?
When begi nni ngt o wr i t e t hi s essay, I t ol d mysel f t hat I woul d bevent i ngmy

ownambi val ence r el at i ve t o Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k . But nowt hat I amnear i ng t he
endI amconvi ncedt hat t heambi val ence i s i mmanent t o t hewor k i t sel f . Though
wr i t t en i n ext r emes, i t per haps al l ows of onl y equi vocal r esponses. I f i t s cl ai ms
wer e t o be t aken t oo ser i ousl y, or t oo l i t er al l y, by ei t her aut hor or r eader , t hen
t he f ormer shoul d have f oundi t i mpossi bl e t owr i t e t he book, and t he l at t er t o
r ead i t . On t heot her hand, i f t hecl ai ms coul dsi mpl y be deni ed, t hebook woul d
be l ess t han uni nt er est i ng. Yet i t r emai ns f asci nat i ng: a wor k of soci ol ogy t hat
vi ol at es al l t he canons of soci al sci ence, a wor k of et hi cs t hat woul d di spense
wi t h mor al i t y, ar adi cal wor k t hat woul d bewi t hout hopes. Awor k t hat woul d
r ej ect t he ver y i dea( 1) of t r ut h, but supposes ar esi dual t r ut h f or i t s i mpact . And
t hat woul dqui t r eal i t y t o ent er t he "unr eal " space of games, but as agamewoul d
r ef l ect t hespacet hat i t has qui t . I t i s awor k t hat woul dshock i t s r eader s t hough
t hey be r ender ed i nsensi bl e by t he sat ur at i on of obscene i mages ; t hat woul d
chal l enge i t s r eader s t hough t hey be. i nocul at ed t o al l but t hemost f ormal ( and
l east ant agoni st i c) of dual i sms ; andwoul dcommuni cat eevenascommuni cat i on
i s i ncr easi ngl y bei ng r educed t o what one ei ght eent h cent ur y ut opi an t ermed
t he " l anguage of t he bees . " Awor k t hat r esonat es wi t h t he i r r eal i t y of t he r eal ,
t hat f ant asi zes awor l dwi t hout f ant asy, andwoul d pl ay i nways t hat i t decl ar es
obsol et e. Awor k t hat bemoansawor l d of si mul at i on, andwoul d t henpr oduce
ar adi cal si mul at i on of t heor y. Awor k whosemaj or concept s ar e, l i ke somany
t ops, sent spi nni ng at such a speed t hat t hey woul d di sappear f r omhuman
hi st or y. Si mul t aneousl y agoni st i cs and agnost i cs, augur and agony, i t i s a
mar vel ousl y i mpossi bl e book . Somet hi ng one can nei t her accept nor r ej ect . A
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wor k t hat bot h at t r act s and r epel s, absor bs and t or ment s . I n a wor d, t he per f ect
post moder n f et i sh .

1.

 

1sai d ear l i er t hat onecoul dnot r espondt o Baudr i l l ar d' s t ext s pol i t i cal l y. Ther easons ar e not si mpl y
" epi st emol ogi cal " ( he i s not wr i t i ngabout t heunder l yi ngr eal i t yof soci et y, nor i s he wr i t i ngawor k
of pol i t i cs- hi s wr i t i ngi s agame) but al so " hi st or i cal " ( t he pol i t i cal scene nol onger hasany meani ng
i n t he pr esent and, t her ef or e, not hi ng canbe expect ed of i t ) . To be sur e, t hi s cont i nuous t acki ng
bet ween " epi st emol ogy" and" hi st or y" canpr oduce f or t he woul d- be cr i t i c a ver y sl i pper y, even
dupl i ci t ous t ext .

Not es

Soci ol ogy
Gl endon Col l ege



SI GNANDCOMMODI TY: ASPECTSOFTHECULTURAL
DYNAMI COFADVANCEDCAPI TALI SM

Andr ewWer ni ck

I t i s no acci dent t hat Mar x shoul d have begunwi t h an anal ysi s of commodi t i es when, i n t he t wo
gr eat wor ks of hi s mat ur e per i od, he set out t o por t r ay capi t al i st soci et y i n i t s t ot al i t y and t o l ay bar e
i t s f undament al nat ur e . For at t hi s st age i n t he hi st or y of manki nd t her e i s no pr obl emt hat does not
ul t i mat el y l ead back t o t hat quest i on andt her e i s no sol ut i on t hat coul dnot bef ound i n t he sol ut i on
t o t he r i ddl e of t he commodi t y- st r uct ur e.

Baudr i l l ar d and Fr ankf ur t

G. Lukacs
Hi st or y andCl ass Consci ousness

I deol ogy can no l onger be under st ood as an i nf r a- super st r uct ur al r el at i on bet ween a mat er i al
pr oduct i on ( syst emand r el at i ons of pr oduct i on) and a pr oduct i on of si gns ( cul t ur e, et c. ) whi ch
expr esses and mar ks t he cont r adi ct i ons at t he "base" . Hencef or t h, al l of t hi s compr i ses, wi t h t he
same degr ee of obj ect i vi t y, agener al pol i t i cal economy ( i t s cr i t i que) , whi ch i s t r aver sed t hr oughout
by t he same f ormand admi ni st er ed by t he same l ogi c .

Jean Baudr i l l ar d
For A Cr i t i que of t he
Pol i t i cal Economyof t he Si gn

I n t he af f l uent conf ormi smof t he post - war boom, and nowagai n i n t he
post - 60s di si l l usi onment of our own mean- spi r i t ed and r e- di sci pl i ned t i mes,
cr i t i cal soci al t hought has r evi ved t he Fr ankf ur t School ' s spect r e of a capi t al i sm
t hat has f i nal l y mast er ed i t s own hi st or i ci t y and so l i qui dat ed any endogenous
capaci t y i t may once have had f or r edempt i ve sel f - t r ansf ormat i on .

I t i s per haps not ewor t hy t hat t he l at est avat ar s of t hi s gl oomy ent el echy
have emer ged not f r omGermany, t he l and of i t s bi r t h, but f r omFr ance; and, at
t hat , f r omamong an i nt el l ect ual gener at i on t hat cut i t s t eet h on a pol emi c
agai nst humani zed Hegel and dedi cat ed i t sel f t her eaf t er t o t he phi l osophi cal
di smant l i ng of al l t he ot her cr umbl i ng r emnant s of West er n l ogocent r i sr i m. I The
r easons f or t hi s st r ange par adi gmat i c cr oss- over ar e par t l y pol i t i cal . I n post -
Hi t l er Germany, t he neo- Kant i an andant i - Romant i c t ur nt akenby cr i t i cal t heor y
under Habermas and hi s f ol l ower s was pr edi cat ed on t he r ecover y of evol u-
t i onar y opt i mi sm. That (West ) German t hought si nce t hen has been abl e t o
sust ai n t hi s l i ber al mood i s i n some measur e due t o t he r el at i ve per si st ence i n
t hat count r y of t he ext r a- Par l i ament ar y act i vi sm i ni t i at ed dur i ng t he 60s . I n
Fr ance t o t he cont r ar y, May 68was abol t f r omt he st ar s, as del i r i ousl y f est i ve and
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t ot al as i t was ephemer al : har deven t o r ecal l i n t he busi ness- as- usual normal i t y
whi ch so r api dl y and depr essi ngl y f ol l owed. Faced af t erwar ds wi t h a choi ce
bet ween t he PCF ( and Uni on des Gauches) and Gaul l i sm, i t i s not sur pr i si ng t hat
r adi cal Fr ench t heor y shoul d begi n t o di spl ay si gns of ul t i mat i smand despai r .

But besi des t hese mat t er s of cont ext , Fr ench t hought i n i t s moment of
deconst r uct i on has al so come t o di spl ay pr of ound concept ual par al l el s wi t ht he
ear l i er ent er pr i se of negat i ve di al ect i cs . Bot h r ef l ect t he out come of awoul d- be
synt het i c medi t at i on on Mar x, Ni et zche and Fr eud; bot h shar e a mor t al f ear of .
t he soci al wor l d' s i deol ogi cal sel f - encl osur e; and bot h exhi bi t a moder ni st
det ermi nat i on t o demol i sh syst emat i ci t y, even at t he l evel of cr i t i que i t sel f . For
t hat r eason, and despi t e t hei r ot herwi se i r r econci l abl e epi st emi c di f f er ences,
post - st r uct ur al i smt oday enj oys an al most pr i vi l eged access t o t he pr evi ousl y
i nadmi ssi bl e ( because Hegel i an and ant i - obj ect i vi st ) t er r ai n of Hor khei mer ,
Ador noand Mar cuse, and t hus al so t o t hose t hi nker s' t r agi c r eadi ng of moder n
hi st or y as t he st or y of Enl i ght enment ' s i nel uct abl e pr ogr ess t owar ds t ot al
unf r eedom.

Per haps t he cl ear est and cer t ai nl y t he most soci ol ogi cal l y expl i ci t i nst ance
of what one mi ght cal l neo-Mar cusi an r easoni ng i n cont empor ar y Fr ench
t hought i s t he wor k of Jean Baudr i l l ar d?

Ther e i s admi t t edl y a wor l d ( i . e . an ont ol ogy) of di f f er ence bet ween
Mar cuse' s one- di mensi onal soci et y and Baudr i l l ar d' s code- domi nat ed or der of
gener al i zed exchange. I n t he pr axi s- based cat egor i es of t he f ormer i t i s
i nst r ument al r eason whi ch i s i dent i f i ed as t he gl aci al l y r ei f yi ng agent ; wher eas
i n t he l at t er , f ounded on a neo-Dur khei mi an ant hr opol ogy of mor al r eci pr oci t y,
t he cul pr i t i s commodi t y semi osi s and t he uni ver sal i zed commut abi l i t y of
val ues . But at a deeper l evel t hese cr i t i cal vi si ons conver ge i n t hei r common
pr oj ect i on of advanced capi t al i st soci et y as a model whose f i xed det ermi na-
t i ons pr opel t he col l ect i vi t y t owar ds a ki nd of sl owbut pai nl ess spi r i t ual deat h.
Baudr i l l ar d, l i ke Mar cuse, has al so t r i ed t o pr ovi de psychoanal yt i c gr ound f or
t hi s dyst opi an t el eol ogy by demonst r at i ng i t s consonance wi t h t he mor bi d
pr ompt i ngs of a syst emat i cal l y r epr essed desi r e .3 Li kewi se, Baudr i l l ar d' s
soci ol ogi cal i nvest i gat i ons i nt o mass-medi at i zed consumer i sm, t he mai n
subst ance of hi s oeuvr e, essent i al l y pur sue l i nes of enqui r y pr evi ousl y opened
upby t he Fr ankf ur t School . Thegui di ng assumpt i ons ar e i dent i cal : t hat t hemass
cul t ur al i nst ance has become cr uci al t o soci al r epr oduct i on, t hat i t r epr esent s
i ndeed a st r at egi c bui l t - i n mechani smf or ensur i ng t he soci al or der ' s r eal st at i s
t hr ough al l t he i nci pi ent upheaval s i t cont i nues t o i nduce, and t hat t hi s i s why
t he Revol ut i on ( i f t he t erm r et ai ns any meani ng) has per haps permanent l y
mi ssed t he hi st or i cal boat .

Ther e i s no doubt t hat Baudr i l l ar d' s expl or at i on of t hese t hemes i s pat h-
br eaki ng. Hi s pr obl emat i zat i on of what one mi ght cal l commodi t y semi osi s i n
t he age of t el evi sed r epet i t i on r epr esent s i nmany r espect s a si gni f i cant advance
over Benj ami n, and cer t ai nl y over t he Nor t h Amer i can mass soci et y cr i t i cs he
al so appr opr i at es . Mor e t hanany ot her cont empor ar y t hi nker he has succeeded
i n pl aci ng t he, changed ar t i cul at i on of cul t ur e and economy i n advanced
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capi t al i st soci et y f i rml y on t he t heor et i cal agenda. But ul t i mat el y, i woul d ar gue,
t he t heor et i cal power of hi s anal ysi s i s r est r i ct ed by t he same quasi - f at al i st i c
ci r cul ar i t y t hat vi t i at ed t he Fr ankf ur t School ' s or i gi nal ci vi l i zat i onal l ament . I n
Der r i di an t erms : however decent r ed and i ndet ermi nat e, t he code t hat has
al l egedl y t r i umphed i s never t hel ess a l ogos, par t i cul ar l y when i dent i f i ed wi t h
deat h; and such an ascr i pt i on must i t sel f f al l pr ey t o t he suspi ci on of
l ogocent r i sm. Ot herwi se put : we do not escape t he i dent i t y pr i nci pl e si mpl y by
i dent i f yi ng t he wel t gei st as a cor pse .

Mor e pr agmat i cal l y, any r epr esent at i on of soci al r eal i t y as cul t ur al l y ( and
t her ef or e pol i t i cal l y) encl osed i n t he uni di mensi onal i t y of a si ngul ar psychi c
space - wi t h Baudr i l l ar d t hi s i s st r uct ur al , abst r act and at t he second degr ee-
i s vul ner abl e t o t he count er f act ual exper i ence of ' act ual ' hi st or y . Theor y must
be adequat e t o expl ai n and account f or gl obal di st ur bances l i ke t hose of t he 60s
whi chshake t he syst emof hegemony t o i t s f oundat i ons . I t i s al so i mpor t ant t o
expl i cat e t he normal pl ay of cul t ur al andmor al pol i t i cs - st r uggl es over sexual ,
f ami l i al , aest het i c, r el i gi ous, et c . , modes and symbol s - whi ch cont i nual l y
medi at e, somet i mes expl osi vel y, t he hi er ar chi cal f or ce- f i el d of compet i ng
mat er i al sel f - i nt er est s .

On t hi s scor e, per haps, i t mi ght be cl ai med t hat Baudr i l l ar d i s i n f act
somewhat l ess undi al ect i cal t han some of hi s Fr ankf ur t f or ebear s . Wher eas i n
The Di al ect i c of Enl i ght enment i t i s cr i t i cal t heor y i t sel f whi ch must bear t he f ul l
wei ght of opposi t i on, 4 hi s ownant hr opol ogi cal ont ol ogy of symbol i c exchange
comes cl ose t o endowi ng even t he whol l y r ei f i ed wor l d of l a soci et e de
consommat i on wi t h a pr i nci pl e of i nt er nal cont r adi ct i on. Symbol i c exchange, i n
t he pr i mor di al f orms of gi f t , f est i val , and sacr i f i ce, can no mor e be r epr essed
t han l anguage; and so t he mor e t he ' st r uct ur al l aw of val ue' dessi cat es soci al
space, t he mor e i t s unsat i sf i ed r eci pr oci t i es, i nvest ed wi t h r epr essed l i bi di nal
ener gy, come t o haunt al l t he comer s of soci al l i f e, t hr eat eni ng const ant l y t o
di sr upt t he r epet i t i ve dumb- show t hat has come t o monopol i ze t he st age.
Hence, f or Baudr i l l ar d, t he Days of May . And al so, t he pr of ound si gni f i cance of
even such t r i vi al occur r ences as t he gr eat NewYor k gr af f i t i out br eak i n 1972, 5
and ( i n a dar ker vei n) of t hat mor e permanent r oundof medi a- at t uned symbol i c-
come- act ual pol i t i cal vi ol ence t o whi ch t he West er n wor l d has become
accust omed over t he past t wo decades :

I n t he f ace of pur el y symbol i c bl ackmai l ( t he bar r i cades of 68,
host age- t aki ng) power f al l s apar t : si nce i t l i ves of f my sl ow
deat h, I oppose i t wi t hmy vi ol ent deat h. And i t i s becausewe
l i ve of f a sl owdeat h t hat wedr eamof a vi ol ent one. Thi s ver y
dr eami s i nt ol er abl e t o power .6

But i f Baudr i l l ar d' s soci al t opol ogy does pr ovi de a space f or ot her ness andby
t he same t oken f or cr i si s i t never t hel ess t akes f or gr ant ed t hat t he pr ospect of
cl ass upheaval has passed and t hat capi t al i sm' s cont r adi ct or i ness has come t o
be conf i ned t o t he pl ane of i t s cul t ur al det ermi nat i ons . Occl udi ng t he pl ay of
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i nt er est s and cont r a Mar x, t r ansf ormat i on i s onl y i magi nabl e i n t hi s per spect i ve
as t he quasi -magi cal i r r upt i on of symbol i c pol i t i cs so t hat we ar e l ef t wonder i ng
whet her Baudr i l l ar d has abandoned al l hope of t her e bei ng any act ual exi t f r om
capi t al i smat al l . Mor eover , t he ant agoni smhe posi t s bet ween symbol i c and
semi ot i c exchange? i s pi t ched at so abst r act i ndeed met aphysi cal a l evel t hat t he
whol e t heor et i cal const r uct , despi t e i t sel f , ef f ect i vel y r epl i cat es t he hi st or i cal
cl osur e t hat f orms t he ' r eal ' obj ect of i t s cr i t i que . I n t hi s sense, however sel f -
cr i t i cal l y, Baudr i l l ar d' s soci ol ogy r emai ns t r apped wi t hi n t he or der of t he
si mul acr um. Far f r om havi ng smashed t hat mi r r or , hi s deconst r uct i on of
pol i t i cal economy ser ves ul t i mat el y onl y t o shi f t i t s angl e; so t hat wher e i t once
r ef l ect ed t he code of pr oduct i on i t now ref l ect s t he code of t he Code i n a
met apsychol ogi cal si mul at i on of t he f our t h degr ee.8 Cor r el at i vel y, andbeyonda
cer t ai n l evel of i ncr easi ngl y poet i c abst r act i on, Baudr i l l ar d' s f ormul at i ons l eave
t hemedi at edand conf l i ct ual i nst i t ut i on of commodi f i ed cul t ur e i n r eal hi st or y,
and t he act ual pol i t i cs t o whi ch t hat pr ocess gi ves r i se, deepl y i n t he t heor et i cal
shade.
Now what i s not ewor t hy about t he Baudr i l l ar di an ci r cl e, beyond t he

pr of undi t y of t he pessi mi sm whi ch mot i vat es i t , i s t hat i t der i ves f r om a
concept ual r educt i on at t he cent r e of what i s at t he same t i me i t s most i nci si ve
soci o- hi st or i cal i nsi ght : namel y, t hat i n l at e capi t al i smsi gn and commodi t y
have f used, gi vi ng r i se t o a newf ormof obj ect ( t he si gn- commodi t y) and a new
or der of domi nat i on ( t he ensembl e of i nst i t ut i ons and di scour ses whi chmake
up consumer cul t ur e) nei t her of whi ch oper at e any l onger accor di ng t o t he
di ct at es of a st r i ct l y capi t al i st ( i . e, economi c) l ogi c .

The pr obl em i s t hat i n t hemat i zi ng t hi s devel opment Baudr i l l ar d has
conf l at ed t wo qui t e di f f er ent aspect s of t he pr ocess : t he t r ansf ormat i on of si gns
i nt o commodi t i es, ul t i mat el y r epr esent ed by t he r i se of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y, and
t he t r ansf ormat i on, vi a mass mar ket i ng, f ashi on and st at us compet i t i on, of
commodi t i es i nt o si gns . I t i s t he l at t er whi ch i nt er est s hi m, pr ovi di ng as i t does a
f r amewor k f or anal yzi nghowt he sacr ed and soci al l y essent i al r eal mof symbol i c
val ue has been ef f ect i vel y evacuat ed by publ i c di scour se . But t he ot her
moment , t he penet r at i on of cul t ur e by t he commodi t y f orm, whi ch t o be sur e
al so has f ar - r eachi ng consequences f or syst emi c i nt egr at i on, needs t o be
separ at el y consi der ed . Not onl y does Baudr i l l ar d f ai l t o do t hi s, but by pal mi ng
t he commer ci al di mensi on of post - i ndust r i al cul t ur al f ormat i on under t he si gn
of t he Si gn, hi s at t ent i on i s def l ect ed f r omany di r ect consi der at i on of t he
cul t ur al dynami cs associ at ed wi t h t he br oader and al ways ongoi ng pr ocess of
commodi f i cat i on as such.

I f , t hen, t he Baudr i l l ar di an pr obl emat i c' i s t o be pot ent i at ed as t he st ar t i ng-
poi nt f or a f r esh r ound of enqui r i es and r ef l ect i ons onour hi st or i cal si t uat i on,
i t s cr uci al el i si ons must be addr essed, and t he t ot al i smof t he model cor r es
pondi ngl y deconst r uct ed i n t he l i ght of t he compl exi t i es whi ch t hat woul d
i nt r oduce . I t i s i n t hat spi r i t , and wi t h t he admi t t ed r i sk of f al l i ng back i nt o t he
swamp of second- or der , i . e . pol i t i cal economi c si mul at i on, t hat t he f ol l owi ng
ver y pr el i mi nar y consi der at i ons ar e put f orwar d. Above al l , t hei r mai n ai mi s t o
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openup t he quest i on of how, besi des pr ovi di ng t he basi s f or a new(post - cl ass?)
modeof hegemony, cul t ur al commodi f i cat i on and t he i mpact of commodi f i ca-
t i on on cul t ur e can cr eat e t he space f or a ki nd of pol i t i cs .

Commodi f i cat i on as cul t ur al pr ovocat eur

The expansi oni st pr i nci pl e bui l t i nt o t he accumul at i on pr ocess, wher ei n
mar ket sur vi val necessi t at es gr owt h, has cr eat ed a f orm of soci et y whose
devel opment t o an unpr ecedent ed degr ee has f ol l owed a pat h of const ant
upheaval and sel f - over haul . Evi dent l y, andher e t oo capi t al i smhas changed, t he
mat er i al cont r adi ct i ons of cl ass andeconomy anal yzed at l engt h by Mar x by no
means exhaust t he l i st of per t i nent ef f ect s . For besi des gener at i ng an ever mor e
el abor at e, di f f er ent i at ed and at t he same t i me i nt er nat i onal i zed pl ay of i nt er est
ant agoni sms, and medi at i ng i t t hr oughout , capi t al has al so t ended t o make
soci o- cul t ur al waves as i t s i mper at i ves and modal i t i es have st eadi l y i mposed
t hemsel ves and t hei r r est l ess dynami c over t he ent i r e sur f ace and dept h of
soci al l i f e .

The waves t hat have emanat ed f r omcapi t al i st dynami smat t he poi nt of
pr oduct i on ar e per haps t he most f ami l i ar aspect s of t hi s pr ocess . Si nce t he
dawni ng of i ndust r y i t has been cl ear t hat t he t echnol ogi cal r evol ut i on usher ed
i n by t heRenai ssance and i nst al l ed by mar ket soci et y at t he permanent cent r e of
i t s pr oduct i on pr ocess was bound t o t r ansf ormnot onl y t he physi cal and soci al
envi r onment s but t he char act er of exper i enceand t he nat ur e of i deol ogy as wel l .
The medi t at i ons of cl assi cal soci ol ogy on i ndust r i al i sm, bur eaucr acy and
secul ar i zat i on wer e f i xed pr eci sel y on t hat poi nt ; and cr i t i cal t heor y' s own r i ch
di scour se on t echnocr acy, sci ent i sm, and i nst r ument al i t y has i n t ur n r adi cal i zed
t he anal ysi s and i ncor por at ed i t i nt o t he convent i onal weaponr y of ant i -
capi t al i st cr i t i que. Mor e r ecent l y, t he r i se of l i ngui st i c i nt er est s and t he,
i nci pi ent obsol escence of pr i nt , have l ed a non-Mar xi st cur r ent of t hi nker s
cul mi nat i ng i n I nni s andMcLuhan t o push t he quest i on t o a st i l l deeper l evel by
consi der i ng t he cul t ur al i mpact of ever - advanci ng t echnol ogy wi t hi n t he
communi cat i on pr ocess i t sel f . .

However , much l ess at t ent i on, and cer t ai nl y l ess t han deser ved, has been
gi ven t o t he equal l y pr of ound ef f ect s of capi t al i sm' s par al l el but di st i nct
t endency t o ext end t he r angeof t he pr i ce- syst emand t he commodi t y f ormpei se
as a uni ver sal model f or soci al r el at i ons . Evenwhenposed mor eover t hi s i ssue
has pr oved di f f i cul t t o di sent angl e f r omt he f ormer , cr oss- cut t i ng, pr obl emat i c
of t echni que. Thus, Lukacs' pat hbr eaki ng t heor y of r ei f i cat i on ef f ect i vel y
assi mi l at ed Mar x' s cat egor y of commodi t y f et i shi sm t o Weber ' s cat egor y of
i nst r ument al r at i onal i zat i on; and Benj ami n' s f ormat i ve t heses on t he cr i si s of
ar t si mi l ar l y devol ve, i n t he end, on a pur el y t echnol ogi cal poi nt . For al l hi s
semi ol ogi cal conf l at i ons, Baudr i l l ar d' s si ngul ar achi evement i n devel opi ngand
updat i ng t hi s l i ne of t hought has been f i nal l y t o conf r ont t he cul t ur al i mpact of
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commodi f i cat i on on somet hi ng l i ke i t s own, economi cal l y concat enat ed,
gr ound: i n t erms, t hat i s, of how an expandi ng ci r cul at i on pr ocess has
t r ansf ormed t he nat ur e of soci al exchange .

But i f Baudr i l l ar d has t her eby hel ped emanci pat e t he cr i t i cal t heor y of
cul t ur e f r omi t s one- si ded pr e- occupat i onwi t h t echne hehas mai nt ai ned i t s one-
si dedness i n anot her r espect by t hemat i zi ng t he cul t ur al dynami cs of commodi
f i cat i on ( whi ch he di sdai ns t o exami ne i n any but i t s most cont empor ar y f orms)
excl usi vel y f r omt he per spect i ve of t hat pr ocess' s conser vat i vemoment . Behi nd
t he pr obl emat i c of cont ai ned consci ousness t owhi ch hi s f i gur at i on of t he si gn-
economy r esponds l i es an ar chai c and par adoxi cal l y economi st i c f ormul a
accor di ng t o whi ch syst emi cal l y der i ved i deol ogy f unct i ons sol el y t o paci f y
cont r adi ct i ons t hat emanat e j ust as sol el y f r omi nt er est ant agoni sms at t he base.
I n Baudr i l l ar d' s case, adhesi on t o t hi s schema i s cont r adi ct ed by hi s expl i ci t
r ej ect i on of t he or t hodox cl ass par adi gm, and so her e t he occl usi on of
commodi f i cat i on' s di sr upt i ve cul t ur al moment act ual l y l eaves a l ogi cal gap.

To be i nt el l i gi bl e, any syst emof hegemony must be under st ood i n t erms of
what t hr eat ens i t . But what t hr eat ens t he soci al or der guar ant eed i deol ogi cal l y
by t he Code? Not , appar ent l y, cl ass conf l i ct ; and t he r evanche of symbol i c
exchange i s i t sel f a cont i ngency beyond t he scope of al l cont r ol . Wear e l ef t t hen
wi t h t he mer e t aut ol ogy of a st r uct ur al l aw of val ue f or whi ch sel f - r epl i cat i on
- l a r epet i t i on - i s si mpl y amode of bei ng. Mi ssi ng f r omBaudr i l l ar d' s account ,
i n shor t , i s an appr eci at i on of howt he whol e normat i ve appar at us of t he si gn-
commodi t y, publ i ci t y and consumer cul t ur e i s mobi l i zed, at l east i n par t , t o
manage t he cul t ur al t ensi ons pr ovoked by t hat same ext ensi on of t he
commodi t y- f ormwhi ch pr oduced t he one- di mensi onal wor l d of consumer i sm
i t sel f . An anal ysi s of t he l at t er ought pr oper l y t o begi n t her ef or e by consi der i ng
i n what t hese f ormer mi ght consi st . I n t he f i r st i n" st ance, l et me suggest , t he
cul t ur al t ensi ons of commodi f i cat i on t ake t he f ormof conf l i ct s and st r uggl es
over mundane i deol ogi cal val ues ; and t hey ar e pr ovoked al l al ong t he seamof
economy andand cul t ur e wher e t hemar ket ' s l ust f or expansi on r ubs upagai nst
pr e- exi st i ng f orms of normat i vi t y and mor al val ue .

I t woul dbe mi sl eadi ng t o r epr esent t hi s di al ect i c, as bot h conser vat i ve and
r adi cal opponent s of t he advanci ng mar ket havebeenpr one t o do, i n t erms of a
si mpl e opposi t i on bet weenanamor al f or ce andamor al obj ect . For t he f r eedom
of commodi t i es t o ci r cul at e and t he f r eedomof buyer s and sel l er s t o exchange
what t hey wi l l wi t hout ext er nal i nt er f er ence acqui r es t he f or ce of a mor al
ar gument ; one whose cent r al pr i nci pl e, t he aut onomi zed i ndi vi dual , r est s i t s
appeal on a whol e i deol ogi cal t r adi t i on, st r et chi ng f r omRef ormed Chr i st i ani t y
t o cont empor ar y l i ber t ar i ani sm. Thi s i s not t o denyt hat " per sonal f r eedom, " l i ke
al l i deol ogi es, can be champi oned i n st unni ngl y obt use or cyni cal bad f ai t h.
Ther e ar e, r at her , t wo poi nt s :

Fi r st , t he soci al r el at i ons of commodi t y pr oduct i on - whi ch i n t hei r
i mmedi at e oper at i on al ways cent r e on t he nexus of exchange - ar e t hor oughl y
sat ur at ed i n t hemedi umof normat i vi t y, wi t hout whi ch t hey coul d not f unct i on.
Themar ket , as Dur khei mwoul d say , 9 r est s onamor al basi s . Hi s ar gument canbe
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ext ended. Est abl i shed commer ce r equi r es not onl y t hat t he t erms of t r ade be
cont r act ual l y agr eedupon, but al so t hat t her e be a soci al consensus over what i s
f or t r ade and over t he condi t i ons under whi ch ( i f at al l ) t hat t r ade i s al l owed t o
t ake pl ace.

Cor r el at i vel y, and t hi s i s t he second poi nt , t he const ant advance of t he
mar ket i nt o symbol i cal l y l oaded sect or s of soci al l i f e pr eci pi t at es ' at t he
i deol ogi cal l evel i n each si gni f i cant newi nst ance a bi nar y count er posi t i on of
pr o-mar ket l i ber al i smand ant i -mar ket conser vat i sm, communal i sm, nat i onal i sm,
f ami l i sm, et c . , whose r espect i ve suppor t er s f i ght l i ke f oot bal l t eams t o est abl i sh
a successi on of symbol i c l i nes beyond whi ch ( t empor ar i l y at l east ) nei t her t he
mar ket nor i t s enemi es ar e al l owed t o encr oach. Out comes, whet her i n t he f orm
of t r uce, compr omi se or compl et e r out by onesi de or t he ot her , ar e per i odi cal l y
ar bi t r at ed by t he st at e on t he t er r ai n of l aw.

The per enni al Canadi an cont est bet ween par t i sans of f r ee t r ade and
pr ot ect i oni sm pr ovi des a ki nd of par adi gm case. Symbol i cal l y at st ake i n
cont i nent al economi c i nt egr at i on i s t he r educt i on, br eak- up andde- aur at i sat i on
of a so- t o- speak nat i onal l y sacr al i zed si gni f i er . Mai nst r eampol i cy debat e has
been conduct ed i n t hat cont ext as a pr agmat i c but i deol ogi zed negot i at i on
bet ween nat i onal i st s and l i ber al s over t he ext ent t owhi ch t he boundar y of t he
bor der shoul d be emphasi zed or de- emphasi zed i n t he f ace of a mount i ng
ci r cul at i on of goods, capi t al and i nf ormat i on whi ch const ant l y t hr eat en t o
er ode i t . The poi nt i s not j ust t hat economi c pol i t i cs ar e l i ved out as i deol ogy,
but t hat t he economi c pr ocess has i deol ogi cal r ami f i cat i ons whi ch cr eat e t he
basi s i n i t sel f f or a f ormof pol i t i cs .

Fr omt he ver y begi nni ngs of capi t al i st devel opment t he spher e of consump-
t i on, or i gi nal l y andwi t hout i r ony concei ved as pr i vat e and publ i c l ei sur e, 1o has
been especi al l y subj ect t o°t he er upt i on of such conf l i ct s ; and t he mor e so t he
mor e an expandi ng pr oduct i ve compl ex has been abl e t o ext end and cul t i vat e
t he r ange of enj oyment s f r omor gasmt o est eemt hat money t her e can buy . The
cour t - i mposed sumpt uar y l aws of l at eMedi eval absol ut i smand t he sevent eent h
cent ur y pur i t an ban on t heat r e pr ovi de ear l y as i t wer eThermi dor ean exampl es .
Mor e l at t er l y, t he gr owi ng sex and dr ug i ndust r i es, each i nconsi st ent l y and
f uzzi l y di vi ded i nt o l i ci t and i l l i ci t zones, have pr ovi ded advanced capi t al i st
soci et y wi t h i t s own nodal poi nt s of cul t ur al t ensi on.

Whet her and i n what degr ee t o permi t t he commer ci al ci r cul at i on of
( addi ct i ve) st i mul ant s and ( degr adi ng) sexual ser vi ces i n f act t ouches modem
cul t ur e on a par t i cul ar l y sor e ner ve: our chr oni cal l y i nconsi st ent at t i t ude
t owar ds t he gr at i f i cat i on and cont r ol of somat i c i mpul se. Dani el Bel l has even
ar gued t hat t hi s mot i vat i onal ambi val ence, whi chhe at t r i but es t o adeepeni ng
ant agoni sm bet ween t he emer gent norms of l ei sur e and wor k, r epr esent s
capi t al i sm' s pr i mar y cul t ur al cont r adi ct i on . , ' Hi s model of t he pr obl em i s
si mpl i st i c and i gnor es t he r ol e of consumer i zed commodi f i cat i on i n i t s genesi s .
Never t hel ess i t r emai ns t r ue t hat par t i cul ar i ssues of permi ssi bl e consumpt i on
( t oday, par excel l ence, t hose per t ai ni ng t o por nogr aphy and censor shi p)
can r esonat e deepl y wi t h br oader i ssues of soci al r epr oduct i on.
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I t i s pr eci sel y f or t hi s r eason t hat t he mar ket , and st i l l mor e t he vol at i l e
l i ber al i ndi vi dual i smt hat i s i t s i deol ogi cal shadowandhar bi nger , havesuch a
danger ous edge. Thenormat i ve l i mi t s, i n somecases t aboos, agai nst whi ch t hey
pr ess ar e not mer el y ( i n f act decr easi ngl y) t r adi t i onal sur vi val s but symbol i c
mar ker s of oper ant mechani sms of cont r ol . For t he same r eason, t he mor al
i ssues of ci r cul at i on t end t o get l i nked up, and at t he l i mi t gener al i ze on t he
pl ane of an ongoi ng soci al cont est whi ch dr aws i n al l t he maj or i deol ogi cal
i nst i t ut i ons and pl ayer s over how t he axi al pr i nci pl es gover ni ng i nst i t ut ed
normat i vi t y as a whol e ar e t o be def i ned.

Mar ket pr essur e t o shi f t t he mor al boundar i es, t o some degr eeanecessar i l y
di scont i nuous pr ocess, al ways r uns t he r i sk of openi ng up a r adi cal cul t ur al
space. But suchopeni ngs, whenor der i s f i nal l y r est or ed, can t hemsel ves pr ove
mer el y t o have f aci l i t at ed t he passage f r omone mat r i x of mar ket - r egul at i ng
obedi ency t o anot her . Such i ndeed has so f ar been t he mai n axi ol ogi cal dr ama
of post - war Nor t h Amer i ca: f i r st , t he est abl i shment of a, sur pl us- r epr essi ve
cul t ur al hegemony ; t hen i t s ul t r a- l i ber al di ssol ut i ons ; and t hen, wi t h sui t abl e
adj ust ment s and cont i nui ng i nst abi l i t i es, " t he r et ur n of t r adi t i onal val ues"
( t o quot e a 1976 l i quor ad) and normal i zat i on .

I f i n l at e capi t al i smmar ket penet r at i on at t he poi nt of consumpt i on ( i . e . of
pr i vat e l i f e) has become t he mai n axi s of what we can cal l ci r cul at i on pol i t i cs
t hi s i s because t he devel opment of consumpt i on as a pr oduct i ve f or ce has
r epl aced t he geogr aphi cal ext ensi on of t he i ndust r i al syst emas t he cent r al mot i f
of economi c gr owt h. Never t hel ess i t shoul d be emphasi zed t hat anal ogous
modal i t i es of conf l i ct cont i nue t o begener at ed at t he poi nt of pr oduct i on al so.
( A r i gor ous di st i nct i on needs t o be made her e bet ween t he pr oper l y cul t ur al
cont r adi ct i ons t hat at t end t he di spl acement of nat ur al by exchange economy
and t he pol i t i cal - economi c ones t hat f l owf r omt he economi c i nequal i t y and
expl oi t at i on whi ch t he mar ket or gani zat i on of pr oduct i on comes t o i nst al l .
Wemay t hi nk of t he f ormer cont r adi ct i ons as pr ocessual , t he l at t er as st r uct ur al ,
except t hat , j ust as i n t he case of t he commodi f i cat i on pr ocess at wor k i n t he
spher e of consumpt i on, t he normat i ve i ner t i a agai nst whi ch t he spr ead of
commodi f i ed pr oduct i on must cont end has synchr oni c si gni f i cance i n t he
wi der pr ocess of soci al r epr oduct i on as a whol e) .

The cul t ur al dynami c associ at ed wi t h t he i ni t i al est abl i shment of capi t al i st
pr oduct i on i s of cour se l ar gel y pl ayed out . Ar t i sanal i deal s, l ocal par t i cul ar i sms
and t r adi t i onal ki n st r uct ur es have l ost t hei r vi t al i t y i n t he i ndust r i al i zed
hear t l ands and onl y r esi st t he expandi ng syst emat i t s Thi r d and Four t h Wor l d
mar gi ns . However , even on mat ur e capi t al i sm' s i nt er nal f r ont i er , t her e ar e st i l l
t wo r espect s i nwhi ch t he mar ket penet r at i on of pr oduct i on i s i ncompl et e and
cont i nues t o gener at e maj or cul t ur al per t ur bat i ons .

The f i r st concer ns t he spr ead of economi c exchange r el at i ons i nt o such
r el at i vel y ( or ambi val ent l y) non- commodi f i ed sect or s of soci al act i vi t y as
r el i gi on, t he f ami l y, hi gher l ear ni ng and t he ar t s . I n none of t hese di ver se
i nst ances i s t he per si st ence of _ a pr e- capi t al i st mode of associ at i on and wor k a
mer e case of cul t ur e- l ag, f or t hat mode i s vi t al t o t hei r f unct i oni ng as wel l as t o
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t he aut hent i ci t y on whi ch t he cr edi bi l i t y of t hei r var i ous pr oduct s depends .
Under t he ci r cumst ances t he mar ket , whet her t hr ough exampl e, t hr ough t he
emer gence of f ul l y commer ci al i zed r i val s, or t hr ough t he act ual mobi l i zat i on of
mat er i al i nt er est s, can onl y advance sl owl y. As i t does so what comes t o be
est abl i shed on each i nst i t ut i onal si t e i s, a semi - permanent f or ce- f i el d of
conf l i ct i ng pr essur es i nt er nal i zed by t he act or s t hemsel ves ( cl er gy, housewi ves,
st udent s, ar t i st s, et c . ) as r ol e- conf l i ct and ext er nal i zed as t endency st r uggl es
bet weencompet i ngmor al / i deol ogi cal cur r ent s andmovement s over t her el at i ve
vi r t ues of l i ber al accommodat i on and t r adi t i onal i st host i l i t y t o t he f or ces of
pr ogr ess .

These f r i ct i ons ar e har d t or egul at e. f r omabove. I ndeed t hey ar e exacer bat ed
by t he ambi val ence wi t h whi ch t hey must be of f i ci al l y r egar ded. On t he one
hand, t he char t er val ues of Tr ut h, Knowl edge, Love, Beaut y, et c . , ceasel essl y
act i vat ed i n val ue- t r ansmi t t i ng i nst i t ut i ons by t he i r r i t ant of cr eepi ng commer -
ci al i sm, pl ay an i mpor t ant r het or i cal r ol e i n capi t al i sm' s t r adi t i onal l egi t i mat i on
as a ci vi l i zi ng f or ce; but when r oused t hey can al so f unct i on as genui ne
t r anscendent al s t hat pr ovi de t r oubl esome r emi nder s of l oss, super cessi on and
di f f er ence . Thus, f or t he chur ches of t he West , wher e Chr i st i ani t y was t hought
t o have been t amed, t he' r i se of TV evangel i sm and ot her qui nt essent i al l y
busi ness ent er pr i se f orms of pr i est cr af t r epr esent s not mer el y an economi c
t hr eat i n t he compet i t i on f or congr egat i ons12 but a r epul si ve count er - pol e of
' bad r el i gi on' agai nst whi ch count er vai l i ng cur r ent s of i ncr easi ngl y r adi cal
t r ansf ormi smhavebeendr i ven t o def i ne t hemsel ves . As one i mpor t ant cor ol l ar y
t he pr evi ousl y cosy r el at i on bet weenor gani zed r el i gi on and t he capi t al i st st at e
has begun t o be r adi cal l y upset .

Anot her , and per haps mor e pr i mor di al , l evel at whi ch st r uct ur al r esi st ance
t o t he mar ket penet r at i on of pr oduct i on r el at i ons pr ovi des ongoi ng cul t ur al
conf l i ct concer ns t he pr essi ng i nt o ci r cul at i on of t hat st r angest commodi t y of
t hemal l : l abour - power . Qui t e apar t f r omt he shat t er i ng of t r adi t i onal t i es and
at t endant soci o- cul t ur al expl osi ons t hat gr eet ed t he i ni t i al est abl i shment of a
mass-mar ket f or ' f r ee l abour ' , conf l i ct s have cont i nued t o ar i se t her eaf t er by
vi r t ue of t hat dynami c pr opensi t y of t hemar ket t o r edef i ne al l wor k- f unct i onal
ener gy as commer ci al l y avai l abl e, r egar dl ess of t he i nst i t ut ed st at us of i t s
al i enabl e owner s . The r esul t ant i deol ogi cal di al ect i c i s anal ogous wi t h t he one
al r eady descr i bed i n t he case of commodi f i cat i on at t he poi nt of consumpt i on,
except t hat her e t he codi ngs at i ssuemar k human agent s, and i ndeed at t he ver y
j unct ur e of t hei r l i t er al i nscr i pt i on wi t hi n t he di f f er ent i al or der s of weal t h and
power .

Al so, t he pr ocess can cut mor e t han one way . Wher e t he change i n st at us
i mpl i ed by t he commodi f i cat i on of l abour - power r epr esent s r eal demot i on or
l oss of aut onomy ( one t hi nks her e of smal l f ami l y f arms and i ndependent
pr of essi onal s) i t wi l l nat ur al l y beopposedby t hose af f ect ed i n t he r omant i cal l y .
conser vat i ve nameof t he symbol i c or der t her eby di spl aced . But t he r ever se can
occur when l abour mar ket par t i ci pat i on pr ovi des t he basi s f or r escui ng ascr i bed
soci al cat egor i es ( women, Cat hol i cs ; bl acks, et c . ) f r omt he evenmor e subor di nat e
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st at us, out si de t he r eal wor l d of exchange- economy, t o whi ch t hey woul d
ot herwi se be cul t ur al l y r el egat ed. Her e r esi st ance t o t he expandi ng l abour
mar ket comes f r omt hose al r eady i n i t , whi l e i t s newest r ecr ui t s appeal t o
exchangi st i deol ogy agai nst t he cont i nued appl i cat i on t o t hemsel ves of t he ol d,
di scr i mi nat or y norms .

Wi t hi n t he l abour mar ket i t sel f , t hese l at t er , r ef l ect i ng pr e- ( or t r ans- )
capi t al i st hi er ar chi es of r ace, age and gender , cr yst al l i ze out as so many
mechani sms of domi nant gr oup pr ot ect i oni sm; whi ch f unct i on t o ensur e t hat
i nsof ar as i nf er i or i zed cat egor i es ar e not excl uded f r om pai d empl oyment
al t oget her , t hey ent er i t s equi val ence syst em on mar kedl y non- egqui val ent
t erms . Thepoi nt her e, as wi t h t he cont r adi ct i ons of commodi f i cat i on i ngener al ,
i s t hat over and above t he mat er i al conf l i ct s t hey pr ovoke, such i nst ances of
unequal exchange ar e shot t hr ough wi t h i deol ogi cal cont r adi ct i ons whi chcan
become act i ve i n t hei r own r i ght . ' Mi nor i t y' movement s f or equal oppor t uni t y
t hat get bl ocked t end t o r adi cal i ze by t r ansval ui ng t hat whi ch has set t he
col l ect i vi t y t hey r epr esent st i gmat i cal l y or condescendi ngl y apar t . Conver sel y,
cul t i vat i on of cul t ur al i dent i t y among t he oppr essed can t r i gger st r uggl es f or
j ust i ce.

The i deol ogi cal cont r adi ct i ons at t endi ng t he appl i cat i on of equi val ency
norms t o women i n t he f ace of pat r i ar chal gender ascr i pt i ons have been
par t i cul ar l y dense and sl owt o r esol ve . As ear l y as t he 1780' s, Mar y Wool st encr af t
showed how t he abst r act egal i t ar i ani sm of possessi ve i ndi vi dual i sm coul d
pr ovi de t he basi s f or a cr i t i que of pat r i ar chal r est r i ct i ons on l egal r i ght s ; and
si nce t hen successi vewaves of f emi ni st agi t at i on, bol st er ed bot h by t he gr adual
del egi t i mat i on of expl i ci t mal e supr emaci smand by t he i ncr easi ng de f act o
normal i t y of ext r a- domest i c f emal e empl oyment haveext ended t he bat t l egr ound
t o ever y spher e of l i f e . However , even mor e t han i n t he case of r aci sm, whi ch
f r equent l y ar t i cul at es wi t h deepl y r oot ed i mper i al / nat i onal l egi t i mat i ons of t he
st at e, t he f r eedomof woment o ci r cul at e on t he same economi c and soci al t erms
as men has al so been r esi st ed not j ust because i t chal l enges an ent r enched
syst em of power and pr i vi l ege, but because t he pat r i ar chal i deol ogy t hat
j ust i f i es t hat r esi st ance ( al ways ci r cl i ng ar ound t he cl ai m t hat women ar e
somehow "di f f er ent " ) has cont i nued, t hr ough al l t he vi ci ssi t udes of cul t ur al
l i ber al i zat i on, t o pl ay a cr uci al r ol e i n t he mai nt enance and mot i vat i on of
capi t al i st or der . At t hi s l evel , t he need t o sust ai n ef f ect i ve soci al mechani sms of
bi ol ogi cal r epr oduct i on has f unct i oned l ar gel y as an al i bi not onl y f or t he
cont i nued val or i zat i on of an asymmet r i cal gender code but al so f or t he
mai nt enance of t he hi er ar chi cal f ami l y/ cl ass syst emwhi ch t hat code underwr i t es .

I n t he bi bl i cal l y r esusci t at ed i magi nar y of ear l y i ndust r i al i sm, t he cul t ur al
i dent i f i cat i on of wage- l abour wi t h t he ' mascul i ne' r ol es of br eadwi nner and
househol d head pl ayed a cr uci al paci f yi ng r ol e - over and above i t s var i ous
economi c advant ages t o capi t al - by secur i ng f or t he subor di nat ed mal e
wor ker a ki nd of compensat or y, Adami c sel f - r espect . At f i r st , l acki ng t he
cumul at ed cul t ur al f or ce t o wage a di r ect at t ack on t he t r i adi c f or t r ess of
f ami l y/ chur ch/ school er ect ed t o pr ot ect t hi s pr oduct i vi st nexus, t he women' s
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movement andt heequi val ency pr i nci pl e i t champi onedgnawedawayi nst eadat
j ur i di ci al i nequal i t i es i n t he f i el ds of f ami l y l aw, ci vi l r i ght s and t he f r anchi se.
Lat er , as t hef or t r ess begant o col l apse under t hewei ght of mor e t echni cal l y and
soci al l y devel opedcondi t i ons, i t became possi bl e f or secondwave f emi ni smt o
cr ash over t he sacr ed boundar i es of hear t h and home and f i nal l y conf r ont t he
et er nal ver i t i es of const r uct ed gender di f f er ence at t hei r i nt i mat e i nst i t ut i onal
sour ce.

Her e as el sewher e, however , capi t al i st moder ni zat i on br i ngs no guar ant ees
of f undament al pr ogr ess . For t he di spl acement of wor k- cent r ed r el i gi o-mor al i t y
by andwi t hi n t het heat r eof consumer i smmer el y shi f t edt her egi st er of gender i c
cont r adi ct i ons wi t hout ceasi ng t o engage i nt r act abl e i ssues of gl obal i nt egr a-
t i on and cont r ol . I n t hi s r espect , i t i s of mor e t han t oken si gni f i cance t hat t he
book by Fr i edann whi ch di d so much t o popul ar i ze t he moder n women' s
movement i n Nor t h Amer i ca was based on an i nsi der ' s cr i t i que of f ashi on
magazi nes. Above al l , i t was t he ent r y of si gns, par t i cul ar l y i coni c ones, i nt o
mass commer ci al ci r cul at i onwhi chgave pat r i ar chal i deol ogy anewl easeon l i f e
by f aci l i t at i ng t he spect acul ar passage of i deal f emi ni ni t y, as abst r act si gni f i er
of st at us anddesi r e, f r omt heesot er i c wor l dof ar t t o t heubi qui t ous i conogr aphy
of mass cul t ur e and publ i ci t y . I n t hat r eal m, t he myt hol ogi cal f emal e has come
t o embody not j ust t he r ewar d and condi t i on f or wor k but t he pr omi sed
happi ness of consumpt i on as wel l . Thus we see howar use of commodi f i cat i on
has evol veda newobst acl e t o t he pr ocess wher ei n t heegal i t ar i ani smi mpl i ci t i n
uni ver sal i zed mar ket exchange st r i ves, ever mor e power f ul l y, f or i ndependent
r eal i zat i on.

The di al ect i c of cour se does not si mpl y t ermi nat e i n t he vi ct or y of t he
Pl ayboy syndr ome; and a quar t er cent ur y of f emi ni st andmar ket pr essur e, t he
l at t er oper at i ngby wayof apseudo- equal i zi ngext ensi onof sexual obj ect i f i cat i n
t o t he mal e, hasbegunt o ser i ousy undermi ne consumer i sm' s heavymascul i ni st
et hos . Sexual bi as wi l l onl y f i nal l y be el i mi nat ed f r omconsumer cul t ur e when
t hecommodi t y' s pl easur e pr i nci pl ehas become (dysf unct i onal l y) pol ymor phuous.
So, evenon t he second- or der pl aneof medi ai mager y, t he st r uct ur al char act er of
t he cont r adi ct i on i s l i kel y t o per si st .

The si gn- commodi t y and hegemoni c r egul at i on

The cul t ur al pr ovocat i ons of commodi f i cat i onand t hepol i t i cs of normat i vi t y
t owhi ch t hey gi ve r i se do not unf ol d i n a vacuumbut i n af i el d al r eady i ndexed
t o i ssues of hegemoni c r egul at i on and al r eady occupi ed by t hat whol er angeof
i nst i t ut i ons f r ompol i t i cal par t i es and chur ches t o showbi z and school s whi ch
ar e engaged i n t he col l ect i ve f ormul at i on and di ssemi nat i on of val ues .

Ther e i s no absol ut e sense i n whi ch anyof t hese i deol ogi cal appar at us can
be consi der ed st r uct ur al l y domi nant 14 si nce t hei r f orms of i nf l uence ar e
i ncommensur at e and t her e i s al ways a degr ee of f r ee pl ay bet ween t hemi n
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whi ch t he r el at i ons of i nt er - i nst i t ut i onal f or ce can r adi cal l y and conj unct ur al l y
al t er . Never t hel ess t her e i s one i nst i t ut i onal compl ex wi t hi n t he super st r uct ur al
conf i gur at i on of advanced capi t al i smwhi ch can cl ai msome ki nd of si gni f i cat i ve
pr i or i t y i n t hat i t i s t hr ough t he omni pr esent r ef r act i ons of i t s l ens ( i n ever y
sense a scr eeni ng) t hat t he whol e pr ocess of cul t ur al f ormat i on i s cont i nuousl y
andpubl i cl y r epr esent ed; and t hi s i s t he onecompr i sed by t he ( f or t hemost par t )
commer ci al l y oper at ed or gans of mass communi cat i onal ongwi t h al l t he r el at ed
i ndust r i es f or t he pr oduct i on of news, publ i ci t y and ent er t ai nment . I n addi t i on
t o i t s i mpor t ance wi t hi n t he game of capi t al i st sel f -mai nt enance t hi s sect or i s
al so si gni f i cant syst emi cal l y as t he ver y i ncar nat i on of t he commodi t y- f orm' s
seduct i ve penet r at i on of cul t ur e . And so i t i s pr eci sel y her e, i n t he r epr essi ve
desubl i mat i ons and codi f yi ng bi ases of t he cul t ur e/ consci ousness/ si gn i ndust r y
t hat we conf r ont t he puzzl e of commodi f i cat i on' s ot her , i . e . conser vat i ve,
i nt egr at i ve, di mensi on; and wi t h t hat puzzl e, as I have suggest ed, t he br oader
myst er y of how t he uni ver sal i zi ng commodi t y i n i t s ar t i cul at i on wi t h t he
cul t ur al pr ocess est abl i shes aut omat i c mechani sms t o r egul at e t he normat i ve
di sor der i t si mul t aneousl y hel ps t o pr ovoke.

The aut omat i c char act er of mass consumer cul t ur e' s i deol ogi cal oper at i on
needs t o be st r essed f or i t i s t he ver y hal l mar k of i t s wor k, an unpr ecedent ed
i ndi cat i on t hat her e at l ast i s a consci ousness- shapi ng i nst i t ut i on whi ch by i t s
ver y nat ur e f unct i ons f unct i onal l y and can never get whol l y out of hand.
Expl anat i ons of t hi s f unct i onal i t y i n t erms of cl ass pol i t i cal mani pul at i on
- evocat i ve phr ases l i ke Ewen' s ' capt ai ns of consci ousness' spr i ng t omi nd -
mi ss t he poi nt ent i r el y . The r i se of Madi sonAvenue, Di sneyl and, Ti nPan Al l ey
and t he whol e cor por at e capi t al i st dr eammachi ne mar ks a deci si ve shi f t away
f r omper sonal i zed i deol ogi cal power s and t he emer gence, t o t he cont r ar y, of a
f ul l y pr ogr ammed cul t ur al spher e wher ei n, t o use Lai ngi an t erms, ' pr axi s' on
bot h si des of t he pr oduct i on/ consumpt i on di vi de has been ef f ect i vel y super -
ceded by ' pr ocess . ' 15 I n ef f ect , t he power f ul i deol ogi cal i nf l ect i on of commer ci al
mass cul t ur e, whet her i n t he di r ect f ormof cul t ur e- f or - sal e or at t he second
degr ee as sel l i ng- by- cul t ur e, i s no mor e t han a by- pr oduct of t he accel er at ed
ci r cul at i on and i ncr eased sur pl us i t makes possi bl e. That i nf l ect i on has
t her ef or e t o beaccount ed f or i n t he sameway : i n t erms of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y' s
i nner economi c det ermi nat i ons and t he ef f ect of t hese on i t s manner of
pr ocessi ng and r epr esent i ng pot ent i al l y hot cul t ur al mat er i al s .

Baudr i l l ar d' s cr uci al r ef i nement of t hi s t hesi s i s t hat at t he most basi c l evel
t he i deol ogi cal el ement of mass-medi at ed cul t ur e i s det ermi nedby t he i nt er pl ay
est abl i shed t her e bet weenmass- pr oduced si gns and mass- pr oduced commodi
t i es ; and, f ur t her , t hat t hi s newal i gnment of si gn andcommodi t y i s r esponsi bl e
not onl y f or i t s syst emat i cal l y bi ased cont ent but al so, and mor e f undament al l y,
f or bi as i n i t s ver y mode of si gni f i cat i on as wel l . Thesagaof t he si gn heunf ol ds
r eads l i ke a post -moder ni st updat e of al i enat i on t heor y . I nf i ni t el y r epl i cabl e,
di spl aced f r omsymbol i c t i me and pl ace, conver t ed i nt o commodi t i es i n t hei r
own r i ght , si gni f i er s become f r ee t o f l oat i ndependent l y of any or gani c
communi cat i ve pr ocess ; and. i n t hat condi t i on l i ke l andl ess pr ol et ar i ans t hey
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rej oi n soci al r eal i t y ar t i f i ci al l y i n t he f ormof t he semi ot i cal l y- endowed mass
consumabl e commodi t y . Fi nal l y, as ar bi t r ar y mar ker s l i nki ng t he cor por at e
game of pr oduct di f f er ent i at i on t o t he consumer mer r y- go- r ound of st at us and
f ashi on, t he si gni f yi ng el ement s of desi gn, packagi ng and pr omot i on ar e
dr ai ned of meani ng i n t he sel f - r ef er ent i al pl ay of t hei r codeddi f f er ences, whi ch
i s exact l y how, i n deadeni ng abst r act i on, t hey come t o r ul e. Consci ousness, i n
Baudr i l l ar d' s account , i s not so much f al si f i ed as headed of f at t he pass : t he
medi a f act or i es of commer ci al semi osi s pr evai l , i n hi s pr egnant phr ase, by
" f abr i cat i ng non- communi cat i on. " 16

Wi t hout denyi ng t hat sucha t endencyt owar ds enf or cedmeani ngl essness i s
r el ent l essl y at wor k, i t woul d bepr emat ur e however t o decl ar e i t compl et e. Even
adver t i si ng copy has become a zone of i deol ogi cal cont r over sy, and out r aged
r esponses t o medi a st er eot ypes of women and et hni c gr oups t est i f y t o t hei r
cont i nui ng r ef er ent i al power . Thi s bei ng so, t he axi ol ogi cal cont ent of mass-
medi at i zed cul t ur e, and not j ust i t s semi ol ogi cal or , f or t hat mat t er , sensor y
f orms, r emai ns r el evant t o an under st andi ng of i t s cul t ur al ef f ect i vi t y .

I n f act at t he l evel of communi cat i ve subst ance, t he semi o- economi c
det ermi nat i ons of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y doubl y st amp i t s ef f l uvi a as t oken- bear er s
of awoul d- be paci f yi ng i deol ogy . On t he one hand, t he subj ect - obj ect i nver si on
pr escr i bed by t hei r consi st ent l y consumer i st modeof addr ess occul t s cl ass and
makes a wor l d wi t hout capi t al uni magi nabl e . On t he ot her hand, t he pseudo-
r econci l i at i ons of gender , nat ur e/ cul t ur e et c . , made possi bl e on t hat myt hol o-
gi cal basi s, and posi t i vel y r ei nf or ced by t he pr emi umpl aced on popul ar i t y
val ues, ser ve t o exor ci ze cul t ur al l y- based sour ces of conf l i ct as wel l . The f ormer
of t hese mechani sms, consumer i sm, i s per haps t oo f ami l i ar t o r equi r e f ur t her
el abor at i on . But t he l at t er , whi ch mi ght be dubbed t he mi ddl e- of - t he- r oad
ef f ect , does cal l f or some comment : not onl y as a compar at i vel y unexami ned
t opi c, 17 but al so because t he consensual i st modal i t y of mass cul t ur e hol ds t he
key, or so I woul d ar gue, t o t he r i ddl e of t he commodi t y' s l i mi t ed but ef f ect i ve
capaci t y f or cul t ur al sel f - cont r ol .

Wi t h r espect t o t hi s i ssue, Baudr i l l ar d' s i nsi st ence on t he cent r al i t y of
commodi t y semi osi s wi t hi n t he mass cul t ur al ensembl e whi l e not wr ong i s
unhel pf ul , and f ur t her cl ar i f i cat i on depends on our di sent angl i ng t he r el at i on
he condenses bet ween t hat moment , r epr esent ed by publ i ci t y, and i t s obver se,
t he commodi f i cat i on of si gns, r epr esent ed by ent er t ai nment . What we di scover
i n f act i s t hat wi t hi n t hi s same compl ex dual i t y t he or der of ef f ect i vi t y i s her e
r ever sed: i n t he case of cul t ur al t ensi on management as opposed t o t hat of
consumer i st i nver si on i t i s ent er t ai nment r at her t han adver t i si ng t hat pr ovi des
t he domi nant par adi gmf or a t ype of normat i ve i nt er vent i onwhi ch t he cul t ur e
i ndust r y, j ust by vi r t ue of what i t i s, i s dr i ven t o make.

Thegol den r ul e of showbusi ness i s not t o ant agoni ze t he audi ence, f or t hat
i s t he hand t hat f eeds . I ndeed, i t s member s shoul d be posi t i vel y st r oked, bot h as
t he f i ne peopl e t hey ar e and f or t he decent or at any r at e normal val ues t hey
hol d. Tobeent er t ai ned i s above al l t o bemadet o f eel good. Wher e t he audi ence
i s l i ve, l ocal , and soci al l y homogeneous, t he col l ect i ve t ot ems must be ver y
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preci sel y acknowl edged; but t hemor emass and t her ef or e i deol ogi cal l y di ver se
i t i s, t he mor e gener al t he l evel of convent i onal i t y t o whi ch appeal must be
made. Wher e t her e i s not mer el y di ver si t y but conf l i ct , t he t ask of f l at t er i ng and
i n t he same moment def i ni ng t he col l ect i ve i dent i t y of t he audi ence i s
par t i cul ar l y di f f i cul t . Themost cl i che- r i dden dept hs of popul ar myt hol ogy must
t hen be pl umbed, and awkwar d t opi cs, cont r over si al i ssues, and even pot ent i al l y
abr asi ve accent uat i ons of genr e and st yl e must be avoi ded. A saf e st r at egy f or
maxi mi zi ng sal es, box- of f i ce and r at i ngs, i n shor t , i s t o go mi d-mar ket and
assi duousl y hug t he mi ddl e- of - t he- r oad .

Of cour se, i f t he ent er t ai nment i ndust r y, t hr oughout al l i t s br anches,
exhi bi t ed not hi ng but t hi s ent r opi c t endency, t hen i t s equal l y i mpor t ant need
f or const ant t hemat i c and st yl i st i c i nnovat i on coul d not be met . But i n t hi s
di al ect i c, t he exper i ment er ' s l i cence t o pr act i ce i s gr ant ed i n r et ur n f or bear i ng
al l t he economi c r i sks, and successf ul novel t i es ar e r api dl y co- opt ed, conver t ed
i nt o manner i sms, and embal med f or l at er r ecycl i ng as pseudo- hi st or i cal
nost al gi a .

Onl y i n popul ar musi c has t hi s cont r ol l ed osci l l at i on ever got t en at al l out of
hand . The r eason i s not har d t o f i nd. Because of i t s i nt i mat e r el at i on t o r i t ual ,
emot i onandphysi cal i t y, musi c as t he l east di r ect l y r epr esent at i onal ar t - f ormi s
al so t he l east suscept i bl e, what ever t he t echnol ogi cal and economi c mode, t o
whol e- scal e ser i al i zat i on . I t i s t he one sect or of mass cul t ur e t r ul y haunt ed by
t he r et ur n of symbol i c exchange, and i t s hi st or y has const ant l y i nt er t wi ned wi t h
t hat of t he nat i onal , cl ass andgener at i onal movement s whose t r agi c, r ebel l i ous
or cel ebr at or y moods i t has beenabl e, wi t h f l uct uat i ng degr ees of i mmedi acy, t o
expr ess . Acent r al t hr ead i n t hi s st or y has been t he emer gence of Af r o- Amer i can
musi c and i t s phasedappr opr i at i on by successi ve l ayer s of whi t e wor ki ng and
mi ddl e cl ass yout h as aquasi - Di onysi an dance cul t . However , t he poi nt shoul d
not be over - emphasi zed; f or even at t hi s r el at i vel y or gani c l evel t he maj or
r upt ur es wi t h mi ddl e- of - t he- r oadi sm - r ag- t i me, j azz, swi ng, r ock, r eggae,
punk - have been ambi guous i n t hei r meani ng and ul t i mat el y subj ect t o
absor pt i on by, or even as, t he i ndust r y- domi nat ed mai nst r eam.

Whi l e t he ent er t ai nment i ndust r y' s penchant f or sel f - censor shi p, cul t ur al
compr omi se and normat i ve convent i onal i smhas been a genui ne expr essi on of
i t s own bad essence, t hese t endeni ces have of cour se been st r ongl y r ei nf or ced
by i t s t i es wi t h t hewhol e machi ner y of mass medi a adver t i si ng . The degr ee t o
whi ch adver t i si ng r evenues di r ect l y pay t he cost s of mass ent er t ai nment var i es
f r ommedi umt omedi um, al t hough gi ven t he ext ent of f i nanci al and f unct i onal
i nt er l ock t hese di f f er ences may be mi sl eadi ng. I n t he l i mi t case, Amer i can
net wor k TVand r adi o, t he subsi dy i s t ot al , andso t oo i s t he r evenue- dependence
of t he medi umon t he si ze ( and t o a l esser degr ee t he mi x) of t he audi ences i t s
pr ogr ammi ng can command; f or i t i s on t he r at i ngs t hat adver t i si ng r at es
t hemsel ves r i gi dl y depend. Her e al so, wher e t hey ar e compul sor y, t he conser va-
t i ve i deol ogi cal i mpl i cat i ons of popul ar i t y val ues ar e most r i gi dl y i n evi dence.
Even l ess t han medi a pr ogr ammer s, commer ci al sponsor s cannot af f or d t o
al i enat e pot ent i al sl i ces of t hei r mar ket . I n ef f ect , a doubl e vi gi l ance must



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

t her ef or e be mai nt ai ned: on t he one hand t o ensur e t hat onl y accept abl e
cul t ur al r i sks ar e t aken i n sat i sf yi ng and compet i ng f or t he medi um' s own
audi ence; and on t he ot her t o ensur e t hat t he adver t i si ng mat er i al i t sel f hi t s
absol ut el y t he r i ght consensual spot when addr essi ng i t s t ar get mar ket .

I n i t s act ual f unct i oni ng, adver t i si ng i n f act r epr esent s t he degr ee zer o of
showbusi ness audi ence t echni que. Thef l at t er y of t heper f ormer was at bot t om
al ways a f ormof sel f - pr omot i on . I n consumer adver t i si ng, however , t he t r i ck i s
r ef i ned by nat ur al i zi ng and i n t he f ul l sense normal i zi ng t he convent i onal
cul t ur al val ues whi ch t hat f l at t er y sought t o conf i rm, and whi ch, mut at i s
mut andi s, ar e her e i nvokedt o val or i ze t hepr oduct . The sal es ai mof commodi t y
semi osi s i s t o di f f er ent i at e t he pr oduct as a val i d, or at l east r esonant , soci al
t ot em, and t hi s woul d be i mpossi bl e wi t hout bei ng abl e t o appeal t o t aken- f or -
gr ant ed syst ems of cul t ur al r ef er ence.

I n t hi s sense adver t i si ng must go even f ur t her al ongt hepat h of popul ar i t y
t han ent er t ai nment . The l at t er , f aced by embar r assi ng cul t ur al di vi si ons, can
r et r eat t o j okes and good humour . I n- so f ar as convent i onal i t y i s t or n or
cont or t ed by ongoi ng i deol ogi cal cont r adi ct i ons adver t i si ng, however , i s
const r ai ned t o at l east const r uct t he appear ance of a non- cont r adi ct or y val ue-
consensus. Thi s i s obvi ousl y t he case wher e t he pr oduct ' s i nt ended mar ket ,
e. g . f or " f emi ni ne" ci gar et t es or "mascul i ne" per f ume, i s by def i ni t i on ambi val ent
t owar d t he cul t ur al codi ngs pr i maf aci e associ at ed wi t h i t . But i n amor edi f f use
sense, t he whol edi scour se of publ i ci t y, i ncl udi ng, by ext ensi on, t hesubsi di zed
pr ogr ammi ng whi ch col oni zes t he mass consumer mar ket as an audi ence,
absol ut el y r equi r es anormal i t y- pol e. Thecr eat i ve geni us of adver t i si ng and i t s
pl at f orms of associ at ed messages i s t hat i t i s abl e t o est abl i shone, myt hi cal l y ;
and i n such a way, mor eover , as t o occl ude t he consumer i st ont ol ogy t hat
anchor s i t , t o r econci l e al l t he cul t ur al ant i nomi es of an unst abl e i deol ogi cal
uni ver se, and t hen - t hr ough an i conogr aphy t hat adher es even i n i t s most
st ar k t ypi f i cat i ons t o t hecanons of r eal i st r epr esent at i on - t o pass t he whol e
t hi ng of f , despi t e i t s uncanny r esembl ance t o t he f ami l i ar wor l d i n whi chwe
l i ve, as a wi st f ul dr eam.

N

Breaki ng t he ci r cl e

Dur i ngt he 1960' s adver t i si ngwas t hemost , per haps t heonl y, st abl emedi um
of mass i deol ogi cal communi cat i on. Besi des t hedownpl ayi ng of t echnol ogi cal
f ut ur i sm and t he i ncr eased use of sexual t hemes ( t he l at t er a cause of
di st ur bance i n i t sel f ) , publ i ci t y' s i deol ogi cal f eat her s seemed har dl y r uf f l ed by
t he cul t ur e- st orm1e bl owi ng, appar ent l y, al l ar ound. Yet t hat st ormdi dbr eak out ;
and, as I have t r i ed t o i ndi cat e, t he super st r uct ur al decal l age wi t hi n whi ch i t
br ewed andgr ewt o hur r i cane f or ceexpr essed adet ermi nat ehi st or i cal moment
of t hat same di al ect i c of cul t ur eand commodi t ywhi chwas al so r esponsi bl e f or
t he spel l - bi ndi ng i nt egr at i on of t he commer ci al i zed si gn.
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Baudr i l l ar d, who i gnor ed t he medi at i ons by whi chbot h t hese moment s ar e
connect ed t o capi t al i sm' s commodi f i cat i on dr i ve, was t r ansf i xed by t he
Mani chaean absol ut eness of t hei r opposi t i on. Had t he medi at i ons been
at t ended t o, t he oper at i ons of ar t i f i ci al semi osi s woul d doubt l ess haveseemed
l ess omni pot ent and t he mass out br eak of t he Symbol i c l ess conj unct ur al l y
myst er i ous t han he made t hemout t o be. Of cour se, i t i s har dl y sur pr i si ng t hat
t he Edeni c epi phani es and st r eet - f i ght i ng psycho- dr amat i cs of 1968 nowher e
usher ed i n t he NewAge: t he r equi si t e pr ogr amme, or gani zat i on and pol i t i cal
f or ces wer e al t oget her l acki ng . But what t hat t empor ar y br eakdown of normal
cul t ur al cont r ol s di d demonst r at e, agai nst al l t he end- of - i deol ogy soot hsayi ng
of t he pr evi ous decade, i s t hat at t he i deol ogi cal l evel par excel l ence t he
devel opment of post - i ndust r i al capi t al i smi s as conf l i ct ual as i t i s consensual i st ;
and, i ndeed, t hat under t he r i ght ci r cumst ances accumul at ed cul t ur al t ensi ons
can even engender a gl obal soci al cr i si s .

Theor y and t he evi dence of hi st or y t hus combi ne t o pr ovi de gr ounds f or
hopi ng t hat t he ci r cl e of t he commodi t y- f orm' s normat i ve sel f - r egul at i on can
i ndeed be br oken. To what ext ent such a f at ef ul out come can be del i ber at el y
st r at egi zed i s, however , a di f f er ent quest i on. Because of t he compl exi t y of t he
pr ocess wher ei n cul t ur al pol i t i cs ar i se, t he r ect i l i near r el at i on i t s i ssues bear t o
mat t er s of cl ass hegemoni c cont r ol , and t he pot ent i al l y sel f - undermi ni ng
char act er of any t r anspar ent l y i nst r ument al i nver vent i on i nt o hot zones of
consci ousness, we may doubt t he f easi bi l i t y of anyt hi ng so ambi t i ous as a co-
or di nat ed, mul t i - l evel , pl an of cul t ur al campai gn. But i n amor eci r cumspect and
adhoc sense, Mar x' s di r ect i ve t o ent er t he " r eal bat t l es" of t hewor l d i n or der t o
" show i t what i t i s act ual l y f i ght i ng about - 19 does r et ai n her e i t s moment of
act i vi st t r ut h.

Of cour se, f or us i t i s t he commer ci al medi a mor e t han or gani zed r el i gi on
whi ch r equi r e demyst i f i cat i on ; and wi t hi n t he f i el d of cul t ur al pol i t i cs
consi der ed i n t hi s paper demyst i f i cat i on i s har dl y enough. The posi t i ve
depl oyment of t r anscapi t al i st di scour se and symbol ogy i s al so necessar y,
i ndeed cr uci al , si nce unl i ke t he r ecogni t i on st r uggl e of mast er and sl avewhi ch
under l i es Mar x' s concept of cl ass conf l i ct t he cul t ur al di al ect i c of commodi f i ca-
t i on has no t r ul y i nner pr i nci pl e of subl at i on. Thi s, on t he pl ane of t r ade- uni on
consci ousness, and l eavi ng asi de i t s Jacobi n i nspi r at i on, i s pr esumabl y what
Leni n meant by sayi ng t hat r evol ut i onar y consci ousness had t o come " f r om
wi t hout . " Ont he pl ane of normat i ve consci ousness and i n a spi r i t of pr epar at or y
at t ent i sme an evenmor e i deal i st f ormul a coul d easi l y be pr oposed: t he st r onger
and r i cher t he t r anscendent al cul t ur al r esour ces l yi ng t o hand at t he moment
whensome f r esh r oundof super st r uct ur al t r oubl es br eak out , t hemor e l i kel y i t
i s t hat somet hi ng t r ul y human wi l l st r i ve t o emer ge - and t he gr eat er t he
chance, per haps, t hat we f i nal l y wi l l .

Pet er -Robi nson Col l ege
Tr ent Uni ver si t y
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BAUDRI LLARD, CRI TI CALTHEORYANDPSYCHOANALYSI S

Char l es Levi n

I nt r oduct i on

Thi s essay pr esent s a condensedver si on of anar gument about t he si gn, t he
obj ect and t he symbol . , I t s pur pose, t hen, i s t o suggest howpsychoanal yt i c
t hought , par t i cul ar l y " obj ect - r el at i ons t heor y" , may pr ovi de a way out of t he
st al emat e i n cr i t i cal t heor y . 2

The t heor y of r ei f i cat i on, al t hough essent i al t o cr i t i cal t heor y, i s i t sel f based
on i nt el l ect ual i zed r ei f i cat i ons of what i t means t o be a " subj ect " . and not an
obj ect .3 The t r adi t i onal t heor y of r ei f i cat i on i s descr i bed i n t he l i ght of
Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k and t hen r ej ect ed i n f avour of anot her whi ch vi ews
r ei f i cat i on as anobsessi onal pr oj ect of cl osi ng down or empt yi ng out " pot ent i al
space" .

The phr ase "pot ent i al space" was coi ned by D. W. Wi nni cot t t o r ef er t o a
di mensi on of " t r ansi t i onal " phenomena i nt ermedi at e t o subj ect i vi t y and
obj ect i vi t y . My most basi c t heor et i cal assumpt i on i s t hat t he " space" of t he
" t r ansi t i onal obj ect " i s a pl ace wher e peopl e act ual l y l i ve, wher e t hey ar e
cr eat i ve, wher e t hey i nt er act i n dept h, and wher e - t hi ngs ar e i nvest ed wi t h
meani ng.

The best gener al appr oach t o Baudr i l l ar d i s t hr ough t he phi l osophi cal
t ensi on i n hi s wor k bet ween st r uct ur al i st soci al t heor y ( Levi - St r auss, Bar t hes)
and cr i t i cal t heor y ( Lukacs, Mar cuse) . These ar e t he t wo moder n t r adi t i ons,
dr aggi ng t hei r Fr ench and German ant ecedent s wi t h t hem, whi ch ar e most
obvi ousl y at wor k i n Baudr i l l ar d' s ear l y t ext s . I t woul dbeami st ake, however , t o
t hi nk t hat he ever synt hesi zed t hem, al t hough i t i s t r ue t hat t he i nt er pl ay of
st r uct ur al i sm and cul t ur al Mar xi smdet ermi ned, t o some ext ent , Baudr i l l ar d' s
owndi st i nct i veway of choosi ng a post - st r uct ur al i st posi t i on. Thenet t heor et i cal
ef f ect i s mor e l i ke t he i nt r oduct i on of t wo cor r osi ves whi ch, havi ng devour ed
each ot her , l eave not hi ng behi nd but a l umi nous t heor et i cal vacuum. Baudr i l l ar d' s
wr i t i ng has, si nce LEchange symbol i que et l a mor t 4 i ncr easi ngl y appr oxi mat ed a
bl ank sur f ace r ef l ect i ng onl y t he awf ul t er r or of what i t had once t r i ed t o name.

What i s i nt er est i ng about cr i t i cal t heor y and st r uct ur al i smt oget her ( at l east ,
i n t he medi umof Baudr i l l ar d) i s t he di l at i on of t hei r t heor i es of t he obj ect . A
r eadi ng of Baudr i l l ar d makes one want t o r et ur n t o t hese t r adi t i ons si mpl y t o
l i st en t o t he way obj ect s ar e t al ked about . Baudr i l l ar d caught t hi s el ement i n
t hei r di scour se ear l y on,5 and devel oped i t r api dl y . Armed wi t h j ust t he t wo



POWERANDSEDUCTI ON

t heor et i cal l anguages, t he neo- Mar xi an and t he st r uct ur al i st , he abandoned
hi msel f t o t he wor l d of t hi ngs .

 

-
Jean Baudr i l l ar d has a knack f or a ki nd of McLuhanesque " i n dept h

par t i ci pat i on, " and he t ur ns t he t wo t heor et i cal l anguages i nt o qui t e pr eci se
t ool s of descr i pt i on whi ch evoke t he obj ect wor l d wi t h amazi ng poet i cal f or ce and
t ensi on. Al t hough i n t he endhe vi r t ual l y dest r oys bot h st r uct ur al i smand cr i t i cal
t heor y ( somet hi ng Baudr i l l ar d does t o al most ever yt hi ng he t ouches) , he has
managed t o ext r act and del i ver a l ot of what i s i nt er est i ng i n t he t wo t r adi t i ons
bef or e br i ngi ng t hemi nt o mut ual di sr eput e. Most of t hi s mat er i al has t o do wi t h
obj ect s .

Bef or e Baudr i l l ar d cr i t i cal t heor y had a gr eat deal t o say expl i ci t y about
obj ect s, whi ch i s odd because cr i t i cal t heor y has al ways cl ai med t o be mor e
concer ned wi t h t he f at e of subj ect s . I t can be ar gued, however , t hat cr i t i cal
t heor y has ver y l i t t l e of val ue t o say about subj ect s . Accor di ng t o cr i t i cal
t heor i st s, subj ect s ar e bei ngs t hat make t hi ngs ; t hey exper i ence a wor l d ( usual l y
one t hey have made t hemsel ves wi t hout knowi ng i t ) ; t hey t r ansf er t hei r f eel i ngs
ont o t he wor l d, and t hey i nt er nal i ze aut hor i t y . I n ot her wor ds, subj ect s ar e
bei ngs who ( accor di ng t o cr i t i cal t heor y) pr oduce, pr oj ect and i nt r oj ect .

St r uct ur al i st s ar en' t much bet t er on t hi s scor e, al t hough on t he sur f ace t hey
may appear t o be mor e sophi st i cat ed. Usual l y, a st r uct ur al i st begi ns by ar gui ng
t hat t he subj ect i s not an ont ol ogi cal cat egor y . Ther e i s some val ue i n t hi s
ar gument . But t hen t he st r uct ur al i st s go on t o i mpl y t hat subj ect s ar e not
epi st emol ogi cal cat egor i es ei t her . They do t hi s by ar gui ng t hat t he subj ect i s
" decent er ed" . Thi s i s t r ue, but not ver y i nt er est i ng by i t sel f , and not ver y
di f f er ent f r om what cr i t i cal t heor y has al r eady sai d. Af t er al l , what does
decent er i ng mean, i f not pr oduci ng, pr oj ect i ng and i nt r oj ect i ng? The onl y
di f f er ence i s t hat cr i t i cal t heor y di sappr oves of i bi s sor t of het er onomy, and
want s t o get r i d of i t , wher eas st r uct ur al i smt hi nks i t i s a good t hi ng, and want s t o
ext end i t . Bot h t r adi t i ons agr ee t hat t he subj ect ' s exper i ence i s f al se, but not on
t he r easons why . Ther e i s not hi ng newi n t hese ar gument s, t aken by t hemsel ves,
but somet hi ng qui t e i nt er est i ng happens when Baudr i l l ar d pl ays t hemof f , one
agai nst t he ot her .

 

'
Baudr i l l ar d i s usual l y t hought of as a st r uct ur al i st or a post - st r uct ur al i st

t hi nker r at her t han as a cr i t i cal t heor i st i n t he t r adi t i on of t he Lukacs/ Fr ankf ur t
School . But i n f act , he r emai ns deepl y i nvol ved i n t he l at t er t r adi t i on. I t i s t r ue
t hat he has made hi s name as a debunker of Teut oni c t heor y and i s not abl e f or
bei ng openl y ant i - di al ect i cal . But Baudr i l l ar d i s not j ust cont r a Mar x : he i s al so
cont r a Foucaul t , cont r a Saussur e, cont r a Levi - St r auss, cont r a Fr eud, cont r a
Del euze, et c . I n f act , Baudr i l l ar d i s agai nst any t hi nker whose i deas he t akes
ser i ousl y . To use a wor d of Mar x' s, he i s a " count er dependent " t hi nker . Hi s
ar gument s near l y al ways dependon t he cr edi bi l i t y of t he cat egor i es of t he ot her
t hi nker s he def i nes hi msel f agai nst . Thi s f eat ur e of Baudr i l l ar d' s di scour se i s
qui t e t ypi cal of cr i t i cal t heor y, and secr et l y di al ect i cal . Per haps he i s sayi ng t hat
i f di al ect i cs ar e not , i n hi s vi ew, an i nt r i nsi c pr oper t y of t he wor l d, t hey ar e
cer t ai nl y a f eat ur e of di scour se about subj ect s and obj ect s . At any r at e, when
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Baudr i l l ar d l aunches hi s cr i t i que of cr i t i que i n TheMi r r or of Pr oduct i on, hi s t one i s
not so much t hat of a dyed- i n- t he-wool st r uct ur al i st as t hat of a cr i t i cal t heor i st
denounci ng hi msel f .

Ther e i s anot her , mor e f undament al r eason why Baudr i l l ar d shoul d be
consi der ed a cr i t i cal t heor i st . I n f i f t een year s, si nce hi s f i r st soci ol ogi cal
publ i cat i ons, whi ch wer e a r evi ewof McLuhan' s Under st andi ng Medi al and hi s
ownLesyst emedesobj et s, Baudr i l l ar d has not wr i t t en a si ngl e t hi ngwhi chwas not
anat t empt t o el abor at e a t heor y of r ei f i cat i on a l a Lukacs, Hor khei mer , Ador no,
Mar cuse- wi t h a st r ong dose of Benj ami n. Thet heor y of r ei f i cat i on i s of cour se
a st or y about a st r uggl e bet ween subj ect s andobj ect s i nwhi ch obj ect s appear , i f
onl y t empor ar i l y, t o havegai ned t he upper hand. Br oadl y, a t heor y of r ei f i cat i on
i s not onl y a t heor y of mi spl aced concr et eness or of f al se obj ect i vi t y ( whi ch
i mpl i es a f al se subj ect i vi t y, of cour se) ; i t goes f ur t her and cl ai ms t hat when
obj ect s ar emi sunder st ood i n t hi s way, t heyr et ur n t o haunt t he subj ect and spoi l
hi s whol eexper i ence. The t heor y of r ei f i cat i on whi chBaudr i l l ar d wor ks wi t h has
def i ni t e r oot s whi ch go al l t he way back t o Geor g Lukacs and Kar l Mar x . Li ke
Lukacs' i mpor t ant wor k, al l of Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k i s a medi t at i on on Mar x' s
t heor y of commodi t y f et i shi sm. Thi s makes Baudr i l l ar d a cr i t i cal t heor i st . Ther e
i s not hi ng mor e essent i al t o cul t ur al Mar xi smt han t he t heor y of r ei f i cat i on,
whi ch at r oot i s al ways based on t he i dea t hat t he st r uct ur e of t he commodi t y i s
i n some way t he abst r act essence of capi t al i st l i f e . I f i n hi s l at er wor k
Baudr i l l ar d seems t o par t mor e and mor e wi t h t he r at i onal i t y of cr i t i cal t heor y
and i t s i nt er est i n t he emanci pat i on of subj ect s, I t hi nk i t i s because hi s t heor y
has devel oped gr adual l y i nt o somet hi ng qui t e di f f er ent f r omt he t r adi t i onal
cr i t i cal t heor y of r ei f i cat i on : i t has t ur ned i nt o what Baudr i l l ar d now cal l s
" si mul at i on" . But t hi s i s st i l l a t heor y of r ei f i cat i on .

I n or der t o expl ai n t hi s devel opment , i t i s usef ul t o r et ur n t o Baudr i l l ar d' s
ver y cl ear anal ysi s i n Cr i t i que of t hePol i t i cal Economy of t heSi gn? The ar gument i s
qui t e compl ex, and i t depends f i r st of al l on a r eadi ng of Mar x' s t heor y of
commodi t y f et i shi sm.

Mar x ar gued t hat obj ect s ( i . e . , pr oduced goods, or use val ues) ar e t ur ned i nt o
commodi t i es when t hey acqui r e t hr ough a - compl i cat ed soci o- hi st or i cal
devel opment t he addi t i onal char act er i st i c of exchange val ue . Apar t f r omt he
det ai l s whi chmake t hi s devel opment speci f i cal l y capi t al i st , onecansay t hat , i n
Mar x, t o t he ext ent t hat obj ect s seemt o become pur e exchange val ues, t hey ent er
i nt o a syst em, t he commodi t y syst em, whi ch appear s t o act i ndependent l y of
t hei r pr oducer s and consumer s . The or i gi n of obj ect s i n l abour and t hei r
pur pose i n sat i sf yi ng needs t end t o be obscur ed f r ompubl i c vi ew. Thi s i s t he
ar gument t hat Lukacs el abor at ed i nt o t he t heor y of r ei f i cat i on. 8 I t cl ai ms t hat
t hi s f al se and bor r owed power of obj ect s can oper at e on t hr ee and per haps even
f our l evel s : 1) t he soci o- economi c ; 2) t he epi st emol ogi cal ; 3) t he pr act i cal ; and
4) somet i mes al so t he er ot i c .

Thr ough t he l ens of cr i t i cal t heor y, Mar x can be r ead as havi ng sai d or near l y
havi ng sai d: 1) t hat soci al bei ngs ar e depr i ved of t hei r soci al gr oundby a pr ocess
of ext r act i on, whi ch r obs t hemof economi c power ; 2) t hat t hey ar e t her eby al so
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depr i ved of t hei r ( soci al ) knowl edge by a pr ocess of abst r act i on whi ch i s i nduced
by t he syst emat i c and obj ect i vi st i c qual i t y of exchange val ue; 3) havi ng been
economi cal l y r educed and cogni t i vel y seduced, peopl e begi n t o f or get how t o
r espond: t hey can no l onger act or r eci pr ocat e . They can onl y r eact t owhat i s
" gi ven" , as i f what i s gi ven wer e an i nt r act abl e " second nat ur e" . 9 And f i nal l y,
4) wemi ght add, f ol l owi ng t he ar gument s of many cr i t i cal t heor i st s, t hat t her e i s
a f our t h di mensi on t o t he ef f ect s of r ei f i cat i on - t he one t hat I have descr i bed as
er ot i c . Soci al bei ngs not onl y t end t o l ose t hei r power t o be, t o per cei ve and t o
act : r ei f i cat i on al so neut r al i zes or r est r i ct s or damages t hei r abi l i t y t o f ant asi ze,
whi ch l i es at t he ver y r oot of ever ybody' s abi l i t y t o t hi nk .

Of cour se, t hi s l ast di mensi on owes somet hi ng t o Fr eud. Al l t ol d, r ei f i cat i on
amount s t o a ver y ser i ous char ge t o make agai nst anybody, l et al one a whol e
soci et y . I t means t hat commodi t y f et i shi sm- or i f you l i ke, f al sel y per cei ved
obj ect s - ar e sucha power f ul f or ce t hat t hey penet r at e deepl y enough i nt o t he
l i ves of i ndi vi dual subj ect s t o cont r ol t hei r i nner wor l ds . I t sound l i ke apar anoi d
f ant asy, l i ke somet hi ng Judge Schr eber mi ght have t hought up.
Nowt her e ar e t wo t hi ngs about t hi s t heor y of r ei f i cat i on t hat ar e i mpor t ant

t o not e . The f i r st i s t hat i t i s har d t o i magi ne howcr i t i cal t heor y coul d ever do
wi t hout i t , f or t he not i ont hat t he commodi t y f ormsomehowcongeal s al l t he bad
cont i ngenci es of an hi st or i cal er a i s f undament al . How can cr i t i cal t heor y
cont i nue t o be cr i t i cal i n t he absence of some such hypot hesi s? The second i s
t hat i t i s har d t o i magi ne howt he t heor y of r ei f i cat i on coul d possi bl y be t r ue .

Now, t hese quest i ons have beenr ai sed i n away t hat i s obvi ousl y sl ant ed f or
t he pur pose of di scussi on Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k . Some det ai l may bedi st or t ed, but
t he under l yi ng i ssues ar e f undament al , and Baudr i l l ar d has r esponded t o t hem
i n a hi ghl y or i gi nal way whi ch i s st i l l coher ent wi t h t he cr i t i cal t r adi t i on.
Equi pped wi t h t he t heor et i cal l anguage of st r uct ur al i smandsome i nsi ght s f r om
Fr enchwr i t er s such as Bat ai l l e and Foucaul t , Baudr i l l ar d waded i nt o somever y
deepwat er i ndeed i n t hemi d 1970' s, and he t ook cr i t i cal t heor y al ongwi t h hi m. 10
Ther e was somet hi ng qui t e i nnocent about t hi s at t he begi nni ng. I n hi s 1967
r evi ewof McLuhan, he sai d t hat whenyougener al i ze t he sl ogan " t hemedi umi s
t he message" you have t he " ver y f ormul a of al i enat i on i n a t echni cal soci et y" .
He was i nt er est ed i n l ooki ng at t he commodi t y as a medi umof soci al val ues and
as a model of publ i c di scour se . The i dea was ver y si mpl e.

Al l t hat Baudr i l l ar d di d, i n f act , was t o poi nt out t hat t he obj ect becomes a
commodi t y not onl y by vi r t ue of bei ng an exchange val ue, t o be measur ed and
exchanged agai nst ot her exchange val ues ; t he obj ect i s al so and especi al l y a
commodi t y because i t i s asi gn . , I ( Thi s seems so obvi ous t o many of us nowt hat
per haps i t shoul d be di sput ed i n or der t o make t he whol e di scussi on mor e
i nt er est i ng. ) I t means of cour se t hat t he commodi t y i s a si gni f i er and a si gni f i ed,
wi t h al l t he f eat ur es of abst r act i on, r educt i on, equi val ence, di scr et eness and
i nt er changeabi l i t y i mpl i ed i n t he Saussur eant heor y of t he si gn. Acommodi t y i s
not j ust anexchange val uewhi chobscur es i t s or i gi n i n l abour as anobj ect of , by
and f or ut i l i t y ; i t i s an obj ect whi chhas been i nser t ed as an ar bi t r ar y t ermi nt o a
pur el y sel f - r ef er ent i al syst emof si gni f i er s whi chdeci des t he obj ect ' s meani ng
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bef or e anyonecanpossess i t or consume i t or gi ve i t away . Thecommodi t y i s an
obj ect i n a syst emof obj ect s ; i t i s consumed as a si gn of t hat syst em.

Baudr i l l ar d cal l s t hi s phenomenon t he " si gn- obj ect " . He r epl aces Mar x' s
not i on of t he commodi t y f orm(whi ch i s a soci al f ormt endi ng t o obscur e t he
obj ect ' s cont ent ) wi t h t he i dea of an "obj ect - f orm" . Thi s obj ect f ormi s al so a
soci al f orm, l i ke Mar x' s commodi t y, but i t hasmuchdeeper i mpl i cat i ons . What
i t " vei l s i n myst er y" i s not t he obj ect ' s r eal val ue: i t s or i gi n i n l abour and i t s
f i nal i t y i n t he moment of consumpt i on - i . e . , i t s use val ue. What t he obj ect
f ormconceal s i s t he obj ect ' s own "nul l i t y" . The commodi t y i s a r es nul l a : a
symbol i c absence. Or t o put i t anot her way, t he obj ect f orm( t he commodi t y as
si gn) exhaust s and evacuat es t he soci al space i t occupi es . I t hi des t he f act t hat
i t s meani ng does not exi st i n a r el at i onshi p bet ween peopl e (what Baudr i l l ar d
woul d cal l Symbol i c Exchange) , but i n t he i nner r el at i ons of si gns and
commodi t i es among t hemsel ves . 1z

As a st r uct ur al model of r ei f i cat i on, t hi s " obj ect - f orm" i s a much mor e
r adi cal hypot hesi s . I t cut s deeper and get s t o t he ' r eal ' sub- st r at umof t he soci al
obj ect : i t s use val ue. Wi t h t he l ogi c of si gni f i cat i on as hi s t ool , Baudr i l l ar d pr i es
apar t t he bundl e of r el at i ons whi ch const i t ut e t he commodi t y, onl y t o di scover
t hat use val ue does not desi gnat e t he ot her ness of pol i t i cal economy at al l , but
i t s i deol ogi cal gr oundwor k . For i ncl uded i n t he obj ect f ormi s pr eci sel y t he
assumed f unct i onal i t y and ut i l i t y of commodi t i es t hat Mar x had want ed t o
r est or e t o soci et y by l i ber at i ng t he means of pr oduct i on and abol i shi ng
exchange val ue. Accor di ng t o Baudr i l l ar d, use val ue i s si mpl y a pr oduct of t he
al i enat ed syst emof exchange i t sel f . I t i s not t he meani ngof t he obj ect , anymor e
t han t he si gni f i ed i s t he meani ng of t he si gn: i t i s t he ef f ect of t he pl ay of
si gni f i er s . To use a phr ase of Ador no, use val ue i s not t he "non- i dent i cal si de" of
t he obj ect ; i t i s not a moment of par t i cul ar i t y or of qual i t y, such as mi ght be
f ound out si de t he f ormi n t he ' r eal ' act of " consumpt i on" . Per haps t hi s expl ai ns
t he somewhat st r ai ned at mospher eof t he Fr ankf ur t School ' s at t empt s t o expl ai n
t he f et i shi zat i on of cul t ur e i n t erms of exchange val ue. 13 For use val ue t ur ns out
t o bean al i bi f or t he exchange val ue syst em, r at her t han i t s hi dden or r epr essed
t r ut h. I t does not escape t he l ogi c of r educt i on, equi val ence and f ungi bi l i t y
i mposed by pol i t i cal economy . On t he cont r ar y, i t i s pol i t i cal economy - i t s
i deal and i deol ogi cal r ef er ent . 14

Theconsequenceof t hi s ar gument , of cour se, i s gr adual l y t o shi f t t he st ance
of t r adi t i onal cr i t i cal t heor y away f r om ant i - obj ect i vi sm t o an i nt ensi f i ed
cr i t i que of nat ur al i sm. Event ual l y Baudr i l l ar d wi l l car r y t hi s f or war d f r omt he
nat ur al i smof Pol i t i cal Economy andMar x' s cr i t i que of i t t o t he f unct i onal i smof
t he Bauhaus, t o t he nat ur al i sm of t he unconsci ous i n var i ous school s of
t hought , f r omSur r eal i smon t o Del euze, and f i nal l y t o t he "hyper - r eal i t y" ( as
Baudr i l l ar d cal l s i t ) of const i t ut ed sel f - r egul at i ng syst ems, whi ch r ange f r omt he
nat ur al i zat i on of coded di f f er ence i n mol ecul ar bi ol ogy ( DNA) t o t he cyber net i c
desi gn of soci al l i f e i t sel f . 1s

But t he cr i t i que of t he pol i t i cal economy of t he si gnr emai ns t he cent r epi ece
of Baudr i l l ar d' s wor k . One cannot r ead hi s ear l i er books on obj ect s and
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consumpt i on wi t hout ant i ci pat i ng t hi s r e- eval uat i on of al l soci o- economi c
val ues . The new model of r ei f i cat i on t hat emer ges t r ansf orms t he whol e
pr obl emat i c of t he commodi t y, whi ch has been t he cor e of cr i t i cal t heor y and
cul t ur al Mar xi smsi nce Lukacs . And al l of Baudr i l l ar d' s subsequent wor k f l ows
f r omt hi s concept ual r eal i gnment . The key t o i t , of cour se, was t o r ead semi ol ogy
r i ght i nt o t he pr ocess of pol i t i cal economy, t o f i nd t he l ogi c of si gni f i cat i on i n
t he ver y st r uct ur e of t he commodi t y . What i s i mpor t ant t o gr asp, however , i s t hat
t hi s i s not j ust anot her synt hesi s . Ther e havebeenpl ent y of at t empt s t o combi ne
Mar x and Fr eud. Baudr i l l ar d' s i nspi r at i on was di f f er ent . He want ed t o use
st r uct ur al i st t heor y as t he mi met i c descr i pt i on l anguage of r ei f i cat i on as such.
I n Baudr i l l ar d, t he Saussur ean model of l anguage r eal l y becomes t he act i on
l anguage of t he commodi t y ; and t he appar ent sel f - suf f i ci ency of t he st r uct ur al i st
model of t he si gn del i neat es f or hi m t he f orm of r ei f i cat i on as a soci al
phenomenon. An i nt er est i ng consequence of t hi s i n t he l at er books, begi nni ng
wi t h LEchange symbol i que et l a mor t , i s t hat t he equat i on commodi t y = si gn =
rei f i cat i on evol ves wi t h t he i nt er nal t r ansf ormat i ons of t he t heor y of t he si gn. As
semi ol ogy begi ns t o devour i t s own t ai l i n post - st r uct ur al i st di scour se and i n t he
wor k of Der r i da i n par t i cul ar , t he t heor et i cal descr i pt i on l anguage of st r uct ur al i st
di scour se i s no l onger pr oj ect ed i nt o t he commodi t y, but hypot het i cal l y
r eembodi ed as t he pur emedi umof r ei f i cat i on, so t hat t he opaque i nvol ut i ons of
t heor et i cal l anguage come t o ser ve as t he per f ect l y t r anspar ent and unwi t t i ng
sur f ace of soci al r eal i t y . 1b Baudr i l l ar d cal l s t hi s i nvol ut i on, " si mul at i on" , whi ch
i s not hi ng ot her t han r ei f i cat i on as t ot al semi osi s, whi chnowi ncl udes t he body
- or cor pse - of soci al t heor y i t sel f .

I f t he cut t i ng edge of t hi s concept ual r econf i gur at i on i s Baudr i l l ar d' s
at t empt t o i nt r oduce t he quest i on of meani ng t o Mar xi an di scour se, t hi s does
not mean t hat he i s abl e t o t el l us so much about t he nat ur e of soci al l i f e t oday
t hat we mi ght not al r eady have guessed. For t hi s cut t i ng edge i s t ur ned al most
compl et el y i nwar ds, t owar d cr i t i cal t heor y . Looki ng t hr ough t he cl osi ng pages
of Le syst eme t i es obj et s or La soci et e de consommat i on, t he ear l y wor ks, we al r eady
f i nd a host of di scl ai mer s whi ch t est i f y, somet i mes i n a br i l l i ant way, t o t he
pr of ound moment of sel f - doubt i n t he act of cr i t i que . What i s r el at i vel y newi n
Baudr i l l ar d i s t he r ecogni t i on t hat t hi s moment of doubt r edeems t he
r ecal ci t r ant obj ect , and t hat t her e i s no sal vat i on wi t hout t he obj ect . The
anal ysi s of consumpt i on begs t he quest i on of i nt er pr et at i on; i t f or ces cr i t i cal
t heor y up agai nst t he consequences : i t ' s i nt er pr et at i on or di e. ) r change
symbol i que or l a Mor t .
The f act t hat cr i t i cal t heor y has syst emat i cal l y avoi ded t hi s quest i on i s no-

wher e mor e obvi ous t han i n t he t r adi t i onal t heor y of r ei f i cat i on, or mor e
pr eci sel y, i n t he doct r i ne of commodi t y f et i shi sm, whi chunder l i es al l of cr i t i cal
t heor y' s and cul t ur al Mar xi sm' s vi si on of t he moder n age . Mar x was never
i nt er est ed, i n t he i nt er pr et at i on of commodi t i es . He was concer ned wi t h t hei r
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"hi st or i cal char act er " , but not wi t h t hei r "meani ng" , whi ch he di smi ssed as an
i l l usi on i n t he ear l y chapt er s of Capi t al . 17 We can har dl y bl ame Mar x f or not
bei ng at t r act ed t o t he pr obl em, but i t i s di f f i cul t t o f or gi ve t he Fr ankf ur t School ,
whi chpr of essed t o be concer ned wi t h cul t ur e . For what t hey f ai l t o achi eve, on
t he whol e, i s any char i t abl e under st andi ng of t he r ol e of t hi ngs i n t he l i ves of
peopl e. I nst ead, t he st andar d di scour se of cr i t i cal t heor y i s l aced wi t h ol d
Chr i st i an sent i ment s about peopl e dest r oyi ng t hei r soul s by wor shi ppi ng
power s t hey do not under st and because t hey havepr oj ect ed t hemont o mat er i al
obj ect s . Thi s i s anot her way of sayi ng t hat peopl e ar ewor shi ppi ng a f al se god, a
gr aven i mage. Ador no was somet hi ng of an except i on t o t hi s at t he t heor i t i cal
l evel , but he was j ust as i nt ol er ant i n pr act i ce . He descr i bed j azz ent husi ast s as
" t empl e sl aves" pr ost r at i ng t hemsel ves "bef or e t he t heol ogi cal capr i ces of
commodi t i es" . Hedescr i bed peopl e goi ng t o a Toscani ni concer t as wor shi ppi ng
t he money t hey had spent on t he t i cket . Thi s i s t he t heor y of commodi t y
f et i shi sm. I t i s par t of a ki nd of r el i gi ous or mor al cont r over sy, a sor t of
monot hei st i c at t ack on ani mi sm.
Whencr i t i cal t heor y i s at i t s wor st , what i t want s, what i t st r i ves f or , i s a wor l d

wi t hout obj ect s . Thepr oj ect ed i deal i s a ki ngdomof ends, t he endof medi at i on.
Ther e i s not hi ng out si de absol ut e spi r i t anyway . I t does not i nt er pr et ; i t decr ees .
The t r adi t i onal t heor y of r ei f i cat i on i mpl i es t hat so l ong as t he t ot al i t y r emai ns
i naccessi bl e i n i t s t ot al i t y t o t he subj ect , t he subj ect has been depr i ved of i t s
essence. I t i s a vi si on of soci al r eal i t y whi ch t ends t o equat e emanci pat i on wi t h
omni pot ence .

I nt er pr et at i on i s i mpossi bl e f or cr i t i cal t heor y dur i ng t hese bad t heor et i cal
moment s because i t does not appr ove of peopl e endowi ngobj ect s wi t hmagi cal
pr oper t i es, or pr oj ect i nghumanqual i t i es ont o t hewor l d of t hi ngs . I nst ead, t hey
ar e expect ed t o exer ci se magi cal cont r ol over obj ect s . Thi s i s wr i t t en di r ect l y
i nt o t he t heor y of commodi t y f et i shi sm. Obj ect s can onl y have use val ue;
ever yt hi ng el se i s myst i f i cat i on. As, soon as peopl e at t ach meani ng t o t hi ngs,
t hey pl ummet i nt o f al se consci ousness . The endof r ei f i cat i on woul damount t o
r at i onal knowl edge of t he t ot al i t y . Peopl e woul d have t ot al l y t r anspar ent
r el at i ons wi t h eachot her , ei t her because t her ewoul dbenoobj ect s t o get i n t he
way, or because obj ect s woul d onl y exi st i nsof ar as t hey wer e r at i onal l y
di st r i but ed accor di ng t o need ( pr esumabl y f r oma cent r e) , or because t hey ar e
onl y obj ect s of di si nt er est ed aest het i c r ef l ect i on, a t ype of r el at i onshi p t o an
obj ect whi chpr esumabl y does no harmt o t he spi r i t . Thi s i s why Mar x must have
pr ef er r ed capi t al i smt o f eudal i sm: i t was mor e r at i onal , i t made t he r eal soci al
r el at i ons cl ear er , t her e was l ess meani ng t o cl oud t he vi si on. 19 On t hi s vi ew,
commodi t y f et i shi sm i s si mpl y a r esi due of t he ol d bar bar i c consci ousness .
The commodi t y el l i ci t s a sor t of soci al pr oj ect i on whi ch di sgui ses t he r eal
r el at i ons under pi nni ng i t . The obj ect hi des soci al r eal i t y. I t must beel i mi nat ed.

Baudr i l l ar d' s cr i t i que of t he si gn t r i es t o cut t hr ough al l t hi s met aphysi cs .
Rei f i cat i on ceases t o be amyst i cal vei l , a t r i ck of consci ousness, an al i enat i on of
t he subj ect ' s power , t he r obber y of an essence, or a pr i mi t i ve pr oj ect i on based
on i gnor ance. I nst ead i t i s a posi t i ve pr esence i n i t s own r i ght . I t i s physi cal and
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i t i s or gani zed i n a descr i babl e way . I t doesn' t hi de soci al r el at i ons ; i f anyt hi ng, i t
i s a t endency t o pr event t hemf r omoccur i ng. The sel f - suf f i ci ent obj ect demands
a sel f - suf f i ci ent subj ect . Thi s aut onomi zat i on and soci al i sol at i on i s achi eved
t hr ough what Baudr i l l ar d cal l s t he " semi ol ogi cal r educt i on" , whi ch er odes t he
possi bi l i t y of symbol i c exchange. Wher e t he commodi t y i s, t her e t he subj ect
shal l not be. But t hi s i s not t he sameas Mar xi an f et i shi sm. I t i s t he opposi t e, f or
t he pr obl emwi t h t he commodi t y as a syst emi c obj ect i s not , accor di ng t o
Baudr i l l ar d, t hat peopl e at t ach emot i onal i mpor t ance t o i t , but pr eci sel y t hat
t hey cannot , because t he commodi t y i s al r eady a si gn. The l ogi c of si gni f i cat i on
i s no l onger somet hi ng t o be i gnor ed because i t i s a super st r uct ur al aspect of
t hi ngs whi ch conceal s amor epr of ound economi c l ogi c, as cr i t i cal t heor y once
bel i eved; t he l ogi c of si gni f i cat i on l i es, as Baudr i l l ar d wr i t es, at t he " ver y hear t of
t he commodi t y" . Andbecause t he si gn- obj ect i s syst emi c, i t comes wi t h i t s pl ay
of meani ngs al r eady coded. So t he pr obl emof r ei f i cat i on, at l east at t he cul t ur al
l evel , i s not t hat peopl e have pr oj ect ed t hei r power s ont o t hi ngs, but r at her t hat
obj ect s have become i ncr easi ngl y cl osed of f f r omhuman i nt er act i on i n t hei r
syst emat i c sel f - r ef er ent i al pl ay . Peopl e pr obabl y have an i ncor r i gi bl e t endency
t o " f et i shi ze" obj ect s anyway ; but t he l ogi c of si gni f i cat i on bl ocks even t hi s
symbol i c r el at i on, and i nvi t es peopl e t o f et i shi ze syst ems of r el at i onshi p whi ch
ar e abst r act and wi t hout much per sonal si gni f i cance .. Thi s, I bel i eve, i s what
Baudr i l l ar dmeans by t he par adox t hat consumpt i on has t ur ned i nt o a" syst emof
i nt er pr et at i on" wi t hout meani ng?0 Ther e i s no meani ng because t her e i s no
symbol i c exchange. The symbol i c i s al ways about t he pot ent i al i t y of a
r el at i onshi p . Thesemi ur gy of soci al obj ect s r educes t he avai l abi l i t y of t hi ngs f or
medi at i ng soci al r el at i ons ( symbol i c exchange) and assi gns t hemt o medi at i ng
syst ems of si gns i nst ead . I f commodi t y f et i shi sm exi st s, i t i s because i n our
cul t ur e t he obj ect has become t oo r at i onal : commodi t i es come pr e- f et i shi zed .

Tr adi t i onal cr i t i cal t heor y has t ended t o par ody t he pat t er n of r ei f i cat i on t hat
Baudr i l l ar d descr i bes t o t he ext ent t hat i t hol ds out t he vague pr omi se of
r et ur ni ng t o awor l d of si mpl e obj ect s admi ni st er ed by si mpl e subj ect s . But t her e
can be nosuchwor l d. I n t he spher e of cul t ur e, obj ect s ar e never obj ect i ve - but
t hen t hey ar e usual l y not subj ect i ve ei t her : t hey ar e nei t her neut r al or nat ur al
f act s nor hal l uci nat i ons . Thi s i s even t r ue f or t he r eal f et i shi st . For t he
i nt er est i ng t hi ng about a f et i sh, pr esumabl y, i s t hat i t i s never cl ear what i t i s -
whet her i t i s r eal l y an obj ect or whet her i t i s par t of t he sel f . A f et i sh i s pr obabl y
undeci dabl e, and f or t hi s r eason, i t can be t hought of as exi st i ng i n a f r ee space
bet ween t he subj ect and t he obj ect . But f or t he f et i shi st , t hi s space i s char ged
wi t h an ext r aor di nar y amount of t ensi on. The f et i shi st cannot t ol er at e hi s
obj ect ' s ambi gui t y, and want s t o r esol ve i t . What mi ght havebeenasymbol , t he
symbol of a connect i on, has t ur ned i nt o a cur se of sor t s . The f et i shi st i s l i ke- a
l over whodoesn' t have a l over and t her ef or e, i n a sense, cannot have anobj ect
ei t her . He cannot shar e hi s f ai l ed desi r e t o mer ge wi t h hi s l over wi t h hi s l over ' s



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

f ai l ed desi r e t o mer ge wi t h hi m. He i s al one wi t h a t hi ng t hat i s not a t hi ng -
nei t her anot her nor hi msel f . He cannot whol l y .possess i t because i t i s not sel f
andhecannot abandon i t because i t i s not ot her . Thespacebet ween t he subj ect
and obj ect wher e t he . f et i sh obj ect osci l l at es so pai nf ul l y i s si mpl y t oo
danger ous . he want s somehow t o cl ose t hi s space, but he cannot , because
nei t her subj ect i vi t y nor r ei f i cat i on ar e ever compl et e except i n t he moment of
sui ci de .

Thenewmodel of r ei f i cat i on changes our vi ewof t he subj ect . The subj ect i s
no l onger a t heor y- pr axi s const r uct whose per cept i on i s cl oudedby t he t r i cker y
of t hi ngs . The subj ect i s nowan ambi val ent psychol ogi cal bei ng whose space
f or l i vi ng i s gr adual l y bei ng cl osed of f . Anot her way of sayi ng t hi s i s t hat t he
subj ect cannot be, and has not been, st r i ct l y demar cat ed f r omt he obj ect -
decoupe . The r eal mof f r eedomcannot be abst r act ed f r omand separ at ed f r om
t he r eal m of necessi t y, except as a si gn - but t hi s si gn happens t o be t he
ul t i mat e i l l usor y r ef er ent of t he i ndust r i al i zed wor l d, capi t al i st andcommuni st .
On t hi s quest i on, t he onl y di f f er ence bet ween t he gr eat bl ocks of pol i t i cal
economy l i es i n t hei r t heor i es of di st r i but i on: t he bur eaucr at i c ver si on i s qui t e a
bi t mor e obsessi ve about cont r ol l i ng obj ect s i n t he name of f r eedom.

The subj ect and t he obj ect . cannot f i nal l y be di st i ngui shed. They over f l ow
i nt o t he ambi guous space t hat exi st s bet ween t hem, wher epeopl e act ual l y l i ve,
and t hi ngs have meani ng. Thi s i s wher e cul t ur e t akes pl ace. I t cannot be wi shed
away . I t ' cannot be compl et el y dest r oyed i n awhol e soci et y, even by r ei f i cat i on .
I t canonl y bemor e or l ess r est r i ct ed, at t enuat ed, under t hr eat . We have l i ved i n
t hi s ambi guous space ever si nce wewer e chi l dr en, and wewi l l never succeed i n
compl et el y sor t i ng i t out i nt o t he cat egor i es of what i s pr oper l y subj ect andwhat
i s obj ect , or of what we act ual l y made or t hought up andwhat wesi mpl y f ound
by l uck or acci dent . Cr i t i cal t heor y demands of us an i mpossi bl e anddebi l i t at i ng
mat ur i t y . Werat i onal i ze t he ambi guous space asmuchas wecanandas muchas
we have t o, but we never do away wi t h i t because t henwewoul d not be abl e t o
l i ve, wewoul d have no wher e t o pl ay . Thi s i s what Baudr i l l ar d or i gi nal l y meant
by symbol i c exchange, and what he meant whenhe ar gued t hat t he l ogi c of t he
si gn er adi cat es t he soci al symbol i c . ( I cannot f i nd any ot her meani ng f or i t . ) So
r ei f i cat i on ceases t o be anyt hi ng l i ke t he obj ect ' s st ol en power s r et ur ni ng t o
haunt t he subj ect , andbecomes mor e l i ke t he r el at i ve cl osur e of a psychosoci al
space wher e, . t o bor r ow anot her phr ase of Ador no, we mi ght l i ve i n " harmony
wi t h t he obj ect " , and wi t h our own ambi val ence.

The psychoanal yst Wi nni cot t cal l ed t hi s i nt ermedi at e ar ea "pot ent i al space"
- i t i s wher e t he t r ansi t i onal obj ect exi st s f or t he chi l d, bet ween t hemor e or l ess
,' me" and t he mor e or l ess " not me" . The t r ansi t i onal obj ect i s not an el i mi nat i on
of di f f er ence. I t j ust l eaves t he par adox unr esol ved. z1 " Thi s pot ent i al space i s at
t he i nt er pl ay bet ween t her e bei ng not hi ng but me and t her e bei ng obj ect s and
phenomena out si de omni pot ent cont r ol " 22 The chi l d i s not chal l enged as t o t he
l ogi c of t he si t uat i on. I t 4s not expect ed t o deci dewhet her i t r eal l y concei ved t hi s
t hi ng, or whet her i t j ust f ound a t r i vi al pi ece of t he obj ect i ve wor l d t hat i t
suspect s i t cannot cont r ol . The chi l d i s al l owed t o have i t s i nt ense symbol i c
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exper i ence . Nobody t r i es t o def i ne t he obj ect . Nobody t el l s t he chi l d, " t hat ' s j ust
your i magi nat i on" , or . " t hat ' s j ust a bi t of di r t y ol d st uf f ed cl ot h" . The chi l d i s
al l owed t o pl ay .

The t r agedy of cr i t i cal t heor y i s t hat i t has never been abl e t o t heor i ze t hi s
pot ent i al , t r ansi t i onal , symbol i c space, al t hough i t has al ways beenconcer ned
wi t h i t . Cr i t i cal t heor y expect s so much f r omt he subj ect t hat i t can onl y expl ai n
away t he damageby at t r i but i ng f ant ast i c, demoni c power t o t he obj ect . I t l eaves
not hi nghuman i n bet ween. Ther e i s no possi bl e r esol ut i on but t he dest r uct i on
of one or t he ot her : t he deat h of t he subj ect or t he ni hi l at i ng absor pt i on of t he
obj ect ?3 I t i s i r oni c t hat i t was t he gr eat est of cr i t i cal t heor i st s, Theodor Ador no,
who pr esent ed t hese abst r act al t er nat i ves t o us most f or cef ul l y ; and yet i t was
al so he whogr asped t he l i f e- savi ng compr omi se i nt he "noni dent i cal si de of t he
obj ect " . The noni dent i cal si de of t he obj ect , or symbol i c exchange or t he
pot ent i al space of t he t r ansi t i onal obj ect ar e al l names f or a possi bi l i t y whi ch
must be kept open, and opened f ur t her i f r ei f i cat i on i s t o be def eat ed.

Let me suggest , br i ef l y, an ext ensi on of t hi s t hesi s . The t ermpot ent i al space
i mpl i es t hat t her e i s a dynami c gapbet ween t he t wo r el at i ve pol es t hat Wi nni cot t
- but al soHabermas - cal l t he subj ect i vewor l d andshar ed obj ect i ve r eal i t y -
or , i n Habermas' t erms, t he " i nner , pr i vat e wor l d" and t he "out er , publ i c wor l d" .
My addi t i onal r ef l ect i on i s t hat t hi s i nt ermedi at e di mensi on, t he wor l d whi ch
gr ows out of t he t r ansi t i onal obj ect , has t o be enr i chedand expanded bef or e any
i dea of a publ i cl y shar ed obj ect i ve wor l d such as Habermas envi si ons can be
const i t ut ed i n a genui ne and heal t hy way . Thi s i s a cr uci al i ssue f or cul t ur al
pol i t i cs because t her e can be no " i deal ( publ i c) speech si t uat i on" wi t hout a
f oundat i on t hat openl y and honest l y embodi es t he pr e- l ogi cal , symbol i c r oot of
act i on, r el at i onshi p and meani ng. Rei f i cat i on i s ul t i mat el y not hi ng mor e t han a
bet r ayal or deni al of t hi s soci al symbol i c r oot - whi ch i s why st r uct ur al i st
f ormal i smmakes such a good model of r ei f i ed cul t ur e?4

The mai n bat t l e amongcr i t i cal t heor i es and cul t ur al Mar xi sms t oday seems
t o be over t he def i ni t i on of t hi s pot ent i al space. Fr ench t heor y has occupi ed i t
and cal l ed val uabl e at t ent i on t o i t . My cr i t i ci smof t he NewFr ench Thought i s
si mpl y t hat i n havi ng cal l ed at t ent i on t o i nt ermedi at e ar eas of soci al exper i ence,
i t has hada t endency t o aut onomi ze t hemas unboundedmedi a (wi t hout subj ect
and obj ect ) , as pur e medi a wher e si gns l i t er al l y devour t hei r ownmeani ng. So
what I have been cal l i ng t r ansi t i onal space and what Baudr i l l ar d used t o cal l
symbol i c exchange, Foucaul t nowcal l s power , Del euze and Lacan cal l desi r e,
Der r i da cal l s t ext and Baudr i l l ar d cal l s si mul acr um. Ther e i s l i t t l e ef f or t i n t hese
t r aj ect or i es t o r ecover t he const r uct i ve pot ent i al of t he pr e- l ogi cal symbol i c
di mensi on of exper i ence. Ther e i s al t er nat i vel y a t endency t o st r ess t he
equi val ence of t hr ee al l - embr aci ng t erms : power = t ot al i t y = i r r at i onal i t y, f ul l
st op. Foucaul t and Baudr i l l ar d andDer r i da ul t i mat el y f ai l t o sol ve t he pr obl ems
of cr i t i que because t hey r epr oduce, i n t hei r aut onomous t heor et i cal model s of
" power " and " t ext " what Baudr i l l ar d had or i gi nal l y descr i bed as t he " ver y
f ormul a of al i enat i on i n a t echni cal soci et y" - The Medi umi s t he Message .
I nst ead of ar t i cul at i ng an al t er nat i ve, t hey r eembody t he ol d Hegel i an t heor y of
r ei f i cat i on t hey at t ack.
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The pr obl emwi t h Baudr i l l ar d' s l at er wor k - t he books t hat f ol l ow t he
Cr i t i que of t he Pol i t i cal Economy of t he Si gn and TheMi nor of Pr oduct i on - i s t hat
what began as a cr i t i que of nat ur al i st i c cat egor i es has gr own st eadi l y i nt o an
obsessi on, a ki nd of desi r e t o expungenat ur e i t sel f , or mor e pr eci sel y, t o conver t
i t i nt o an enormous and meani ngl ess cycl e of col l apsi ng cul t ur e . Baudr i l l ar d' s
si mul at i on i s j ust anot her wor d f or r ei f i cat i on ; i t i s a t ype. of r ei f i cat i on bear i ng
no r ef er ence t o any subj ect or obj ect , wi t hout any count er pr axi s . The
consequence i s t hat t heor y - even cr i t i cal t heor y - i s al ways f al t er i ng behi nd:
i t can onl y mi r r or what passes i t by, wi t h t he same ai ml essness of si mul at i on
i t sel f . Si mul at i on means t he deat h of pl ay i n t he t ot al omni pr esence of pl ay .
Baudr i l l ar d has aut onomi zed t he i nt ermedi at e ar ea and got t en l ost i n i t ,
f or get t i ng t he vi r t ual di f f er ence bet ween t he me and t he not me whi ch
st r uct ur es human pl ay . He has t ur ned cul t ur e i nsi de out and made i t a nat ur al
pr ocess . Pl ay has become si mpl y t he f unct i on of t he uni ver se. And so youhave
t he Fr ench I deol ogy, and Jacques Der r i da . Agai nst t hi s cat ast r ophe, Baudr i l l ar d
has onl y one st r at egy l ef t : symbol i c exchange, whi ch f i ndi ng t hat i t can no
l onger def i ne i t sel f i n opposi t i on t o t he si gn, abandons exchange f or absol ut e
i r r ever si bl e r ever si bi l i t y i n deat h; i n ot her wor ds, ni hi l i sm.

Baudr i l l ar d' s ar gument t hat r ei f i cat i on i s not f al se consci ousness but t he
syst emat i c cl osur e of aut ot el i c si gni f yi ng syst ems pr obabl y l eads f ai r l y
i nevi t abl y t o t hi s ni hi l i sm. But i t i s st i l l an i nt er est i ng ar gument because i t f or ces
cr i t i cal t heor y t o begi n t heor i zi ng t he ar ea of t r ansi t i onal phenomena. Whet her
i t i s t he commodi t y al one whi ch pr oduces t he soci al ef f ect of r ei f i ed
const r i ct i on or whet her t he commodi t y has onl y been t he most conveni ent
t heme f or a cr i t i cal hermeneut i c i s anot her quest i on. Ther e i s no i nher ent
r eason why t he pr obl emof r ei f i cat i on shoul d be posed excl usi vel y i n t erms of
consumpt i on . The poi nt of Baudr i l l ar d' s ar gument i s t hat we f eel not so much
myst i f i ed by t he commodi t y as excl uded by i t . We f eel excl uded f r omt he si gn
obj ect i n much t he same way t hat we f eel excl uded f r om ( and even host i l e
t owar d) a cl osed gr oupwi t h i t s excl usi vel y i nt er nal syst emof r ef er ence . Wet end .
t o get l ost i n such syst ems, however , because we f eel we have no choi ce : we
have t o have obj ect s, par t l y because we have t o have meani ng, and somet i mes
wewi l l t akewhat ever wecan get , even t hough nowadays we of t en don' t expect i t
t o be ver y si gni f i cant .

N

The i nt ent i on of t hi s paper can be summar i zed i n a sl i ght l y di f f er ent set of
t erms .

Cr i t i cal t heor y has t ended t o ski r t ar ound t he i ssue of i nt er pr et at i on . Ther e
ar e pl ent y of except i ons, wor k t hat comes out of Benj ami n f or exampl e, but on
t he whol e t hi s at l east has been my exper i ence of cr i t i cal di scour se . What t hi s
means i n knowl edge t erms i s t hat cr i t i cal t heor ywon' t come t o gr i ps wi t h t hef act
of uncer t ai nt y . Hence t he t r emendous r el uct ance, unt i l r ecent l y, t o open up
Mar x' s cat egor i es f or cul t ur al i nt er pr et at i on .
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I n psychoanal yt i c t erms, i nt er pr et at i on pr obabl y means l ear ni nghowt o l i ve
wi t h onesel f af t er one has t r i ed t o dest r oy t he obj ect . We al l t r y t o dest r oy t he
obj ect , even i f onl y i n f ant asy . Thewi sdomof Mel ani e Kl ei n and ot her s i s t hat i f
t he obj ect sur vi ves our bi t t er at t ack, t hen we can not onl y l ove t he obj ect , but
l ear n t o use i t as wel l . But bef or e we can achi eve al l t hi s, we have t o gr ant t he
obj ect j ust enough i ndependent exi st ence so t hat t he possi bi l i t y of i t s l oss i s
r eal , and we can l ear n t o mour n t hi s possi bl e l oss?5

Tr ue, t hi s means a ki nd of depr essi on. But depr essi on i s not so bad - i f we
have t he cour age t o r epai r t he damage i t was caused by . Af t er al l , we our sel ves
haveal r eady i magi ned t hi s dest r uct i on, per haps wi l l ed i t , wi t hout r eal i zi ng what
we wer e doi ng. The ver y i dea of our own dest r uct i ve pot ent i al makes us
par anoi d, because we di dn' t knowwhat i t meant unt i l we had t r i ed i t . But i f we
canbe so vi ol ent wi t hout meani ng i t , t hen so can ot her s, evenwhen t hey don' t
mean i t . Thi s i s t he essence of par anoi d t hi nki ng: t hey' r e out t o get me, even
t hough I knowt hey ar en' t .

Depr essi on i s much l ess cat ast r ophi c, t hough i t i s ver y pai nf ul . Recent
cr i t i cal t heor y i s a case - i n poi nt . Thi nk of t he t i t l es : Negat i ve Di al ect i cs . . . The
Tr agedy of Enl i ght enment . . . The Di al ect i c of Def eat . . . TheCr i t i cal Twi l i ght . . .
L' echange symbol i que et l a mor t . . . La St r at egi e f at al e . I t al l sounds depr essed.
But t hi s i s pr obabl y a heal t hy depr essi on, a r epar at i ve one, per haps a depr essi on
t hat wi l l l ead cr i t i cal t heor y t o shi f t i t s at t ent i on away f r omal l t he bad t hi ngs i t
want s t o get r i d of i n t he wor l d, and ont o t he newt hi ngs i t want s t o put i nt o i t .
Thi s i s not j ust a t her apeut i c suggest i on, i t i s a t act i cal necessi t y, because
cer t ai n t hi ngs wi l l never go away compl et el y, t hey can onl y be cr owded out by
somet hi ng bet t er . Por nogr aphy i s an excel l ent exampl e.

Cr i t i cal Theor y must t r y t o f i nd ways t o open up t r ansi t i onal ar eas of
exper i ence, so t hat we can al l br eat he mor e f r eel y . And so t hat event ual l y
pat er nal i st i c syst ems wi l l not be abl e t o t r ap us wi t h t he i mpossi bl e deci si on
whet her we made our own l i ves and l anguage, or whet her we j ust f ound t hemor
got t hemf r omsomebody el se and owe t hemback. But Cr i t i cal Theor y won' t
achi eve t hi s l evel of cr eat i vi t y unt i l i t admi t s i t i s (met aphysi cal l y?) depr essed -
because onl y t hen wi l l i t have t he i mpul se t o r epai r t he damage.

Ador nopr obabl y under st ood t hi s . Hewas so i mpr essedby hi s own vi ol ence
as he sawi t mi r r or ed i n t he vi ol ence ar ound hi mt hat he want ed al l of us t o get
down of f our " r oyal t hr ones" andcommunewi t h t he obj ect . But Ador no coul dn' t
t r ansl at e t hi s t heor et i cal under st andi ng i nt o pr act i ce. Nei t her have we -
t hough i n cer t ai nways as a gener at i onwemayhave begun i nt he 1960' s, wi t h t he
count er cul t ur e, and f emi ni sm. At any r at e, Ador no was pr obabl y t oo ol d, and
r el uct ant t o gi ve up hi s r age.

The possi bi l i t y of any f ut ur e pr act i ce, and t he key t o i nt er est i ng i nt er pr et at i ons,
wi l l depend on our r eal i zat i on t hat obj ect s ar e never si mpl y t her e t o be used i n
t he way we mer el y choose - f or i n t he l ast , dept h- psychol ogi cal anal ysi s, t hey
al ways r epr esent anot her per son, and t he i dea of a r el at i onshi p wi t h anot her
per son .
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Appendi x : Theses on Cr i t i cal Theor y

-

 

I
Af t er Mar x, Fr eud r evi ved t he whol e i dea of bad ani mal nat ur e as a ki nd of

psychi c myt h, and r esur r ect ed evi l as t he pol i t i cal pr obl em of human sel f -
def i ni t i on i n hi st or y . Mar x was r i ght t o have concent r at ed hi s at t ent i on on soci al
r el at i ons i nst ead, but Fr eud' s r egr essi on was al so ver y f r ui t f ul : i n t he end, he
saved t he i magi nat i on . Af t er Fr eud, bad ani mal nat ur e coul d be const r ued even
mor e f undament al l y as ' bad' r el at i ons bet ween i nt er nal obj ect s and t hei r spl i t -
of f , r epr essed ego count er par t s . Thi s does not mean, as a Mar xi st woul d say, t hat
bad soci al r el at i ons ar e si mpl y " r epr oduced" i n t he i ndi vi dual . Al t hough bad
ani mal nat ur e i s cer t ai nl y a ki nd of myt h, a hypost at i zat i on of bad r el at i ons i n
hi st or y, t he ego def enses ar e qui t e r eal .

Somet i mes t he " bad obj ect " has t o be t aken i nsi de i f t he possi bi l i t y of f ut ur e
l ove and pl easur e i s t o be pr eser ved somewher e i n t he i magi nat i on. We bl ame
our sel ves t o save ot her s and t hei r l ove; and t hen we bl ame ot her s t o save
our sel ves . I n al l t hi s ef f or t t o cont r ol and el i mi nat e pai n, l ove can wi t her . Thi s i s
a t r agedy t hat Mar x over l ooked.

The ego def enses ar e par t of t he di st i nct i ve or gani zat i on and ener gy of
psychi c r eal i t y . They ar e not ' cr eat ed' by bad r el at i ons, t hey ar e pr ovoked,
nur t ur ed, encr ust ed, moul ded - and t hey ar e power f ul i n t hei r own r i ght . At
r el at i vel y cr ude l evel s, t he f or mand per haps even t he cont ent of soci al l i f e ar e
r ecogni zabl y t hose of t he ego def enses, and t hi s i s especi al l y t r ue dur i ng ear l y
emot i onal mat ur at i on. They ar e cat al yzed pr ef i gur at i ons of human r el at i ons,
and psychoanal ysi s i s ver y l i t t l e or not hi ng at al l i f t hey cannot ul t i mat el y be
di st i ngui shed f r omt he behavi our i st t hesi s .

` I I
Cr i t i cal t heor y shoul d be mor e pl ayf ul .
The i nner wor l d i s f ant ast i c . I t i s al r eady i n f or mat i on bef or e cogni t i on, and

emot i on ar e pr epar ed t o j oi n i nt el l i gent l y wi t h t he envi r onment . The . i nner
wor l d, or psychi c r eal i t y, i s composed not of i mpul ses or " i nst i nct s" , but of
i nt er nal i zed r el at i ons, whi ch ar e not easi l y changed. Ver y ear l y on i n t hi s i nner
wor l d, t her e ar e at l east good and bad . Nei t her t he good nor t he bad can devel op
i nt o anyt hi ng r eal or r easonabl e i n l i f e i f t hey ar e not al l owed t o pl ay . But t he
f ant ast i c opposi t i on of t he good and t he bad can gener at e so much anxi et y t hat
pl ay seems i mpossi bl e.

I I I
Cr i t i cal t heor y i s i nsuf f i ci ent l y f ant ast i c .
Fant asy i s t hought and act i on bef or e t he i magi nat i on and t he wor l d have

mut ual l y adapt ed . Mel ani e Kl ei n, f ol l owi ng Fr eud, l i nked f ant asy and pl ay, and
t hen demonst r at ed an i nver se r el at i onshi p bet ween f ant asy and anxi et y . The
mor e of one, t he l ess of t he ot her . But t he r el at i onshi p i s not bal anced. An
i nhi bi t i on i n pl ay i s a si gn of anxi ous r i gi di t y ; but i t i s never cl ear howone
r ever ses t he al i gnment i n f avour of f ant asy and pl ay : why el abor at e a f ant asy
t hat pr ovokes anxi et y? Per haps i t wi l l come t r ue?
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I n t hi s way, psychoanal ysi s r est or es t he i magi nat i on t o t he l i f e of t he body
pol i t i c - but at t he pr i ce of i t s de- i deal i zat i on.

N
Fr eedomcan i ncr ease.
Ther e i s no l onger much r eason t o doubt t hat ear l y exper i ence (whi ch i s

t hankf ul l y st i l l beyond di r ect soci al cont r ol ) i s deci si ve i n t he f ormat i on of a
r eact i ve sel f gover ned by a compl i ant ego - or i n t he f ormat i on of i t s
al t er nat i ve, an act i ve sel f cent r ed on a cr i t i cal ego. Thepr obl emi s t hat wher e t he
al t er nat i ve i s not wel l - gr ounded i n psychi c r eal i t y, i t i s di f f i cul t t o choose i t
( of t enf or t he best of r easons) . Yet Sar t r e was pr obabl y r i ght t hat t he al t er nat i ve i s
st i l l a r eal choi ce. I t i s even a ki nd of choi ce i n a deat hcamp. St i l l , pur e
expr essi ons of f r eedom, however modest , ar e ver y har d t o r econci l e wi t h t he
cont i nui t i es of psychi c and soci al r eal i t y . The t her apeut i c l esson of psycho-
anal ysi s has beenf r omt hebegi nni ngt hat ever yr ecogni t i onor under st andi ng of
det ermi ni smi mpl i es anact or exper i ence of f r eedomandvi ce ver sa. Ther e i s no
necessi t y t o det ermi ni sm, but i t i s necessar y , t o be det ermi ned t o be f r ee.

V
Cr i t i cal t heor y i s gener at ed wi t hi n a ver y nar r owbandof humanexper i ence;

i t doesn' t cr eat e enough space f or i t sel f .
An unusual envi r onment i s r equi r ed i f t he act i ve, want i ng, wi l l i ng

t endenci es of a baby ar e t o be r econci l ed wi t h t he emot i onal chal l enge of
separ at i on and i ndi vi duat i on . I n t he absence of - such a t ender envi r onment ,
act i on, want i ng andwi l l i ng ar e l i kel y t o be spl i t - of f and hi dden away, r emai ni ng
f or ever i nf ant i l e and sor el y hel pl ess .

Nobody out l i ves t he pl easur e of bei ng al one, yet , st i l l i n t he saf e pr esence of
t he (m) ot her , once t hey have had i t . We ar e al ways i n t r ansi t i on and we al ways
cr eat e some ki nd of " space" f or t hi s pr ocess . I t cannot be pl ayed out .

VI
The f r agi l i t y of t he pot ent i al spacebet weent he subj ect and t he obj ect canbe

so at t enuat ed i n l i f e t hat pl ay becomes adesper at e ef f or t t o sust ai n t hemeani ng
of a f ewhar dened symbol s whi ch ar e easi l y coer ced andhar nessed. Thespace i n
whi ch t he uni t y of ear l i er and l at er exper i ence i s pr eser ved as t he gr owi ng f und
of t he sel f ' s l i f e i n t hewor l d and t he psyche' s l i f e on t he pl anet canbeover r un by
t he conquer i ng dr i ve of subj ect or obj ect , or col l apsed i n pat hol ogi cal i dent i t y,
omni pot ent f usi on, and t he l ogi c of def ensi ve cont r ol , none of whi ch ever
out l ast what t hey dest r oy . Cr i t i cal t heor y shoul d be muchmor eawar eof al l t hi s .

VI I
On t he ot her hand, t he unusual l y t ender envi r onment whi ch f ost er s t he

gr owt h of t he act i ve sel f i s pr eci sel y what makes t he pr ospect of separ at i on and
i ndi vuat i on so pai nf ul . I t i s ver y har d t o l ear n t o cr eat e t hi s envi r onment f or
onesel f , and har der f or soci et y . Acer t ai n amount of " aggr essi on" i s needed on
al l si des i f t he pr ocess i s t o be car r i ed t hr ough- a f act obser vabl e i n mammal s
gener al l y . But t he human psyche i s - i ni t i al l y so adapt i ve and r esponsi ve and
i nnat el y i nt r i cat e i n pot ent i al t hat i t s bi r t h i s never easi l y achi eved. "Nat ur e" has
r ef i ned a pr ocess of speci al i zed di f f er ent i at i on t o t he poi nt wher e not onl y i t s
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meani ng but i t s subst ance ar e ast oni shi ngl y symbol i c .
The pr i ce of i nt el l i gence i s pr obabl y symbol i sm whi ch t hr i ves on

i ndef i ni t i on whi ch r ef l ect s di f f i cul t y but t he hi gher f orms of pl easur e t oo .
VI I I

Cr i t i cal t heor y has made a gr eat deal of f uss about ( what shoul d be cal l ed)
secondar y adapt at i on - as i f t hi s i s some sor t of r ecogni t i on of psychoanal yt i c
t r ut h . Over and over agai n, we hear t hat t he i ndi vi dual . i s " pr oduced" by t he
cul t ur e . - I n t he same br eat h, psychoanal ysi s i s di smi ssed as conf ormi st because
i t s t heme i s t he adapt i ve gr owt h of ' t he i ndi vi dual . Cr i t i que i s cheap when i t
i gnor es or l aughs at t he needs and st r at egi es of t he chi l d. Human bei ngs ar e
al ways dependent - ei t her i n an i nf ant i l e or a nat ur e way - but dependent
never t hel ess .

I X
Coer ci on can be br ut al l y ext er nal and soci al but i t s condi t i ons of possi bi l i t y

ar e usual l y l ai d down i n subt l er ways . To achi eve a genui ne i nt egr at i on of
psychoanal yt i c i nsi ght , cr i t i cal t heor y must see howpr i mar y psychol ogi cal
adapt i ons ar e not al ways i n det ai l di r ect l y concer ned wi t h t he cul t ur e at l ar ge :
t hey ar e not pol i t i cal deci si ons, t hey ar e obscur e movement s wi t hi n t he
i mmedi at e. psychi c envi r onment i n a cont ext of i nf ant i l e dependency . Such
awar eness woul d weaken t he gr andi ose i l l usi on t hat cr i t i cal di al et i c can so
easi l y penet r at e t he soci al vei l ; but i t woul d st r engt hen under st andi ng
i mmeasur abl y .

X
Nat ur e i s per f ect l y capabl e of pat hol ogy, whi ch i s cont ai ned gr ossl y i n t he

pai nf ul di f f i cul t y of choi ce. Choosi ng and symbol i zi ng ar e per f ect l y nat ur al -
weonl y pr et end t hat t hey ar e opposed t o nat ur e becausewe f or get t hat choosi ng
i s l i vi ng, symbol s ar e br eat hi ng, andnei t her choi ce nor symbol f l i cks on and of f
i n di mensi onl ess moment s of pur e r at i onal i t y and mor al i t y . Nat ur e can deci de
i t sel f , but i t of t en does so i n pai nf ul and di f f i cul t ways, and a l ot of t hi s i s
l ocal i zed i n us . Bei nghuman i s l i ke bei ng t ol d t hat t he r esul t depends onyoubut
f i e on you i f you t hi nk you knowwhat t he pr ocess i s .

As pai nf ul , di f f i cul t , deci di ng par t s of t he uni ver se, weneed medi at i ons . For
t hi s r eason, cr i t i cal t heor y shoul d pay a gr eat deal mor e at t ent i on t o t he
symbol i c and t o t he pr essur es and l i mi t s of t he symbol i c because i t i s at t hi s
deep l evel t hat we act ual l y pl ay out t he l i mi t s of nat ur e . We cr eat e t he
medi at i ons we need our sel ves ahd we ar e r esponsi bl e f or t he qual i t y of t he
medi at i ons we cr eat e. Or t o put i t anot her way, we ar e al most ent i r el y symbol i c
i n our di f f er ence, but t hi s i s a r esponsi bi l i t y r at her t han a t r anscendence:
symbol s ar e nat ur al bei ngs .

XI
We shoul d not be over l y ashamed of our f eebl e-mi ndedness wi t h r egar d t o

t he Symbol i c, however . Cr i t i cal t heor y cont i nues t o el abor at e i t s f ant asy wi t hout
i magi ni ng t oo ser i ousl y t hat i t can ever br i ng t he Symbol i c t o heel . That i s
pr obabl y a good t hi ng, f or t he exci t i ng al t er nat i ve i s onl y an i l l usi on : t he i l l usi on
of Power , t he hal l uci nat i on of t he el i mi nat i on of t he obj ect - al l i n t he nameof
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per sonal or col l ect i ve t r anscendence . Peopl e ar e l i abl e t o cal l f or t he end of t he
obj ect ( whi ch mi ght be anot her per son) because as ever ybody knows i t i s so easy
f or us t o pr oj ect t he unwant ed ont o t he obj ect . But not onl y can nat ur e not be
t r anscended, i t cannot even be t r i cked . Obsessi onal cont r ol , par anoi d vi gi l ance,
schi zoi d det achment , psychot i c mi ser y - al l ar e r el at i vel y usel ess par al yses of
human f ant asy .

The bad obj ect has i t s pl ace; i t may be t he l oser , but i t never ceases t o exi st as
a possi bi l i t y whi ch must be account ed f or i n t he exi st ence of t he good obj ect . I f
pr ol onged, spl i t t i ng, per haps t he most basi c f or m of cont r ol , dest r oys t he
medi at i ng power of symbol i zat i on . Thi s i s why pot ent i al space cannot easi l y be
di vi ded up i n a wor t hwhi l e way . The bad, af t er al l , i s ever y bi t as symbol i c as t he
good .

Not es

Mont r 6al

I .

 

Thi s i s asl i ght l y al t er ed ver si on of a paper del i ver ed at t he CJPST' s " 1983 Theor y Wor kshops"
Uni ver si t y of Br i t i sh Col umbi a, Lear ned Soci et i es, June, ' 1983 .

2.

 

The t r end away f r om cl assi cal mechani st i c at omi smi n psychoanal yt i c t heor y has been
devel opi ng i n Br i t ai n si nce t he 1930' s i n a var i et y of qui t e di f f er ent ways whi ch have been
gr ouped t oget her under t he headi ng " Obj ect - Rel at i ons Theor y . " Theobj ect - r el at i ons t heor i st s
i ncl ude, not abl y : Mel ani e Kl ei n, Joan Ri vi er e, and HannaSegal ( al l of whomhave never been
abl e t o gi ve upt he i deaof a " deat h- i nst i nct " ) ; W. R. D. Fai r bai r n andHar r y Gunt r i p ( t heor et i cal l y
t he most coher ent gr oup) ; and D. W. Wi nni cot t and Mar i on Mi l ner .

Thet er m" Obj ect - r el at i ons t heor y" canbeext ended t o i ncl ude t he wor k of some Amer i can
psychoanal yst s, such as Edi t h Jacobson andOt t o Ker nber g, andmor e r emot el y, t he l at e Hei nz
Kohut . But t hi s i mpor t ant Amer i can wor k has been hamper ed by cl i ngi ng t o dubi ous
or t hodoxi es such as " pr i mar y nar ci ssi sm" and " nar ci ssi st i c l i bi do . "
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HOBBESAND/ ORNORTH:
THERHETORI COFAMERI CAN

NATI ONAL SECURI TY

Fr eder i ckM. Dol an

Thus Sat an, t al ki ng t o hi s near est mat e,
Wi t h head upl i f t above t he wave and eyes
That spar kl i ng bl azed; hi s ot her par t s besi des
Pr one on t he f l ood, ext ended l ong and l ar ge,
Lay f l oat i ng may a r ood, i n bul k as huge
As whomt he f abl es name of monst r ous si ze,
Ti t ani an or Ear t h- bor n, t hat war r ed onJove,
Br i ar eos or Typhon, whomt he den
By anci ent Tar sus hel d, or t hat sea- beast
Levi at han, whi ch God of al l hi s wor ks
Cr eat ed hugest t hat swi mt he ocean- st r eam.
Hi m, hapl y sl umber i ng on t he Norway f oam,
The pi l ot of some smal l ni ght - f ounder ed ski f f
Deemi ng some i sl and, of t , as seamen t el l ,
Wi t h f i xed anchor i n hi s scal y r i nd, .
Moor s by hi s si de under t he l ee, whi l e ni ght
I nvest s t he sea, and wi shed mor n del ays.

- Mi l t on, Par adi se Lost , I
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Par adi se Lost , compl et ed l i t t l e mor e t han a decade af t er t he publ i ca-
t i on of Thomas Hobbes' s Levi at han ( 1651) , r easser t s t he sea- beast ' s si nf ul
decept i veness. For Hobbes, t he di ssol ut i on of t he met aphysi cal under pi n-
ni ngs of r ul e by di vi ne r i ght occasi oned t he const r uct i on of an `Ar t i f i ci al )
Man . . . of gr eat er st at ur e and st r engt h t han t he Nat ur al l . . . . " I
Al t hough t he br eakup of t he anci en r egi me appear ed t o cast man out

of hi s Chr i st i an, eschat ol ogi cal " par adi se" and i nt o a wor l d ber ef t of sur e
moor i ngs, man mi ght bui l d a l andi ng of hi s own, i f onl y he r i d hi msel f
of t he schol ast i c f ant asi es t hat kept hi mi gnor ant of hi s power s as a God-
l i ke ar t i f i cer. Levi at han per f orms t hi s t ask i n par t by i r oni cal l y i nver t i ng
t he st or y of Genesi s : Eden, i n Hobbes' s opt i c, i s t he har sh and unr ul y st at e
of nat ur e, of whi ch t o becast out i s a bl essi ng; and " t hat sea - beast / Levi a-
t han, " cl assi c symbol of Sat an, becomesman' s t r ue and onl y Savi or . I nMi l -
t on' s epi c, t he shi f t i ng, unr el i abl e l evi at han i s mi st aken f or " some i sl and"
- l i t er al l y l and, or agr ound- t owhi chasai l or adr i f t mi ght anchor hi m-
sel f , escapi ng t he t ur bul ent wi nds and t he danger s of t he ni ght . Man' s at -
t empt t o anchor hi msel f i n t he gr ound - i n mat t er , t hat i s, r at her t han
spi r i t - bi nds hi mi nt i mat el y, Mi l t on suggest s, t o Sat an' s r evol t agai nst God,
and so i n r eal i t y t o a per pet ual de - anchor i ng, a permanent meconnai s-
sanceof t he pr of ane f or t he sacr ed. Hobbes ai ms t o showt hat t he Sat ani c
r evol t was wel l - consi der ed, f or what man l ef t behi nd when di smi ssed
f r ompar adi se was not hi ngot her t han God' s "nat ur al " wor l d( "Nat ur e . . .
t he Ar t wher eby Godhat h made and gover nes t heWor l d" ( 81) ) , i n whi ch,
as Hobbes t el l s us, man' s l i f e was i n f act sol i t ar y, poor , nast y, br ut i sh, and
shor t . The st at e - man' s ar t i f i ci al l y cr eat ed gr ound- i s t he t r ul y l i mi t l ess
power , gr eat er , pot ent i al l y, t han God' s nat ur e.
The l evi at han- st at e cannot si mpl y r epl ace t he anchor of God, however ,

because Hobbes' s at t empt t o i nvent a newanchor andanewgr ound r e-
l i es upon t he pr i vi l egi ng of capaci t i es t hat ar e adr i f t owi ngt o qual i t i es i n-
her ent i n t he gr ound- cr eat i ng, wor l d - i nt er pr et i ng bei ng, Hobbes' s
"nat ur al " i ndi vi dual . Wi t h t he same gest ur e t hat l i ber at es man' s cr eat i vi t y,
Hobbes t akes i t back by i nsi st i ng on t ot al obedi encet o hi s sel f - cr eat ed st at e,
r ei nvest i ng i n t he not i on of si n and t he bal ef ul consequences of r evol t -
not agai nst God, now, but agai nst t he st at e. Despi t e t hei r chr onol ogi cal
or der , Levi at han mi ght pr of i t abl y be r ead as a Sat ani c backwar d maski ng
of Par adi seLost - a ki nd of bl ack mass i n whi ch t hepuni shment f or di s-
obedi ence i s bei ng cast out of t he par adi se of awel l - or der ed soci et y and
i nt o God' s st at el ess, i ndeed hel l i sh, "Nat ur e. " Wi t h t he gr oundi ng of t he
onl y possi bl e par adi se i n t he decept i ve sea- beast of human ar t , t he gr ound
i s no l onger a gr ound. Li ke Mi l t on' s Sat an, manwi t h hi s ar t i f i ci al l evi at han
has been dr i ven i nt o t he deep, i nt o Ni et zsche' s " dar kl y choppi ng sea" of
uncer t ai nt y. 2 Sea changes i n t hi s gr oundl ess gr ound ar e t o be expect ed;
t he covenant s out of whi chhuman soci et i es ar emade wi l l r espond t o t he
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const ant seduct i ons of man' s ownnat ur e, or what Hobbes cal l s hi s " pas-
si ons. " Obedi ence t o st at e aut hor i t y emer ges as bot h absol ut el y necessar y
and absol ut el y i mpossi bl e t o guar ant ee: t he ar t i f i cer t hat makes t he l evi a-
t han can al ways undo i t . Hobbes' s sol ut i on t o t hi s pol i t i co-met aphysi cal
pr obl emi s an el abor at e and del i cat el y bal anced net wor k of di sci pl i nes,
const r ai nt s, and cont r ol s as t he condi t i on of man' s " f r eedom" and "power. "
Hobbesi anman, t hen, i s l i ke t he "doubl et empi r i co- t r anscendent al " of

Mi chel Foucaul t ' s Les mot s et l es choses : absol ut el y sover ei gn and ut t er l y
di sci pl i ned. An anal ogous "undeci dabi l i t y" i s cent r al , I shal l suggest , t o
t he vocabul ar y of " cont ai nment , " , whi ch has domi nat edAmer i can di scus-
si on of f or ei gn af f ai r s si nceWor l dWar Two. Al t hough sai d t o be a Lockean
soci et y devot ed t o maxi mi zi ng i ndi vi dual f r eedom, Amer i can publ i c and
quasi - publ i c f i gur es have pr omul gat eda di scour se t hat t aci t l y speci f i es t he
condi t i ons under whi ch t he Uni t ed St at es must put asi de i t s Lockean com-
mi t ment s. Ronal d Reagan, Ol i ver L. Nor t h and hi s cabal , andanonymous
Pent agon pl anner s havebui l t a di scur si ve br i dge l eadi ngback behi nd Locke
t o Hobbes. They have di scl osed - i n a Hei degger i an sense - an Amer i ca
i n whi ch Lockean cat egor i es of t hought and act i on ar e i ndi scer ni bl e, but ,
asweshal l see, t hey have not f i xed t he gr oundl ess gr ound t hat haunt s Hob-
bes' s pr oj ect . I nst ead, t hey have pushed t o t he l i mi t t he Amer i can anxi et y
over our schi zophr eni c coupl i ng of r adi cal f r eedomwi t h subj ect i on t o na-
t ur e, or what Nor t h cal l s our " danger ous wor l d. " For what must st r i ke any-
onewho f ol l owed t he debat es sur r oundi ng t he I r an- cont r a af f ai r was t hei r
eni gmat i c i ncoher ency. Wat chi ng Congr ess' s passi onat e def ense of t he pub-
l i c' s r i ght t o know, coupl edwi t h car ef ul avoi dance of any l eads suggest i ng
i mpr oper act i ons by t he, Cent r al I nt el l i gence Agency, i t was di f f i cul t not
t o concl ude t hat most member s of t he' commi t t ees i nvest i gat i ng t he I r an-
cont r a af f ai r sensed t hat t hei r wor l d no l onger r ef l ect ed, and coul d not
r ef l ect , t het heor y of const i t ut i onal l y l i mi t ed r epr esent at i ve democr acy t hey
al l - t oo- hesi t ant l y i nvoked. I t was as i f t he r het or i c of democr acy i t sel f had
beenpl aced sous r at ur e : t he commi t t eemember s coul d .not not speak of
democr acy, but nei t her coul d t hey f ul l y convi nce t hemsel ves of t he con-
t empor ar y r el evance of democr at i c pr i nci pl es . What haunt s Amer i canow
i s a pol i t i cal i dent i t y cr i si s : Ar e we a Lockean or an Hobbesi an. soci et y?

2

Hobbes' s "nat ur al " , subj ect of knowl edge and power poses a cur i ous
( t hough f or t he post moder n sensi bi l i t y, f ami l i ar ) di l emma: i t can gr ound
i t sel f onl y i n what i t cr eat es out of i t s own resour ces, yet t he wor l d t hat
i t t her eby di scl oses, i f i t i s t o be compel l i ng, must appear t o i t as t he di s-
cover y of a pr i vi l eged nat ur al obj ect , si gn, or ki nd. To be sur e, Hobbes' s
at t empt at epi st emol ogi cal r ecover y cannot si mpl y be assi mi l at ed t o
"Pl at oni sm. " For Hobbes, whose model of i nqui r y der i ves f r omEucl i de-
an geomet r y r at her t han Pl at oni c di al ect i c, " t r ut h consi st et h i n t he r i ght
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order i ng of names" ( 105) and not i n t he di r ect mi r r or i ng of an uni nt er -
pr et ed r eal i t y. The ver y i dea of an uni nt er pr et ed r eal i t y i s, f or Hobbes, a
l egacy of t he "Vai n Phi l osophy, and Fabul ous Tr adi t i ons" t hat he at t acks
i n Chapt er 46 of Levi at han. "Vai n Phi l osophy" t eaches t hat f r oma st at e-
ment such as "Man i s a l i vi ng body" we must i nf er t he exi st ence of t hr ee
ont ol ogi cal l y di st i nct essences : man, l i vi ng body, and bei ngi t sel f . I n f act ,
t erms such as "Ent i t y, Essence, Essent i al l , Essent i al i t y" ar e " noNames of
Thi ngs ; but Si gnes, by whi ch wee make known, t hat wee concei ve t he
Consequence of one name or At t r i but e t o anot her " ( 691) . Nonet hel ess,
Hobbes i s ver y f ar f r omput t i ng al l di scour se on t he same l evel : t he doc-
t r i ne of separ at ed essences, f or exampl e, i nvol ves t aki ng l i t er al l y what ar e
i n f act onl y " empt y names, " as opposed t o Hobbes' s nomi nal i smwhi ch
at t ends scr upul ousl y t o t he nat ur e of l anguage. Maki ng good t he Hobbe-
si an cr i t i que of separ at ed essences depends upon const i t ut i ng a subj ect
of knowl edgewhocan " r emember what ever y name he uses st ands f or , "
andwhocan "pl ace i t accor di ngl y" ( 105) ; i t depends, t hat i s, upon f i xed
def i ni t i ons and unambi guous di st i nct i ons pur ged of f i gur al l anguage. I n
const r uct i ng hi s r i gor ousl y unambi guous and l ogi cal l y consi st ent syst em,
however , Hobbes rel i es upon t he suppr essed f i gur al di mensi on of t erms
t hat ar e cr uci al t o hi s di scussi on of man and soci et y. At t ent i on t o Hob-
bes' s r het or i c - i n par t i cul ar , t he t r opes wi t h whi ch he appear s t o mobi -
l i ze t he aut hor i t y of nat ur e t o compel obedi ence t o di scour se - r eveal s
t he shi f t i ng gr ound of Hobbesi an pol i t i co- l i ngui st i c aut hor i t y.
As a subj ect of sci ent i f i c knowl edge t hat t r anscends t hat of t he "School e-

men, " Hobbes' s nat ur al man needs a l ong memor y t o suppor t hi s
"Knowl edge of Consequences . " Never t hel ess, as asubj ect capabl e of aban-
doni ng t he st at e of nat ur e and ent er i ng i nt o pol i t i cal covenant s, such a sub-
j ect must be abl e t o r ei nt er pr et pol i t i cal meani ngs ef f or t l essl y. Thesubj ect
whosememor y of nat ur e i s l ong demands a cor r espondi ngl y shor t pol i t i -
cal memor y. Howcan t hese epi st emol ogi cal f i gur es be combi ned i n one
subj ect ? Hobbes r econci l es t he t woby f oundi ng knowl edge on what he
cal l s " f ancy, " awor d t hat can r ef er bot h t o an accur at e ment al r epr esent a-
t i on of an ext er nal obj ect , and an i nvent i on, capr i ce, del usi on, or f i ct i onal
i mage. As an ambi guous si gn, " f ancy" per f orms essent i al f unct i ons i nHob-
bes' s sci enceof pol i t i cs, despi t e t he l at t er ' s al l eged dependenceuponwor ds
"pur ged f r omambi gui t y. " To aver t t he i mpot enceof " I nsi gni f i cant Speech, "
t he subj ect must avoi dt he "Absur di t y" of wor ds sever edf r omt hei r "Def i -
ni t i ons" - t he dar k vocabul ar y of schol ast i c f ant asy t hat , f or Hobbes, has
af f i ni t i es t o i mmat ur i t y and madness. Thi s i s no mer e epi st emol ogi cal
pr obl em, f or i t i s t he r egul at i on of t he passi ons by t hought , as r ef i ned,
i deal l y, i nt o a met hod, t hat enabl es i ndi vi dual s t o per cei ve t hei r l ong- t erm
i nt er est i n secur i t y and t her ef or e sacr i f i ce t he unl i mi t ed exer ci se of nat ur -
al r i ght s t o t he st abi l i t y of a soci al cont r act .
Consi der f i r st Hobbes' s evocat i on of t he mechani cs of "Sense, " whi ch

i n t ur n expl ai n t he or i gi n of " Thought s. " Thought s, he wr i t es, ar e " ever y
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one a Repr esent at i on or Appar ance. " Ar epr esent at i on desi gnat es an "Ob-
j ect , . . . a body wi t hout us . " The rel at i on of t hought t o i t s obj ect , t hen,
i ni t i al l y appear s as t he cl assi cal epi st emol ogi cal puzzl e concer ni ng t he pos-
si bi l i t y of knowl edge of t he ext er nal wor l d. Hobbes pr oposes, of cour se,
amechani cal sol ut i on: t hemovement of obj ect s i n space pr oduces a cor -
r espondi ngmovement i n t he senses . The "cause of Sense, " Hobbes t el l s us,

i s t he Ext er nal l Body, or Obj ect , whi ch pr esset h t he or gan pr oper
t o each Sense . . . whi chpr essur e, by t he medi at i on of Ner ves, and
ot her st r i ngs, andmembr anes of t he body, cont i nued i nwar ds t o
t he Br ai n, and Hear t , causet h t her ea r esi st ance, or count er - pr essur e,
or endeavour of t he hear t , t o del i ver i t sel f : whi ch endeavour be-
cause Out war d, seemet h t o be some mat t er wi t hout . And t hi s seem-
i ng, or f ancy, i s t hat whi ch men cal l Sense ( 85) .

Al t hough t hi s t heor y shows t he met hod by whi ch t he subj ect can have
t hought s of t he " body wi t hout , " i t cannot account f or t he possi bi l i t y of
r ef l ect i on upon obj ect s t hat ar e not i mmedi at el y pr esent t o t he senses . I f
r epr esent at i ons ar e caused by "pr essur e" on t he sense or gans f r omt he
" body wi t hout , " howi s memor y possi bl e?Howcan t he obj ect bepr esent
i n t he i magi nat i on when i t i s not exer t i ng pr essur e on t he senses?
Hobbes' s answer i s t hat t he " count er - pr essur e, " or t hemovement of t he

sensor y or gan, r ever ber at es f or some t i me af t er t he or i gi nal pr essur e of
t he obj ect has ceased, t hough not i ndef i ni t el y; t he r ever ber at i on gr adual -
l y " decays. " Si nce t he movement of t he sensor y or gan out l ast s t hemove-
ment of t he obj ect , wi t hout , however , out l ast i ng i t i ndef i ni t el y, a ki nd of
t hought not under t he i mmedi at e sway of desi r e becomes possi bl e, name-
l y del i ber at i on. Themechani smof " decay" ensur es t hat t he subj ect may
ent er t ai n, i n t he i magi nat i on, a " f ancy" or " r el i que" of t he obj ect ' s i mpact ,
t hus est abl i shi ng t he possi bi l i t y of knowl edge of t he connect i ons bet ween
past event s and, t her ef or e, of i nst r ument al act i on or i ent ed t owar ds t he f u-
t ur e . 3 Thi s f oundat i on has been secur ed, however , at t he cost of const i t ut -
i ng t he knowl edge of event s as " f ancy. " The ment al r epr esent at i on of a
t hi ng, a f ancy, can al so be an i nvent i on or capr i ce, and as such t ends t o
bl ur t he di st i nct i ons bet ween t henames t hat Hobbes st r i ves t o keep car e-
f ul l y " pl aced. " The depi ct i on of knowl edge of t he past as t he r emai ns of
an or i gi nal l y f ul l y pr esent ( but nowdecayi ng) " f ancy" necessar i l y r ender s
knowl edge opaque, vague, and ambi guous.
Thi s becomes cl ear er i f we consi der t hat f or Hobbes, t he mechani sm

of decay i s not onl y t he dwi ndl i ngof sensor y mot i ons set of f by t he pr es-
sur e of an obj ect , but r at her t he i nt er f er ence of ot her obj ect s, near er i n
t i me, whi ch obscur e, muf f l e, and cover over t he pr evi ous movement . I f
f anci es di d not decay and coul d not be pushed asi de by t he pr essur e of
ot her obj ect s, t he subj ect woul d, af t er al l , be conf i ned t o a per pet ual
pr esent - or past . I r oni cal l y, t hemechani smt hat makespossi bl e t hegr owt h
of knowl edge i s a cont i nuous l ayer i ng pr ocess t hat mi ght equal l y wel l be
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sai d t o yi el d a l oss of knowl edge, as t he appr ehensi on of t he " body
wi t hout " i s compl i cat ed by a cont i nual l y r evi sedmass of exper i ence t hat
has t he st at us of an ambi guous f ancy, capr i ce, or i nvent i on. Such a vi ew
of exper i ence i s cr uci al , of cour se, t o Hobbes' s vi si onof anuncondi t i oned
i nvent i on of t he pol i t i cal or der : t he subj ect of pol i t i cal act i onmust be f r ee
of past cont i ngenci es and t r adi t i onal val ues, vi ewi ng t he accumul at i on of
knowl edge as r awmat er i al f or cr eat i ve mani pul at i on. At t he same t i me,
however , knowl edge of t he connect i ons bet ween past event s i s essent i al
t o a sci ent i f i c subj ect who abandons schol ast i c f ant asy i n f avor of exact
knowl edge of causal r el at i ons. " Fancy" i s a t ermwhose dual meani ngs ar e
equal l y necessar y t o Hobbes' s der i vat i on of sover ei gn power .
The cont r adi ct or y char act er of " decay" appear s agai n i n Hobbes' s di s-

cussi on of howrat i onal speech war ds of f t he er r or t hr eat ened by t he un-
avoi dabl e l ayer i ng of f ancy i n knowl edge. I n Hobbes' s genesi s of t henat ur al
i ndi vi dual ; a cr uci al pr oper t y of speech i s i t s capaci t y t o of f set ' t he unr el i a-
bi l i t y and i nsubst ant i al i t y of ambi guous sensor y phenomena. The si gns
of l anguage, Hobbes says, at t enuat e or " del ay" t he decay of si gns l ong
enough t o enabl e t hese " r el i ques" of ext er nal mot i on t o per f ormas t he
obj ect s of an i nt el l i gi bl e di scour se of del i ber at i onandexpl anat i on. Decay
cannot andmust not be el i mi nat ed, but t hanks t o r i ght l y or der ed speech
i t can be post poned l ong enough f or t he accumul at i on of "Knowl edge
of Consequences, " or memor y. Thi s st abl e l anguage of consequences, i n
t ur n, pr ovi des t he f oundat i on i n t he nat ur al i ndi vi dual f or t hose ef f ect s
of power speci f i c t o Hobbes' s "Ar t i f i ci al l Man" : f or wi t hout t hi s f acul t y of
knowl edge, as Hobbes put s i t , " t her e had been amongst men, nei t her
Common-weal t h, nor Soci et y, nor Cont r act , nor Peace, no mor e t han
amongst Lyons, Bear s, andWol ves" ( 100) . I f , however , t he del ay af f or ded
by l i ngui st i c si gns i s t hemechani smt hat l ends st abi l i t y t o a sel f - i nval i dat i ng
sensor y appar at us, Hobbesi an l anguage i t sel f r ai ses, al bei t i n a di f f er ent
f orm, t hever y di f f i cul t i es boundup i n t he ambi gui t i es of f ancy. For Hobbes,
t he hor i zon of cl ear and di st i nct i deas i s popul at ed by dr eam- l i ke vi si ons,
absur di t y, gi ddi ness, and f i nal l y madness. Speech, whi chenabl es memor y
and t he knowl edge of consequences, i s i n i t sel f no guar ant ee of r eason.
Hobbes' s vi vi d exampl es of i nt el l ect ual er r or ar e gover ned by t he f i gur e
of a subj ect who has l ost cont r ol over speech, t r apped i n a meani ngl ess
showof vai n i mages t hat ar e i ncapabl e of r eachi ng t he r eal wor l d. The
di scour se of t he "School e-men" apt l y symbol i zes t hi s madspeech i n whi ch
wor ds ar e j uggl ed f or pur el y or nament al ef f ect . Far f r omhavi ng mast er ed
l anguage t o escape t heuncer t ai nt y of f ancy, t he subj ect of dogmat i c f ant a-
sy i s l i t er al l y di ssol ved i nt o t he si gns of l anguage t hemsel ves, a pl ayt hi ng
of di scour se r at her t han an agent who or der s t he wor l d by "set t l i ng on
. . . def i ni t i ons . " So r adi cal l y i mpot ent a subj ect , absor bed not i n t he st r i ct
cal cul at i on of consequences but by t he cont empl at i on of a di spl ay of
r epr esent at i ons, i s i n no r espect t he st uf f of t he `Ar t i f i ci al l Man. " .
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Theemer gence of a Hobbesi an subj ect of power i s l i nked t o t he i nven-
t i on of a l anguage "pur ged f r omambi gui t y, " but howdoes onemove f r om
t he aest het i c pl ay of si gns t o a di scour se of empi r i cal causes and ef f ect s,
when t he ver y condi t i on of t hought and r epr esent at i on i s t he permanent
possi bi l i t y of decay, l ayer i ng, andsubst i t ut i on? Hobbes deal swi t h t he am-
bi gui t i es t hat ar i seher e by r ef er r i ng t hemt o ot her domai ns, vi a t he t ext u-
al st r at egi es t hat Jacques Der r i da has i sol at ed under t he r ubr i c of
" suppl ement at i on. " '
We have not ed howt he gr adual decay of sensor y mot i on est abl i shes bot h

t he possi bi l i t y of t hought and t he l ayer i ng over of i t s obj ect . Hobbes i n-
si st s t hat " Ther e i s no concept i on i n a man' s mi nd, whi ch hat h not f i r st ,
t ot al l y, or by par t s, been begot t en upon t he or gans of Sense" ( 94) . Ment al
r epr esent at i ons ar e der i ved f r omt he pr essur e of bodi es upon t he senses,
as we have seen, but si nce t he l at t er per si st as " r el i ques" and " f anci es, "
r epr esent at i ons can be l i nked t oget her by t hemi nd i n a vi r t ual l y unl i mi t -
ed var i et y of combi nat i ons. Anevent can be ment al l y at t ached t o any ot her
event , t her ef or e becomi ng i magi nat i vel y t i ed t oget her ; and, as Hobbes
not es, t hey canas easi l y be unt i ed, di ssol ved, and r ecombi ned. I f t hi s ver -
t i gi nous opt i on i s ext ended, i t " comes t o pass i n t i me, " Hobbes says, " t hat
i n t he i magi ni ng of anyt hi ng, t her e i s no cer t ai nt y what we shal l i magi ne
next . " 5 The t er r or of unr egul at ed t hought i s ar t i cul at ed t hr ough i mages of
var i ance and eccent r i ci t y : per sons f r i endl ess and al one, wi l l s empt y of
desi r e, di sharmoni ous, and caught i n t he "wi l d r angi ngof t hemi nd. " Thi s
" uncer t ai nt y about what we shal l i magi ne next , " Hobbes says, i s del i r i um.
Sani t y, of cour se, consi st s i n exper i enci ng our sel ves as endur i ng subj ect s
act i ng i n t i me. Si nce, on Hobbes' s account , i t i s i n t he nat ur e of human
bei ngs as speaker s t hat del i r i um r emai ns a const ant possi bi l i t y - t hat
t hought mi ght become "ungui ded, wi t hout Desi gne, and i nconst ant " -
somepr i nci pl e i s r equi r ed t o est abl i sh howt he subj ect avoi ds f al l i ng pr ey
t o t he anar chi c pl ay of i magi nat i on. Speech, whose r esour ces wer e i n-
t r oduced t o cor r ect t he ambi gui t i es of sense, i s nowi t sel f f el t t o r equi r e
si mi l ar t r eat ment .
"Passi on, " " desi r e, and desi gne" ar e t he f i gur es t hat Hobbes nowi n-

t r oduces t o di sci pl i ne t he par al yzi ng chaos of memor y, i magi nat i on, and
f ancy unl eashed by a di sor der l y l anguage. Desi r e accompl i shes t hi s t ask
by posi t i ng some ai mf or t he subj ect , l endi ng di r ect i on t o t he associ at i ve
spont anei t y of t hought by or gani zi ng i t accor di ng t o a t el eol ogi cal move-
ment t owar ds t he r eal wor l d of consequences. " Thought s, " when or der ed
by desi r es, become or gani zed as "Scout s, and Spi es, t o r ange abr oad, and
f i nd t he way t o t he t hi ngs desi r ed. " Not onl y does desi r e suppl y di r ect i on
and coher ency t o t he i magi nat i on, i t al so i ncr eases t he sense of subst an-
t i al i t y at t ached t o i t s r epr esent at i ons: " The i mpr essi on made by such t hi ngs
as wee desi r e, " i n Hobbes' s pi t hy phr ase, " i s st r ong and permanent " ( 95) .
Desi r e and speech r ei nf or ce one anot her , pr ol ongi ng t he l i f e of a gi ven
i mpr essi on despi t e t heconst ant i nt r usi on of f r esh exper i ence. Yet i n asense,
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Hobbes i s expl oi t i ng st i l l anot her meani ng of t he met aphor wi t h whi ch
he began hi s geneal ogy of t he nat ur al i ndi vi dual : " f ancy" can mean not
onl y a ment al r epr esent at i on, but al so somet hi ng desi r ed by an i ndi vi du-
al . I n appeal i ng t o passi on t o r egul at e t he chaos of sense and t hought ,
Hobbes i s r el yi ng upon t he mul t i pl e si gni f i cat i ons of hi s or i gi nal met aphor .
Desi r e al l ows f or t he cr eat i on of a ki nd of subj ect i ve ont ol ogy, si ngl i ng

out and i nvest i ng wi t h speci al si gni f i cance apar t i cul ar cl ass of i mpr essi on .
Mor e i mpor t ant l y, i t i s what pr ovokes t he subj ect t o make connect i ons be-
t ween t he desi r ed obj ect and t he per f ormances r equi r ed t o at t ai n i t , as wel l
as t o col l ect i n memor y and recal l al l t he ef f ect s associ at ed wi t h such ob-
j ect s. At t hi s poi nt , t he t erm "power " acqui r es some concr et eness, f or i t
i s by , pr oceedi ng backwar ds i n t he chai n of means t owar ds some desi r ed
end t hat one ar r i ves at a " begi nni ng wi t hi n our ownpower " ( 96) and can
const r uct a pr act i cal syl l ogi smr el evant t o t he subj ect ' s act ual si t uat i on. Wi t h
t hi s concept , Hobbes l i nks t hought and power by const i t ut i ng t hought
as a t ool f or at t ai ni ng t he end desi r ed by a concr et e, si t uat ed subj ect , as
opposed t o f anci es di vor ced f r om pr act i ce.
Yet Hobbes' s vocabul ar y of desi r e, no l ess t han t hat of sense and speech,

gener at es mul t i pl e meani ngs whose ef f ect s must be t aken i nt o account .
As ar egul at or of er r ant si gns, t hef i gur e of desi r ewehave j ust i sol at ed pl ays
a posi t i ve r ol e i n Hobbes' s pr oj ect , br i ngi ng or der t o t he "wi l d r angi ng"
of t he mi nd and const i t ut i ng a necessar y st ep i n t he geneal ogy of a sub-
j ect of power . Never t hel ess, Levi at han of f er s a di f f er ent pi ct ur e of desi r e,
emer gi ng as Hobbes l ooks' mor e cl osel y at . t he nat ur e of t he passi ons and
whi ch agai n engender s ambi gui t i es i t was desi gned t o f or ecl ose. Passi on
t oo, i t seems, cont ai ns i t s own pr i nci pl es of di sharmony and excess, so
t hat t he same di sabi l i t y - t he f ai l ur e t o mast er a di scour se of causes and
ef f ect s - and t he same pr obl em- howcan t hi s excess be l i mi t ed or r egu-
l at ed? - emer ge agai n. The di sci pl i ne of i nst r ument al t hi nki ng can be up-
set by what Hobbes cal l s " t he mor e or l esse Desi r e of Power , " mar ki ng
passi on t oo wi t h an i nconst ancy t hat once agai n cul mi nat es i n madness:

For as t o have no Desi r e, i s t o be Dead: so t o have weak Passi ons,
i s Dul nesse; and t o have Passi ons i ndi f f er ent l y f or ever y t hi ng, GI D-
DI NESSE, and Di st r act i on; and t o have st r onger , and mor e vehe-
ment Passi ons f or any t hi ng, t han i s normal l y seen i n ot her s, i s t hat
whi chmen cal l MADNESSE (139) .

Hobbes comes f ul l ci r cl e by l i nki ngt o madness t he " I nsi gni f i cant Speech"
of t he "School e-men, " who "speak such wor ds, as put t oget her , have i n
t hemno si gni f i cat i on at al l " ( 146) . The cat egor y of passi on, whose uni t y,
i t was hoped, woul d t emper t he Hobbesi anmi nd' s "wi l d r angi ng, " emer ges
as an ambi guous newsour ce of er r or .
To t hedanger ous ent angl ement of desi r e and l anguage, Hobbes envi sages

a r adi cal sol ut i on: r epl acet he commonvocabul ar y wi t h one "pur ged f r om
ambi gui t y" t hat al l ows t he deduct i on of compl ex passi ons f r omsi mpl er ,
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sel f - evi dent el ement s, as demanded by Hobbes' s concept i on of sci ent i f i c
met hod. Wi t h passi on di sci pl i ned by an unambi guous l anguage - t hat i s,
wi t h . an i mper sonal met hod - t he subj ect can hope t o war d of f t he aes-
t het i c pul l of f anci f ul r epr esent at i ons, i nvent a t r ue di scour se of causes,
and enj oy t he ef f ect s of power . The hazar ds of t hi s pr oj ect r each t hei r
zeni t h, of cour se, i n Hobbes' s vi si on of a body pol i t i c. An associ at i on of
acqui si t i ve i ndi vi dual s r equi r es a sover ei gn power t hat can never qui t e be

- guar ant eed, because t he f abr i cat i on of t he `Ar t i f i ci al ) Man" r el i es upon an
" I nconst ancy" t hat per si st s i n haunt i ng i t . What i s st r i ki ng about t he st at e
of nat ur e i s l ess t he f ear engender ed by t he unr est r ai ned exer ci se of ' nat ur -
al r i ght s t han t he r el at i ve absence of l ogos. Li f e i s not onl y " sol i t ar y, poor e,
nast y, br ut i sh, and shor t , " but al so i t i s uni nt el l i gi bl e: " I n such condi t i on,
t her e i s . . . no Knowl edge of t he f ace of t he Ear t h; no account of Ti me;
no Ar t s ; no Let t er s ; no Soci et y" ( 186) . The absence of speech di sci pl i ned
by l ogos means t hat i ndi vi dual s i n t he st at e of nat ur e ar e "di ssoci at e( d) "
f r omone anot her , so t hat t hei r act i ons ar e " gover ned" onl y by t he ant i -
l ogi c of t he passi ons . The i ndi vi dual del i r i umt hat Hobbes f or ecast s when
passi on over comes t hought r e- emer ges at t he l evel of col l ect i ve l i f e as t he
"war of each agai nst al l . " The st at e of nat ur e i s a st at e of gener al i zed
"madnesse: ' 6
To over come t hi s pandemi c madness, an undi vi ded sover ei gn power

must coor di nat e t he anar chi c pl ay of desi r e- cum- del i r i um. Even t hough
covenant s wi t hout t he swor d ar e meani ngl ess, t hi s i s t o be accompl i shed
not onl y by f or ce of arms, but by suppl yi ng t he l ogos t hat t he st at e of na-
t ur e l acks: t he sover ei gnpower di schar ges i t s dut i es by pr onounci ng l aws
t o r egul at e and r egi ment t he passi onat e pur sui t of i ndi vi dual i nt er est s . The
sover ei gn power , as ` Judge of what i s Commodi ous, or I ncommodi ous
t o t he Common-weal t h, " must , as Hobbes put s i t , pr omul gat e ` good
Lawes' 17 ( 327) , i . e. , r egul at i ons t hat ensur e commodi ous l i vi ng. Whi l e sub-
j ect s, t hen, have a dut y of " si mpl e obedi ence, " t he sover ei gn' s dut i es ar e
mor e subt l e and demandi ng. The Hobbesi an sover ei gn must t each obe-
di ence, and l ear n t he ar t s t hat Foucaul t st udi es under t he name of "di s-
ci pl i ne. "
Whi l e t he sover ei gn' s i nj unct i ons ai mt o endowsoci et y wi t h cer t ai nt y

and pr edi ct abi l i t y, t he capaci t y of t he sover ei gn power t o do so depends
i n t ur n on i t s " const ancy. " The f i gur e of t he sover ei gn, however , opens
t he door t o t he same pr obl emof i nconst ancy t hat we sawi n t he del i r i um
of passi ons and t he chaos of t he st at e of nat ur e. I f t he sover ei gn power
t akes t he f ormof an assembl y, i t wi l l be t hr eat ened, Hobbes f ear s, by di s-
agr eement among t hose who compr i se i t ( accor di ngl y, Hobbes advi ses
agai nst democr acy and ar i st ocr acy) . Even when vest ed i n an i ndi vi dual ,
i nconst ancy may spr i ng f r omhuman nat ur e, i . e . , f r omt he passi ons : t he
sover ei gn power mi ght f ai l t o per f ormi t s dut i es owi ng t o excessi ve t i mi di -
t y or ar r ogance. The sover ei gn i s, af t er al l , a "mor t al god, " $ " compound-
ed of t he power of al l men" ( 227) , and t hus f ul l y subj ect t o t he di al ect i c
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of desi r e and l anguage we have al r eady adopt ed. Her e agai n, t he i nven-
t i on of an i mper sonal di scour se i s necessar y t o cor r ect f or t hi s excess of
desi r e, i n t hi s case t he knowl edge of howt o gover n and be gover ned:
educat i ng subj ect s t o adher e t o t he pr evai l i ng f ormof gover nment ; t o di s-
mi ss compet i ng cl ai ms of aut hor i t y, t o obey est abl i shed aut hor i t y; t o memo-
r i ze t he dut i es of ci t i zenshi p, t o r espect par ent al aut hor i t y, t o nur t ur e t he
habi t s of compl i ance, and t o adj ust t hei r " desi gnes and i nt ent i ons" t o t he
l aw. Knowl edgeof howt o r ul e i s anal l - embr aci ngpedagogy of obedi ence
i n whi ch " t hought " i s r emoved f r omt he wor l d of ai r y abst r act i on and
concr et i zed as a mechani smof pol i t i cal cont r ol .
The syst emof concept s or gani zed by t he sover ei gn' s l aws ar e subj ect ,

however , t o a chaos of t hei r own. The sover ei gn, as we have not ed, per -
f orms i t s dut i es " by a gener al l Pr ovi dence, . . . and i n t he maki ng, and ex-
ecut i ng of good Lawes. . . , " but l aws may be mi sunder st ood. The need
t o i nt er pr et t he sover ei gn' s commands i s anot her sour ce of i nconst ancy,
t hr eat eni ng t he commonweal t h. Nei t her br evi t y nor ver bosi t y ar e of , any
use:

The wr i t t en Laws, i f t hey be shor t , ar e easi l y mi s- i nt er pr et ed, f r om
t he di ver s si gni f i cat i ons of a wor d, or t wo: i f l ong, t hey be mor e
obscur e by t he di ver s si gni f i cat i ons of many wor ds ( 322) .

By mul t i pl yi ng t he senses of a t ext , i nt er pr et at i on cr eat es mor e pr obl ems
t han i t r esol ves :

For Comment ar i es ar e commonl y mor e subj ect t o cavi l l , t han t he
Text ; andt her ef or e need ot her Comment ar i es; and so t her ewi l l be
no end of such I nt er pr et at i on ( 326) .

Mi sunder st andi ng t he sover ei gn. can be mi t i gat ed, f 6r Hobbes, onl y by
i nsi st i ng on t he " l i t er al " sense of t he l aw: " t hat , whi ch t he Legi sl at or i n-
t ended, shoul d by t he l et t er of t he Lawbe si gni f i ed. " Di sput es over t he
scope andmeani ng of l aws, of cour se, ar e t o be set t l ed by t he sover ei gn
power al one. Mor e t han br ut e f or ce, however , l i es behi nd t he sover ei gn' s
aut hor i t y over t he meani ng of i t s wor ds. I t i s not si mpl y t he sheer power
of sover ei gni nt ent i on t hat adj udi cat es di sput es over i nt er pr et at i on, but hi s
" per f ect under st andi ng of t he f i nal l causes, f or whi ch t he Lawwas made"
( 322) . The sover ei gn' s i nt ent i on, obscur ed by t he "di ver s si gni f i cat i ons"
of hi swor ds, canbe saved, once mor e, ` onl y by apol i t i cal sci ence "pur ged
f r omambi gui t y" andembodyi ng a "per f ect under st andi ng. " Thepr obl em
of i nt er pr et i ng t he commonweal t h' s l aws, t hen, i s r ef er r ed t o sover ei gn i n-
t ent i on as t he cont ent of t he l aw, whi l e t he pr obl emof i nt er pr et i ng sover -
ei gn i nt ent i on i s r ef er r ed t o t he " l aws" of a newpol i t i cal sci ence. The
mai nspr i ng of t he ci vi l or der r emai ns as f r agi l e as t he ever - t hr eat ened l i ne
bet ween passi on and del i r i um- no mor e, f i nal l y, t hana "Fi at , " as Hobbes
put s i t i n t he I nt r oduct i on t o Levi at han.



Levi at han at t empt s t o est abl i sh anunambi guous pol i t i cal vocabul ar y on
t he basi s of f i gur es whosemul t i pl e meani ngs necessar i l y t hwar t any such
pr oj ect . At each st age, t he hoped- f or " const ancy" - pol i t i cal , psychol ogi -
cal , met aphysi cal - appear s compr omi sed by t he r esour ces of t he f i gur es
i nwhi chHobbes chooses t o st at e i t , andmust beguar ant eed by suppl emen-
t ar y measur es . Pol i t i cal act i on i s concent r at ed as muchas possi bl e i nt o t he
sover ei gn' s l aw-maki ng dut i es ; l aw-maki ng, t o ci r cumnavi gat e t hepassi ons,
must at t ai n t he st at us of asci ence; andf i nal l y, t he i mper at i ve of guar ant ee-
i ng a " f el i ci t ous" spher e of i ndi vi dual act i on necessi t at es a compr ehen-
si ve educat i on f or obedi ence. Thi s r out e, however , mer el y r et ur ns us t o
t he passi ons, and t o Hobbes' s r ecogni t i on t hat t he ar t i f i ci al i t y of covenant s
among sel f - suf f i ci ent i ndi vi dual s r equi r es t hat t hese be enf or ced by t he
swor d, by a power abl e t o " keep t hemi n awe. "
That t he i ndi spensabl e uni t y of t he sover ei gn r est s on a del i cat e weave,

easi l y unr avel ed, hel ps t o expl ai n Hobbes' s host i l e r eact i on t o t he sugges-
t i on t hat t he sover ei gn be subj ect t o t he l aw. Thi s i dea i s " r epugnant , " he
says, because i t woul d l ead t o an i nf i ni t e chai n of equi vocat i on, " cont i nu-
al l y wi t hout end, t o t he Conf usi on, and Di ssol ut i on of t he Common-
weal t h" ( 367) . Thi s pr oper l y Hobbesi an r epugnance t owar ds execut i ve
power bei ngsubj ect t o l awi s nowvoi ced wi t h i ncr easi ng shr i l l ness i n what
i s commonl y supposed t o be t he most aut hent i cal l y Lockean pol i t i cal cul -
t ur e, t he Uni t ed St at es .

Amer i ca was pr omi ses .
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Ar chi bal d MacLei sh
The conundr ums f ol l owi ng Hobbes' s demand t hat i ndi vi dual s make an

al most uncondi t i onal gr ant of aut hor i t y t o t he st at e appear l ess pr obl e-
mat i cal f or Locke, f or whomt he peopl e' s power i s hel d condi t i onal l y, on
t r ust . Hobbes' s unhol y coupl i ng of humanpower wi t h t he despot i c st at e,
we l i ke t o t hi nk, i s si mpl y an expr essi on of bour geoi s pessi mi smt hat mor e
r easonabl e t hi nker s, upon whomwe rel y f or our pol i t i cal i dent i t y, saw
t hr ough. But Lockean l i ber al i smencount er s i t s ownpr obl ems of undeci d-
abi l i t y. At t he cent er of bot h Hobbesi an and Lockean account s of pol i t i cs,
of cour se, i s t he cont r act , t hepr omi se - t he i ndi vi dual ' s pr omi se not t o
usehi s unl i mi t ed nat ur al r i ght t o i nvade ot her s as l ong as al l ot her i ndi vi du-
al s make t he si mi l ar pr omi se. Accor di ngl y, t he gr eat f ear of cont r act ar i an
exper i ence i s t hat one or mor e of t he par t i es t o t he cont r act mi ght make
a l yi ngpr omi se, a ci r cumst ance t hat pushes hermeneut i cs cl ose t o t he
cent er of pol i t i cs : now, pol i t i cal l i f e demands ways of di scer ni ng si ncer i t y,
and l i ber al i smdemands a pol i t i cal semi ot i c t hat can t abul at e t he r el i abl e
si gns of t he si ncer e pr omi se.
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Preci sel y t hi s r i ddl e of pr omi si ngand keepi ng pr omi ses, i n f act , was en-
count er ed ear l y i n t he hi st or y of semi ot i cs by Umber t o Eco, whodef i ned
t he f i el d as "a t heor y of t he l i e. " Semi ot i cs, whi ch t r eat s " si gn- f unct i ons"
abst r act ed away f r omt hei r r ef er ent i al di mensi on, i s t he st udy of what ever
can be used t o depar t f r omt he r eal . Eco' s par adoxi cal def i ni t i on of a di s-
ci pl i ne devot ed t o t el l i ng t he t r ut h about l i es capt ur es t he char act er of
moder n pol i t i cal t heor y as Hobbes sees i t . For Hobbes, sheer human ar -
t i f i ce coul d f ashi on a si mul acr umof t he "nat ur al " r ul er , but t he cooper a-
t i on upon whi ch t hi s ar t depended r el i ed i n t ur n on pr omi ses t hat wer e
l i kel y t o be overwhel med by t he passi ons . Si nce pr omi ses ar e so t hi n, on-
t ol ogi cal l y speaki ng, t he necessar y par t ner of consent i s st at e coer ci on,
whi ch at i t s r oot s i s t hat whi chmoor s us t o t he decept i ve sea- beast , Levi a-
t han, t he onl y gr ound f or whi chwemay hope. Thi s di al ect i c of consent
and coer ci on was anal yzed by Ni et zsche i n hi s -ear l y dr af t "OnTr ut h and
Li es i n aNonmor al Sense, " wher e he emphasi zes t he conf ormi t y i mpl i ed
by t he not i on of a soci al cont r act . ' ° I ndi vi dual s " by t hemsel ves, "
Ni et zsche wr i t es, wi l l i n t he or di nar y cour se of event s r el y on subt er f uge,
camouf l age, and t he l i e f or sur vi val . Thr ough "bor edomand necessi t y, "
however , t hey mi ght cont r act t o l i ve accor di ng t o cer t ai n r ul es, i . e. ,
pr omi ses . The essence of t he soci al cont r act i s t o . t el l t he t r ut h, but al so
t o def i ne t r ut h as t he conf ormi t y t o t he convent i ons of t he gr oup, t o " l i e
accor di ng t o f i xed convent i ons. " Lat er , i n On t he Geneal ogy of Mor al s and
el sewher e, Ni et zsche det ai l ed t he f orms of di sci pl i ne r equi r ed t o pr oduce
a cr eat ur e- t hemoder n, gui l t - r i dden i ndi vi dual - wi t h amemor y capa-
bl e of keepi ng pr omi ses . - Li ke Hobbes, Ni et zsche emphasi zes t he par adox
of t hepr omi ser : t he l anguage of commi t ment , st abi l i t y, andt r ust most l ends
i t sel f t o decept i on and r uses. Cont r act ar i an soci et i es, t her ef or e, encour age
ambi val ence t owar ds t hepr omi se, al t er nat el y gr oundi ng i t i n a danger ous-
l y unmanageabl e humanwi l l and i n a nat ur e t hat can over come t he haz-
ar ds of t he f ormer . The f oundi ng document of t he Amer i can pol i t y,
Jef f er son' s Decl ar at i on of I ndependence, conf orms t o t hi s pat t er n: i t
cel ebr at es t he capaci t y of i ndi vi dual s act i ng wi t h ot her s t o al t er , i nvent ,
andest abl i sh newf orms of pol i t i cal associ at i on, but i t i s car ef ul t o gr ound
t hese capaci t i es i n " t he Laws of Nat ur e" and "Nat ur e' s God, " consi st ent
wi t h a t heor y of t he i ndi vi dual ' s nat ur al r i ght t o be agai nst and cont r ol
nat ur e. "
The most vi vi d r ecent expr essi on of l i ber al anxi et y over t he pr omi se

i s t he di scour se of Ronal d Reagan. I ndeed, f or Reagan our enemi es ar e t hose
whocannot keep t hei r pr omi ses . Ref er r i ng t o t he l eader s of t he Sovi et Un-
i on, Reagan cl ai ms t hat " t hey r eser ved t hese r i ght s t o br eak apr omi se, t o
change t hei r ways, t o be di shonest , and so f or t h i f i t f ur t her ed t he cause
of soci al i sm. . . . ( P) r omi ses ar e l i ke pi e cr ust s, made t o be br oken " ' 2 Ac-
cor di ngl y, Reagan' s obj ect i ons t o t he Sandi ni st a gover nment i n Ni car agua
cent er not on t he gover nment ' s human r i ght s vi ol at i ons, but on t he cl ai m
t hat t he Sandi ni st as br okeapr omi se: t hey, Reagan al l eges, " l i t er al l y made
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a cont r act " wi t h t he Or gani zat i on of Amer i can St at es f or suppor t i n r et ur n
f or " t r ue democr acy. " ' 3 I n such st at ement s, t he emphasi s i s l ess on t he ab-
sence of t r ue democr acy i n Ni car aguat han on t he al l eged f act t hat t he San-
di ni st as br oke a pr omi se - t hat i s, t hat t hey vi ol at ed a pr i nci pl e t hat i s
cent r al t o l egi t i mat e gover nment as we under st and i t . At t he same t i me,
t he st at e over whi ch t hi s Lockean l i ber al pr esi des r el i es overwhel mi ngl y
on what one of hi s oper at i ves cal l s " gr eat decei t " :

I t hi nk i t i s ver y i mpor t ant f or t he Amer i can peopl e t o under st and
t hat t hi s i s a danger ous wor l d; t hat we l i ve at r i sk and t hat t hi s na-
t i on i s at r i sk i n a danger ous wor l d. And t hat t hey ought not t o be
l ed t o bel i eve . . . t hat t hi s nat i on cannot or shoul d not conduct cover t
oper at i ons . By t hei r ver y nat ur e cover t oper at i ons or speci al oper -
at i ons ar e a l i e. Ther e i s gr eat decei t , decept i onpr act i ced i n t hecon-
duct of cover t oper at i ons . They ar e at essence a l i e. "

For Lt . Col . Ol i ver Nor t h, i t s i s i mper at i ve t hat Amer i cans under st and t hat
t hi s nat i on can and shoul d engage i n "gr eat decei t , " even t hough such ac-
t i on vi ol at es t he pr i nci pl es of l egi t i mat e gover nment embodi ed i n t heU. S.
const i t ut i on. The "danger ous wor l d" i n whi ch we l i ve demands t hat we
resor t t o " cover t act i ons" or " speci al oper at i ons" t hat " ar e at essence a
l i e. " The cover t act i on, however , has t he epi st emol ogi cal andmor al st at us
of a nobl e l i e, f or ced upon t he l i ber al democr aci es by t he di f f i cul t choi ce
bet ween " l i ves and l i es" andby t he f act t hat t hose, such as Nor t h, who
possess an esot er i c knowl edge of t he nat ur e of t he t hr eat t o Amer i can f r ee-
dom, ar e hamper edby an unwi el dy bur eaucr acy, a mi si nf ormed Congr ess,
and an apat het i c publ i c . ' 5

St i l l , Nor t h' s t est i mony, t aken by i t sel f , l eaves uncl ear t he basi s upon
whi ch t he r epr esent at i ve of a pol i t y dedi cat ed t o open cont r act s and ser i -
ous pr omi ses can i nst ead devot e hi msel f t o " gr eat . . . decept i on. " Acom-
pl et e answer t o t hi s quest i on woul d r equi r e a st udy of t he r het or i c of t he
gr eat document s of cont ai nment , suchas Geor ge Kennan' s "Mr . X" essay,
Nat i onal Secur i t y Counci l Memor andum#68, Henr y Ki ssi nger ' s Nucl ear
Weapons andFor ei gn Pol i cy, and t he Pent agon Paper s . Some i nsi ght s,
however , can be gai ned f r oma cl ose r eadi ng of one of t hose hundr eds
of i gnor edgover nment pl anni ng document s : "Pr ospect s f or Cont ai nment
of Ni car agua' s Communi st Gover nment , " dat ed May 1986 and i ssued by
t heU.S. Depar t ment of Def ense. Read not as a pr osai c pl anni ng st udy but
as pol i t i cal al l egor y, t he Def ense Depar t ment document br i dges t he gap
bet ween Locke and Hobbes, showi ng why t he char act er of our "danger - .
ous wor l d" i s such t hat our pr i nci pl es of l egi t i macy no l onger appl y. I t
pr ovi des t he t heor y t hat Nor t h di d not expl i ci t l y pr onounce, but upon
whi ch he act ed.
"Cont ai nment " r ef er s br oadl y t o t he post war commi t ment of t he Uni t -

ed St at es t o pr event t he spr ead of Communi sm. ' 6 I n t he debat e, however ,
over howt o accompl i sh t hi s goal , t wo camps qui ckl y emer ged. The docu-
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ment ' s t i t l e r ef er s t o t he debat e bet ween pr oponent s of " r ol l back" and a
l ess ext r eme var i ant t hat became known si mpl y as " cont ai nment . " I n t hi s
sense, cont ai nment envi saged a pol i t i cal deal i n whi ch t he Sovi et Uni on
and t he Uni t ed St at es enj oyed t aci t l y r ecogni zed spher es of i nf l uence, and
i t assumed t hat bot h par t i es wer e capabl e of honor i ng t r eat i es, i . e. , mak-
i ng cont r act s and keepi ng pr omi ses . Pr oponent s of r ol l back under st ood
t he Sovi et Uni on as i ncapabl e of such behavi or - i n Reagan' s t erms, i t
r eser ves t he r i ght t o l i e, cheat , and st eal i n pur sui t of Communi st expan-
si on. I n addi t i on, r ol l back, by i t s nat ur e, i nvol ves mi l i t ar y conf l i ct because
an adver sar y t hat does not r ecogni ze t he sanct i t y of cont r act s cannot be
a par t y t o apol i t i cal sol ut i on. I n ar gui ng t hat t he pr ospect s f or mer el y con-
t ai ni ng Ni car agua' s communi st gover nment ar e bl eak, t he st udy i s an i m-
pl i ci t cal l f or a mi l i t ar y sol ut i on: r ol l back .
Thedocument begi ns by not i ng di f f er ences of opi ni on i nCongr ess over

U. S. pol i cy t owar ds t he Sandi ni st a r egi me, di f f er ences t hat came t o t he f or e
af t er Reagan' s l ur i d speech i n Mar ch of 1986 about Ni car agua as a "saf e
haven" f or t er r or i st s f r omar ound t he wor l d causedsome t o cal l f or pol i t i -
- cal compr omi se r at her t han mi l i t ar y conf l i ct :

The Pr esi dent ' s r equest t o Congr ess on ai d t o t he Ni car aguan
Democr at i c Resi st ance has l ed t o an ext ensi ve debat e i n Congr ess .
Ther e i s a di f f er ence of vi ews as t o howef f ect i ve an agr eement
woul d be i n pr ovi di ng t he needed secur i t y f or Cent r al Amer i ca.

Thedocument begi ns, i n ot her wor ds, by st r essi ngt he l i ber al , democr at i c,
cont ext of U. S. pol i cymaki ng: t he "di f f er enceof vi ews" ; but i t subsequent l y
emphasi zes t hat despi t e di f f er ences over pol i cy, al l par t i es t o t he debat e
agr ee t hat t he Sandi ni st as ar e a t hr eat t o be combat ed, and t hat whi l esome
i n Congr ess "mai nt ai n t hat a gr eat er ef f or t shoul dbe made t o secur e a po-
l i t i cal agr eement whi chwoul d ser ve t o cont ai n Communi smi nNi car agua, "
"Many . . . r ecal l t he f ai l ur e of pr evi ous t r eat i es and agr eement s wi t h t he
Communi st s : " "Pr ospect s f or Cont ai nment , " t hen, wi l l j og t he shor t pol i t -
i cal memor i es of t hose who f or get t hat t r eat i es wi t h " t he Communi st s"
ar e mer e scr aps of paper .
Thi s i s accompl i shed i n a sect i on mi sl eadi ngl y ent i t l ed "Hi st or i cal Per -

spect i ve. " The t i t l e i s mi sl eadi ng not because t he account s hi st or i cal l y i n-
accur at e ( t hey ar e, i n f act , gr ot esquel y over si mpl i f i ed) , but because t hest udy
pur por t s t o deal wi t h U. S. pol i cy t owar ds Ni car agua, but not a wor d i s devot -
ed t o r el at i ons bet ween t hese t wo count r i es. Rat her , "Hi st or i cal Per spec-
t i ve" means r evi ewi ng si t uat i ons i n whi ch t he Uni t ed St at es ent er ed i nt o
pol i t i cal agr eement s wi t h " t he Communi st s, " who, i n t he ver nacul ar of t he
document , ar e a ki nd of Jungi an ar chet ype t hat ever ywher e and al ways
r emai ns t he same. ( I can r ecal l chi l dhood memor i es of TVnews br oad-
cast s about t he "Vi et Cong, " whi ch I di ml y i magi ned must be an et hni c
gr oup di f f er ent f r omt heVi et namese we wer e def endi ng. ) Si nce " t heCom-
muni st s" ar eal ways t he same, i t f ol l ows t hat t he behavi or of any oneCom-
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muni st ent i t y i s ent i r el y pr edi ct abl e. I f t he f ur t her assumpt i on t hat t he San-
di ni st as ar e Communi st s i s al so made, no f ur t her i nqui r y i s necessar y i nt o
t he hi st or i cal pecul i ar i t i es of U. S. - Ni car agua r el at i ons: Sandi ni st a pol i cy i s
det ermi ned by t hei r bei ng par t of " t he Communi st s, " and not as
Ni car aguans.
The document t hen cont ai ns di scussi ons on vi ol at i ons of t r eat i es wi t h

Communi st s ent er ed i nt o by t he Uni t ed St at es, whi ch amount , of cour se,
t o Communi st s' br eaki ng t hei r pr omi ses, j ust as, accor di ng t o Reagan, t hey
af f i rm t hei r r i ght t o do. I n t he case of Vi et nam, f or exampl e, Nor t h Vi et -
nam"began i l l egal subver si ve oper at i ons i n Sout h Vi et nami mmedi at el y
af t er si gni ng t he 1954 GenevaAccor ds, " al t hough "Communi st mi l i t ar y vi o-
l at i ons of t he GenevaAgr eement began t o escal at e shar pl y onl y i n t he l at e
1950' s; when Hanoi st ar t ed t o i nf i l t r at e armedcadr es andsuppl i es i nt o Vi et -
nam. " The same i s t r ue, accor di ng t o t he document , of " communi st bel -
l i ger ent s" i n Kor ea, ot her I ndochi nese count r i es, andCuba. Tr ue t o f orm,
t heNi car aguan Communi st s " l i t er al l y made a cont r act , " i n Reagan' s wor ds,
wi t h t he Or gani zat i on of Amer i can St at es t o est abl i sh " t r ue democr acy, "
onl y t o vi ol at e i t af t er assumi ng power . The Communi st s, t hen, ar e boi
bar bar oi , a gr oup t hat cannot keep pr omi ses andhence i s not f i t t o ent er
i nt o t he sor t of cont r act ual ar r angement s f ami l i ar t o Lockean l i ber al s .
Not onl y do Communi st s f ai l t o keep pr omi ses, t hey act i vel y, i nt ent i on-

al l y ut i l i ze t he r het or i c of pr omi si ng - l i kel y per suasi ve f or l i ber al pol i -
t i es - t o pur sue t he expansi on of Communi st power . As Reagan has i t ,
f or Communi st s pr omi ses ar e made i n or der t o be br oken. Equal l y al i en
t o l i ber al sensi bi l i t i es i s t he f act t hat t he Communi st s pl an t o br eak t hei r
pr omi ses : t he Ni car aguans "never i nt ended t o honor t he pl edge" t hey made
t o t he Or gani zat i on of Amer i can St at es, and t he Vi et namese and Kor ean
Communi st s "wer e pl anni ng t he i nf r i ngement s even as t hey wer e negot i at -
i ng. " Themer e f act t hat t he Communi st s pl an i s a mar k of t hei r di f f er ence
f r omus . St r i ct l y speaki ng, a l i ber al pol i t y cannot pl an; i t onl y cr eat es a
f r amewor k of or der wi t hi n whi ch i ndi vi dual s cont r act wi t h one anot her
and t hus det ermi ne t hei r f at es . Pl anni ng i n a l i ber al pol i t y i s possi bl e onl y
on an i ndi vi dual , not on a col l ect i ve, basi s. The Communi st s, wi t h t hei r
Fi ve Year Pl ans and hi st or i cal i nevi t abi l i t i es, even pl an t o br eak pr omi ses .
TheCommuni st s, t hen, pl an wi t h no r egar d f or past pr omi ses, anduse

pr omi ses onl y as ar het or i ca! devi ce wi t h whi ch t o mani pul at e l i ber al pol -
i t i es . The Sandi ni st as, t her ef c) r e, can be expect ed t o vi ol at e a Cent r al Amer i -
can peace t r eat y. The quest i ons t hen become: What woul d a Cent r al
Amer i can t r eat y cal l f or , andwhat Sandi ni st a vi ol at i ons ar e l i kel y t o oc-
cur ? The key el ement of any such t r eat y, t he Pent agon emphasi zes, i s t he
st i pul at i on t hat t hegover nment s of t her egi on r ef use t o al l owf or ei gn t r oops
or mi l i t ar y advi sor s on t hei r soi l , and r ef r ai n f r omsuppor t i ng i nsur gen-
ci es i n nei ghbor i ng count r i es. Thi s ent ai l s t hat Sovi et andCuban advi sor s
l eave Ni car agua, and t hat t he Uni t ed St at es di scont i nue i t s suppor t f or El
Sal vador , Guat emal a, andHondur as . On t he t heor y t hat t he Communi st s
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pl an t o br eak pr omi ses, t her e can be onl y one r eason f or t he Sandi ni st as
t o agr ee t o such an ar r angement : t o i nduce t he Uni t ed St at es t o wi t hdr aw
f r omt he r egi on whi l e t hey secr et l y pur sue a mi l i t ar y bui l d- up t hat woul d
enabl e t hemt o become mast er of t he r egi on. As t he Pent agon i magi nes i t :

The Ni car aguan gover nment woul d si gn aCont ador aagr eement . . .
t he Ni car aguans woul dci r cumvent andvi ol at e t he agr eement i n or d-
er t o mai nt ai n or i ncr ease t hei r mi l i t ar y st r engt h and t o . . . suppor t
. . . Communi st i nsur genci es t hr oughout Cent r al Amer i ca. Ni car agua
woul d seek t o conceal i t s vi ol at i ons as l ong as possi bl e. The U. S.
and ot her Cent r al Amer i can nat i ons woul d f ul l y abi de by t he
agr eement . . . .

Const r ai ned by cont r act ar i an pr i nci pl es, t he Uni t ed St at es woul d abi de
by i t s pr omi ses whi l e t he Ni car aguans secr et l y br eak t hei r s, r esul t i ng ul t i -
mat el y i n t he Communi st conquest of Cent r al Amer i ca. What , under t he
ci r cumst ances, can a l i ber al pol i t y do? TheUni t ed St at es coul d not si mpl y
announce i t s r ef usal t o abi de by a t r eat y suppor t ed by t he gover nment s
of t he r egi on. Yet t o abi de by t he agr eement whi l e t he Communi st s secr et l y
subver t i t i s t o accept Communi st r ul e over Cent r al Amer i ca, i n t he l ong
r un. Al t hough t he Pent agon st ops shor t of dr awi ng t hi s consequence ex-
pl i ci t l y, t her het or i cal cont ext of t he document encour ages t he concl usi on
t hat t he Uni t ed St at es must , l i ke t he Communi st s, secr et l y vi ol at e t he agr ee-
ment by suppor t i ng what i t cal l s t he "Democr at i c Resi st ance For ces" ( t he
cont r as) ' cover t l y wi t h t he met hods devel oped by Nor t h . Faced wi t h an
ent i t y i ncapabl e of par t i ci pat i ng i n cont r act ar i an l i f e, t he Uni t ed St at es has .
no choi ce but t o r esor t t o " gr eat decei t . "
The r het or i cal st r at egy t hat Nor t h adopt ed i n hi s t est i mony t o t he Con-

gr essi onal commi t t ees i nvest i gat i ng t he I r an- cont r a af f ai r was t o pr esent
, t he gr eat decei t as nat ur al , r eal i st i c, and sel f - evi dent l y j ust i f i ed. Al t hough
t he U. S. Const i t ut i on gr ant s t he execut i ve br anch l i mi t ed power s i n f or -
ei gn af f ai r s, Nor t h speaks as i f i t wer e sel f - evi dent t hat t he pr esi dent i s " i n
char ge" of f or ei gn pol i cy. Congr ess neednot be i nf ormed of gover nment
act i on i n t hat ar ea, accor di ng t o Nor t h, because t he pr esi dent i s account a-
bl e di r ect l y t o " t he peopl e. " " ' Nor t h makes i t cl ear t hat t he gr eat decei t
i s not l i mi t ed t o t he Communi st enemy, but i ncl udes al l el ement s of t he
l i ber al pol i t y ( e. g . , t he pr ess andCongr ess) t hat t hr eat en t he i mpl ement a-
t i on . of t he cover t pol i cy : t he decei t was st aged i n par t , accor di ng t o Nor t h,
" t o l i mi t t he pol i t i cal embar r assment . " 1s Nor t h asser t s t hat t o pr event po-
l i t i cal embar r assment , member s of t he execut i ve br anch can dest r oy of f i -
ci al document s or f ai l t o i nf ormCongr ess of cur r ent pol i cy ( " decei t by
omi ssi on" ) . Al l of t hi s i s, by def i ni t i on, l egal , because i t i s done at t he be-
hest of t he "Commander - i n- Chi ef , " who, once agai n, act s i n t he i nt er est s
of t he nat i on as a whol e and not i n t he par ochi al i nt er est s r epr esent ed i n
Congr ess .
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The l ogi c of cont ai nment , as expr essed bot h i n Nor t h' s t est i mony and
t he Pent agon st udy, speci f i es t he condi t i ons under whi ch t he Uni t ed St at es
moves f r omLockean commi t ment s of l i mi t ed, open gover nment t o an
Hobbesi an st at e of near - t ot al aut hor i t y and det ai l ed admi ni st r at i on of
ci t i zenshi p, f or what wer e Nor t h' s sl i de shows - and i ndeed hi s t est i mo-
ny - ot her t han an exer ci se i n " nur t ur i ng t he habi t s of compl i ance"? Yet
a naggi ng pol i t i co- epi st emol ogi cal quest i on r emai ns: I f st at e pol i cy must
be secr et , howcani t be r at i f i ed by t hepeopl e? Senat or Mi t chel l r ai sed t hi s
i ssue i n t he cour se of hi s quest i oni ng of Nor t h: " i f , by def i ni t i on, cover t
act i on i s secr et and ( t he pr esi dent ) doesn' t t el l t hemabout i t , t her e' s no
way t he Amer i can peopl e can knowabout i t t o be abl e t o vot e hi mout
of of f i ce. . . . " l 9 Cover t act i on emer ges as a vul gar Pl at oni smi n whi ch a
syst emof hi er ar chi cal , Hobbesi an st at e aut hor i t y i s masked f or t he mul t i -
t ude by a di spl ay of i mages st aged f or t he pur poses of r at i f yi ng t he peo-
pl e' s sense of l i vi ng i na Lockean soci et y of maxi mumi ndi vi dual _f r eedom
and gover nment on t r ust . Thus, t he i nescapabl e dupl i ci t y of Nor t h' s pr esen-
t at i ons, emphasi zi ng Sovi et desi gns on Cent r al Amer i ca whi l e at t he same
t i me i mpl yi ng t hat t he Uni t ed St at es wasdoi ngno mor e f or t he "Democr at i c
Resi st ance" t han al l owi ng t hemt o di e f or t hei r count r y. I n publ i c, Nor t h
of f er ed a r het or i c i n whi ch t he ci t i zen of a l i ber al pol i t y mi ght comf or t a-
bl y dwel l , maki ng ar gument s i n f avor of a par t i cul ar pol i cy ; whi l e pr i vat e-
l y car r yi ng out a war hi s " i nt el l i gence" t ol d hi mwas necessar y but t owar ds
whi ch t he publ i c r emai ned unsuppor t i ve.
Cont ai nment depi ct s a " danger ous wor l d" i n whi ch l i ber al pr i nci pl es

ar e put "at r i sk" t o t he pr eci se ext ent t hat l i ber al pol i t i es adher e t o t hem.
Cont ai nment - i nbot h i t s moder at e andext r emever si ons - sees t hepost -
moder n pol i t i cal condi t i on as demandi ng pr i vat e Hobbesi an act i on cou-
pl edwi t h publ i c Lockeanr het or i c. At t he l i mi t , cont ai nment even t hr eat ens
t o di ssol ve t he di f f er ence bet ween publ i c and pr i vat e upon whi ch l i ber al -
i smt hr i ves. Many of Nor t h' s associ at es, such as Ri char dVSecor d and Al -
ber t Haki m, wer e pr i vat e i ndi vi dual s i mpl ement i ng st at e pol i cy, whi ch
r esor t ed t o pr i vat e f undi ng and oper at i ves becausewhat i t want ed t o do
was i l l egal . The i mpl osi on of t hepr i vat e i nt o t he publ i c enabl ed al l t o cl ai m
a l ack of r esponsi bi l i t y : gover nment of f i ci al s coul d say t hat no appr opr i at -
ed f unds wer e goi ng t o suppor t t he cont r as, even t hough t he pol i cy of
suppor t was wor ked out i n t he Whi t e House; whi l e ci t i zens, vi ol at i ng t he
l awat t he behest of t he execut i ve br anch, coul d say t hey wer e doi ng so
as pat r i ot s comi ng t o t he ai d of t hei r pr esi dent . Per haps Nor t h, Secor d,
Haki m, and even Reagan ar e nei t her pr i vat e nor publ i c f i gur es, but an un-
deci dabl e, post moder n amal gamat i on of t hese t erms, f i gur es capabl e of
si mul at i ng t he publ i c and t he pr i vat e accor di ng t o necessi t y. I n a com-
pl ement ar y way, cont ai nment gi ves us a newAmer i can st at e t hat i s nei t her
Lockean nor Hobbesi an, but bot h i n t he sense t hat i t i s commi t t ed t o st ag-
i ng i t sel f i n ei t her mode accor di ng t o t he demands of st at e power . I n t he
l ast anal ysi s, t he I r an- cont r aaf f ai r ( l i ke t he af f ai r of Gar y Har t , whi ch con-
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densed si mi l ar conf usi ons over t he di f f er ence bet ween publ i c and pr i vat e)
i s but a sympt omof an Amer i can i dent i t y cr i si s - a cr i si s, pr eci sel y, of
i dent i t y : t he r epr essed Hobbesi an i dent i t y of f r eedomand cont r ol .

Not es

Depar t ment of Rhet or i c
Uni ver si t y of Cal i f or ni a
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THEDARKNI GHTOFTHELI BERAL SPI RI T
ANDTHEDAWNOFTHESAVAGE

Mi chael A. Wi nst ei n

I pr opose t o under t akeacr i t i que of cont empor ar y Amer i can l i ber al i sm,
speci f i cal l y what i s commonl y cal l ed "neo- l i ber al i sm, " f r omt he f ounda-
t i on of aphenomenol ogi cal r ef l ect i on on moder n consci ousness. Li ber al -
i sm, as apol i t i cal f ormul a f or sel f - consci ousl y or gani zi ng soci et y, i s f at ef ul l y
bound t o t he cont i nuance of t he moder n under st andi ng of l i f e and can-
not sur vi ve t he f ai l ur e t o i nst ant i at e t hat under st andi ng i nt o consci ousness,
t o make i t t he ver y const i t ut i on of consci ousness. The cur r ent t al k about
apost moder n hi st or i cal per i od appear s, t her ef or e, t o be an admi ssi on t hat
l i ber al i smi s at hi ng of t hepast : Yet t he ver y t erm"post moder n" i s empt y
of any posi t i ve cont ent , subsi st i ng t ensel y t o si gni f y a cr avi ng f or i t s own
t r ansmut at i on i nt o somet hi ng f undament al l y new, a f r esh descr i pt i on of
t he st r uct ur e of l i f e t hat woul d car r y wi t h i t a t r ansf i gur ed pol i t i cs . Ther e
i s al so a r adi cal uncer t ai nt y i n t he post moder nmi nd, a suspi ci on t hat t her e
i s no t r ansf ormat i on on t he hor i zon, t hat consci ousness i s i ncar cer at ed
i n t he cat egor i es of moder ni t y andmust f ace t he r eal i zat i on t hat t he hu-
man sel f has at l ast become f ul l y l uci d t o i t sel f , t hat nowi s t he t i me t o
l ear n t o l i ve wi t hi n a f i nal sel f - under st andi ng and not t o escape i nt o new
vi si ons . Taken t oget her t he cr avi ng f or r adi cal novel t y and t he naggi ng
doubt t hat i t i s a genui ne possi bi l i t y make post moder ni smanot her i nst ance
of avant - gar demoder ni sm, per haps t he l ast one, t he f i nal moder n i r ony.
Post moder ni sm i s t he moder n r ef l ect i on on t he l oss of dynami smi n

moder ni t y, i t s sel f - cl osur e, and t he i nabi l i t y t o get beyond i t : post moder n
consci ousness bounds t he boundl ess, but t he "dynami c i nsi ght " of con-
t i nuous change, as Kar l Mannhei mcal l ed i t , has been i next r i cabl y associ at ed
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wi t h moder ni t y. Thus, post moder n consci ousness i s t he pur e di al ect i cal
negat i on of moder n consci ousness, l ocked i n an embr acewi t h i t , decr ee-
i ng t hat i t must assent t o j ust what i t i s most unwi l l i ng t o hol d cl ose t o
i t sel f , i t s own bei ng as a st at i c f orm. Post moder ni t y i s t hemost acut e i n-
st ance of t he " unhappy consci ousness, " an empt y cr avi ng f or l i ber at i on,
f or t he unl i mi t ed, cr ashi ng agai nst t he success of sel f - det ermi nat i on . Po-
l i t i cal l y, i t i s decomposed or deconst r uct ed l i ber al i sm, a spasmodi c hope
f or pr ogr ess unhi nged f r oml i f e by a cor r osi ve, nost al gi c doubt .
Post moder ni smi s t he most r ecent of t he "wai t i ng phi l osophi es" t hat

have char act er i zedt went i et h- cent ur y West er n cul t ur e, t he most pr of ound
of whi ch i s Mar t i n Hei degger ' s ef f or t t o open hi msel f t o t he voi ce of Be-
i ng, under t aken wi t hi n an " i nt er r egnum. " I shal l i ni t i at e a phenomenol og-
i cal r ef l ect i on onmoder n consci ousness by quest i oni ngwai t i ngphi l osophy,
whi ch i s const i t ut edby t he pur e i nt ent i onal i t y of a r ecept i ve st r ai n t owar ds
t hat whi ch does not appear and t he appear ance of t hat whi ch i s hel d i n
doubt . The i nt ent i onal i t y i t sel f cannot be cr i t i ci zed on i t s own t erms: i t
i s a possi bl e st r uct ur e of consci ousness t hat i s not sel f - cont r adi ct or y ; t hat
i s, one can f ormone' s bei ng- i n- t he-wor l d accor di ng t o uncer t ai n expect a-
t i on. Thus, a cr i t i cal appr oach t o t heunhappy consci ousness of post moder -
ni t y wi l l have t o pr oceed by t r eat i ng i t as a sympt omof an act of evadi ng
amor e pr i mar y i nt ent i onal i t y, as a f ormof neur ot i c compr omi se bet ween
aj udgment of t he t r ut h about per sonal exi st ence andawi sh t hat t he j udg-
ment was f al se. The l i f e of uncer t ai n expect at i on i s a f ormof di ssoci at ed
exi st ence i n whi ch one car r i es out al l dai l y act i vi t i es accor di ng t o t he r e-
qui r ement s of soci al f unct i on and l egal f i ct i on, whi l e exper i enci ng t hese
act i vi t i es as det ached f r omany uni f yi ng si gni f i cance. The sense of i mpor -
t ance i s f ul l y t r anscendent al i zed i nt o t he exper i ence of wai t i ng - t he r ound
of l i f e becomes r educed t o ki l l i ng t i me, wher eas i nwar dness i s i nt ensi f i ed
i nt o a r est l ess t ensi on and di s- t ensi on, accor di ng t o t he vi ci ssi t udes of
doubt . Such a consci ousness wr enches i t sel f i nt o a gr oundl ess hopef ul -
ness t hr ough nost al gi a f or a l ost uni t y, t r ansl at i ng depr i vat i on i nt o cr avi ng
f or novel t y. I t i s t he br eakdown pr oduct of t he r el i gi ous wi l l , t he hi st or i -
ci zed wi sh f or sal vat i on di vest ed of i t s obj ect and even of any symbol i za-
t i on of aquest i onabl e obj ect . Thewai t i ng at t i t ude i s based on t he j udgment
t hat i t i s bet t er t o hol d on t o t he r el i gi ous i nt ent i onal i t y t han i t i s t o be-
come coi nci dent wi t h l i f e, ver i f yi ng Max Weber ' s obser vat i on t hat t he
moder n l i f e t hat t hey had cr eat ed f or t hemsel ves was t oo much f or hu-
manbei ngs t o bear . Post moder n consci ousness i s t he ver y t hi nnest , al most
t r anspar ent vei l t hr own over t he moder n under st andi ng of l i f e, a ni sus
t owar ds t he beyond super added t o f i ni t e mundani t y and, t her ef or e, t he
most aust er eof t hemoder n cul t ur al neur oses . As t he pur e wi sh f or a t r ans-
f ormat i on t hat i s hel d t o be quest i onabl e or even, mor e pur el y, i mpossi -
bl e, i t di scl oses i t s ot her , i t s di al ect i cal r eci pr ocal , wi t hout any necessi t y
of i nt er pr et at i on. That ot her , det ached f r omt he vacant l y st r ai ni ng expec-
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t at i on, but al ways j uxt aposed t o i t , i s t he f ormed cont ent of moder n l i f e
i t sel f .
Moder n consci ousness may be gr aspedmost gener al l y t hr ough t he act

by whi ch t he sel f sei zes i t sel f f r omwi t hi n i n a decl ar at i on- deed; t hat i s,
t he sel f act ual i zes i t s own bei ng t hr ough a decl ar at i on. My par adi gmher e
i s t he Car t esi an cogi t o t hr ough whi cht hesel f i s r eal i zed par t i al l y as a " t hi nk-
i ng subst ance" t hough not yet as a compl et e l i f e. I ndeed, t he phenome-
nol ogy of t hemoder nmi nd i s a r emor sel ess, uncompr omi si ng pr ocess of
enr i chi ng and i nt ensi f yi ng t he i nwar d cent er of i ndi vi duat ed l i f e unt i l i t
r eaches t he l i mi t of i t s empi r e, andmust t henei t her t r y desper at el y t o t r an-
scend i t sel f or l ear n t o l i ve wi t hi n t he boundar i es t hat i t has made l uci d
t o i t sel f . The hi st or i cal moment s of moder n consci ousness ar e f ami l i ar .
Fr omt he Car t esi an st ar t i ng poi nt of t he t hi nki ng ego one passes t o t he
sel f - l egi sl at i ng wi l l of Kant and f i nal l y t o Ni et zsche' s passi onat e and per son-
at ed f l esh, best capt ur ed by Unamuno' s desi gnat i on, " t hemanof f l esh and
bone, who i s bor n, suf f er s, and di es . " One of t he gr eat i r oni es of post -
moder n consci ousness i s t hat i t r ecr eat es t he Car t esi an st ar t i ng poi nt
t hr ough an i nver si on . When Descar t es, f r ust r at ed i n hi s ef f or t s t o di scover
cer t ai nknowl edget hat woul d enabl e hi m" t o wal k wi t h conf i dence i n t hi s
l i f e, " f i nal l y was i mpel l ed t o make hi msel f t he obj ect of i nquest , he sei zed
a t hi nki ng ego f r omwhi ch no l i nkages coul d be made t o hi s dai l y l i f e. I n-
deed, hi s onl y connect i on t o t he ot her - t han- sel f was t r anscendent al , was
t o t he i dea of per f ect i on. Lacki ng a br i dge t o mundani t y, he devi sed a
"pr ovi si onal mor al i t y" t hat enj oi ned hi mt o l i ve wi t h good wi l l accor di ng
t o t he usages of . t hose ar ound hi m. For Descar t es t her e was hope t hat
genui ne and sat i sf act or y connect i ons woul d be made t o t he wor l dt hr ough
r at i onal i nvest i gat i on, so hi s was a pat i ent wai t i ng. Nowwi t h t hemoder n
cl osed i n upon i t sel f t he wai t i ng r et ur ns, onl y i t i s desper at e and i mpa-
t i ent . Ther e i s t he same det achment of l i f e f r om spi r i t , but i t i s not t he
pr egnant suspensi on f i l l ed wi t h expect at i on of t he unf ol di ng of a newage;
i t i s bi t t er nost al gi a ungi r dl ed f r omper f ect i on, cr avi ngf or mi r acl e: t he cogi -
t o hasbecome t hepour soi , t hought has become t hemani pul at i on of si gns,
and onl y t he bar est i nt er i or i t y r emai ns at t he ver y mar gi n. Thi s i nt er i or i t y
i s necessar y t o expr ess t he j udgment t hat i nt er i or i t y i s a usel ess passi on
or , i n a f l i ght of bad f ai t h, a wor d f unct i oni ng t o l egi t i mat e r aci al , pat r i ar -
chal , capi t al i st i c, or , most r adi cal l y, l i ngui st i c domi nat i on.
The bur nout of moder ni t y i s t hescor chi ngof t he desi r e t o l i ve as a f i ni t e .

i ndi vi dual . What came bet ween Descar t es and t he post moder nswas a dar -
i ng gr owi ng- i nt o l i f e : Descar t es needed away i nt o l i f e ; t he post moder ns
cr ave f or away out . The mai nst r eamof moder ni t y want ed l i f e and f ol -
l owedGoet he' s di ct um: "Becomewhoyou ar e. " The sel f - cl osur e of moder -
ni t y i s t he success of t hi s gr eat pedagogi cal pr oj ect : a compl et e
sel f - under st andi ng t hr ough t he i nwar dl y gr asped sel f i s nowavai l abl e t o
anyonewho i s st r ong enough t o t ol er at e i t , and, as i n t he case of any f oun-
dat i on, i t i s al l t oo si mpl e t o expr ess, al l t oo obvi ousl y t r ue t o t hose who
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gr asp i t , and al l t oo di f f i cul t t o bear . When I gr aspmysel f f r omwi t hi n, now,
as t he t went i et h cent ur y moves t o i t s cl ose, wi t h al l t he moder n sel f -
di scover i es suf f used t hr oughmy bei ng, I sei ze mysel f concr et el y as con-
sci ous f l esh, as a sensi bl e, desi r i ng, and sel f - i nt er pr et i ng body. And t hat
i s t hemoder n t r ut h, t heendof t he sear ch f or t he r es ver a, t he r i chl y- l aden
t r ut h, bear i ng t he pur est pl easur e and t he most agoni zi ng hat r ed wi t hi n
i t ; t hat al l I can assent t o pr i mor di al l y i s an ut t er sur d, a f ai l ur e by i t s own
requi r ement s, yet t he ver y pl eni t ude of bei ng i t sel f and t he gener at or of
al l of t he i nt er pr et at i ve pr oj ect i ons t hat t ake i t away f r omi t sel f - r est l ess,
consci ous f l esh . Yes, I acknowl edge t hat I spr ang f r omawomb. But I f eel
t he t ensi ons of my or gans dest r oyi ng me and I f eel t he pl easur es t hat ar e
f ul l er t han any i deas of per f ect i on. My i mmanence i s i mmedi at e, my t r an-
si t i vi t y phant asmi c . I cannot be gr at ef ul f or bei ng bor n, nor can I f eel , any
obl i gat i on t o t hat whi ch sust ai ns me, becausemy exi st ence i s agr eat t ease :
l i f e i s t oo mar vel ous t o sur r ender and t oo hor r i bl e t o af f i rm.
For Dost oevsky, l i vi ng i n t he per i od bet ween t he Kant i an moment of

mor al wi l l and t he pr esent hor i zon of car nal consci ousness - t he t r ansi -
t i onal moment of t he ar bi t r ar y, i r r at i onal , and, f or hi m, spi t ef ul wi l l -
ever yt hi ng was possi bl e becausenot hi ngwas f or bi dden. NowDost oevsky' s
consci ousness has spl i t i n t wo. Those who ar e wounded by t he absence
of pr escr i pt i on year n f or a newor der . Those who l i ve i n t he pl eni t ude
of possi bi l i t y knowt hat not hi ng i s necessar y - t hey have no obl i gat i on,
onl y adef aul t dr i ve, t he body l i vi ng t hem. And her e i s t hecur se t hat pl agues
and haunt s l i ber al i sm- t he r est l ess monkey who i s r eveal ed t hr ough t he
i nsi st ent demyst i f i cat i on and concr et i zat i on of l i f e, whohas f i nal l y demyst i -
f i ed soci et y suf f i ci ent l y t o obj ect i f y i t as an aspect of t he nat ur al envi r on-
ment , a si mpl e oppor t uni t y st r uct ur e. Each i ndi vi dual i n t he West t oday
l i ves i n consci ous or unconsci ous t ensi on wi t h t he f i nal i t y of t he f i ni t e
f l esh, acknowl edgi ng or suppr essi ng t he enormous i dea t hat ever yt hi ng
about l i f e' s conduct i s a mat t er of st r at egy and t hat not hi ng i s a mat t er of
dut y. I ndeed, an exami ned l i f e i s so di f f i cul t t o l i ve t hat i t i s t empt ed, nay,
compel l ed, t o t el l i t sel f t hat t her e ar e nomor al r est r ai nt s on i t because t he
gr eat t ease i s a di r t y t r i ck - i ndi vi duat ed l i f e i s a l osi ng pr oposi t i on, but
i t i s t he onl y game i n t own. Who can swal l ow t he der omant i ci zed
Ni et zsche? Who can acknowl edge t hemsel ves t o be t he savage, t he t r ue
savage who i s t he secr et of moder ni t y; not t he nobl e savage, but t he ci vi l
savage, t he onewhoknows ci vi l i zat i on as an ani mal knows i t s ecol ogi cal
ni che, as awi l der ness? Thi s i s t he wi l d car d of l i ber al soci et y and i t i s deal t
t o ever y hand. But who does not t r y t o domest i cat e i t by conver t i ng i t
t o a r egul ar member of t he deck? And i n doi ng so l i ber al soci et y i s made
t o suf f er i t s deat h agony. But i t i s an i nt ermi nabl e deat h. The ci vi l savage,
t he f r ui t of moder ni t y, t hemast er l ess mandi sposi ng of hi s est at e, hi s body,
dwel l s wi t h a cr owd t hat has commi t t ed i t sel f t o t he hospi ce cal l ed l i ber al
soci et y. Woul d t hat i t wer e a hal f - way house, but hospi ce i t must be f or
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t he l egi ons who cannot l i ve wi t h t he f i ni t e eschat ol ogy of t he moder n
pr ocess.
Li ber al i smcannot t ol er at e t he Ni et zschi an f ul f i l l ment of moder ni t y, t he

appear ance of a di s- banded apewho ret ur ns t o hi s wi t s af t er a l ong r omance
wi t h r eason . And t hi s ape cannot t ol er at e hi msel f , unl ess gi f t ed wi t h mas-
si ve i nf usi ons of Hume' s "mor al sent i ment , " t he emot i onal l i t hi umf or di s-
pel l i ng aut i sm. But mor al sent i ment has never been i n suf f i ci ent suppl y
t o sust ai n aci vi l i zat i on and t oday even l ess so t han ever wi t h t he di sap-
pear ance of i t s t r adi t i onal suppor t s i n cust omar ycommuni t y. The f amous
" cake of cust om" of Wal t er Bagehot has once and f or al l beenbr oken be-
yond r epai r andmi l d cases of schi zophr eni a ar e i ncr easi ng at a f ast er r at e
t han ar e cases of AI DS. Li ber al i sm' s i mmune syst em, t he sense of dut y, has
br okendown, di vi di ng soci et y i nt o t wo l i f e- f orms, pr edat or s and par asi t es,
bot h of whi ch sympt omi ze an i nt ol er ance f or t he l i vi ng moder n t r ut h, t he
ci vi l savage, and f r omt hat i nt ol er ance f al l i nt o a chr oni c demor al i zat i on.
The pr edat or s ar e t hosewhoar e f or t unat e t o be i n asoci al posi t i on i n whi ch
t hey can expl oi t t he l ess f avor ed, so t hey decl ar e t hei r i ndependence f r om
any obl i gat i on t o ser ve ot her s. Yet t hey ar e poi soned by gui l t andmust
per f ormt he di sgust i ng and unedi f yi ng r i t e of j ust i f yi ng t hemsel ves : I van
Boesky pont i f i cat ed, "You can be gr eedy ' and st i l l f eel good about your -
sel f , " and t he cr owd of st udent s at UCLA cheer ed. The par asi t es ar e t he
unf or t unat es who ar e ever r emi nded of t hei r dependence on ot her s and
seek, t her ef or e, t o make ever yone ser vant s . They mewl about communi t y
or snar l about al t er nat i ve l i f e- st yl es, but t hei r ai mi s t o pl ace ever yone i n
t hei r posi t i on of soci al f ai l ur e, whi ch i s why t hei r i nt el l ect ual advocat es
scr eamt hat t he ego i s al i ngui st i c f i ct i on. Cal cul at i ngand consumi ng egos
ver sus l i ngui st i c f i ct i ons i s what t he f ashi onabl e Ni et zsche/ Mar x debat e
comes downt oon t hest r eet - l evel of academi a, t heconvent i on f l oor . Li ber -
al i smhas i mpl oded and t wo i l l i ber al i sms have been sucked i nt o t he voi d,
t he ol d anar cho- capi t al i sm st r ut t i ng i n t he bl ack mask of Ni et zsche and
t he even st al er Jacobi ni smpar adi ng under t he r ed f l ag of Mar x . And si t -
t i ng on t he i mper i al t hr one of t heWest as 1986ends i s t he pr edat or - par asi t e,
Ronal d Reagan, t he l ogi cal successor of t he par asi t e- pr edat or s, Hi t l er , St a-
l i n, Mussol i ni et al .
Moder n l i f e has devel oped beyond l i ber al i sm, beyond i t s ownsoci al sup-

por t syst emof i nst i t ut i ons, and conf r ont s r adi cal humanweakness, whi ch
i s expr essed as t hespeci ous i ndependence of t he dependent expl oi t er and
t he r esent f ul dependence of t he anxi ous expl oi t ed: i t i nscr i bes t he f ul f i l l -
ment of t he mast er - sl ave di al ect i c wi t hout t he savi ng gr ace of t he ser vant ' s
sel f - over comi ng. The l i f e of st r engt h, whi ch i s t he demand of an over r i pe
moder ni t y, i s based on t he si mpl e acknowl edgment of i r r emedi abl e hu-
man f r ai l t y and f ai l ur e wi t hout anysuper added compensat i on . Fr omt her e
onemakes do, cr eat i ng t he soci al bond out of sent i ment and sensi bi l i t y,
whet her i t i s a mor e pr i mar y er ot i c f eel i ng or amor e r ef l ect i ve sympat hy.
St r engt h i s assent t o weakness f ol l owed by t he det ermi nat i on t o hang on



t enaci ousl y and, per haps, t o f i nd and cul t i vat e t he Epi cur ean gar den, not
behi nd wal l s but i n t he st r eet s. And st r eet l i f e has become ubi qui t ous, i f
onl y i n t he bi zar r e si mul acr umof vi deo. The moder n r omance has come
f ul l ci r cl e, r et ur ni ng t o t he gr ound of al l ci vi l i zat i on, t o t he r ecogni t i on
of t he i nsuf f i ci ency of t he f l esh, but wi t hout any symbol i c escape f r om
i t and pr omi si ng onl y t he di st ur bi ng t ubes and swi t ches of t he i nt ensi ve-
car e uni t . Andever ywher e t he si gns i nt r ude and i ndi cat e t hat humanbe-
i ngs cannot t ol er at e such an exi st ence. Peopl e cl ut ch and cl aweach ot her ,
seek compl et i on i n t he ot her , an ef f or t doomed t o f ai l ur e because i n t he
ot her t hey conf r ont t hemsel ves, t hough t hi s i s t he one t hi ng t hat t hey wi l l
not admi t . Thi s i s not t he war of al l agai nst al l but t he r amshackl e pl ay-
r oomof t he bour geoi s man- chi l d, Di sneyl and af t er t he r i des have r ust ed
out and t he par ent s have gone home. Moder ni t y i s t he deconst r uct i on of
ci vi l i zat i on i t sel f , demyst i f yi ng t he symbol s of t r anscendence and l eavi ng
onl y t he r ef l ect i on of human f al l i bi l i t y and al l of t he desper at e at t empt s
t o avoi d owni ng up t o i t .

I t i s f ar mor e accur at e t o cal l t he pr esent er a post l i ber al t hanpost moder n.
For t he gr eat l i ber al s, such as Hobhouse, Dewey, Cr oce, and Or t ega, t he
st at ement woul dbe a cont r adi ct i on i n t erms, because i n t hei r t i me moder -
ni t y had not yet deconst r uct ed i t sel f , had not f oundi t s basi s i n t he i ndi vi du-
at ed f l esh whi ch i s r esi st ant t o and unassi mi l abl e by any i nst i t ut i on. The
hi gh poi nt of l i ber al i smwas r eached at t he second gr eat moment of moder -
ni t y, t hat of t he Kant i an mor al wi l l . Bef or e t he t ur n of t he ni net eent h cen-
t ur y l i ber al i sm had been a count er poi nt t o absol ut i sm, but l acked a
f oundat i on f or or gani zi ng soci al l i f e, openi ng r est r i ct ed spher es of aut ono-
mous act i vi t y such as commer ci al ent er pr i se, sci ent i f i c i nvest i gat i on, and
secul ar ar t . Under t he si gn of t he Car t esi an ego, t he moder n spi r i t f i l l ed
i t sel f out i n each speci al ar ea of l i f e, but had no t hemat i c or gani zat i on of
i t s ownsave t he passi ve r ef l ect i on on t ot al i t y t hr ough r ef l ect i ve t hought
- r at i onal i st met aphysi cs and empi r i ci st epi st emol ogy. Thenot or i ous spl i t
i n Locke' s t hought bet ween anempi r i ci st t heor y of knowl edge and a vol un-
t ar i st i c pol i t i cal phi l osophy epi t omi zes t he adol escence of l i ber al i sm, an
i nci pi ent i deal f or soci al l i f e not yet i nt er i or i zed by t he sel f as essent i al
t o i t sel f . Kant under t ook That i nt er i or i zat i on by maki ng t he wi l l i nt r i nsi c
t o t he sel f , det ermi ni ng i t mor al l y. Kant l i ber at ed t he wi l l f r omrel i gi ous
myst i f i cat i on, t her eby r emovi ng t he t r adi t i onal suppor t s f or soci al r el at i ons,
such as, EdmundBur ke' s " pl easi ng i l l usi ons" , and l eavi ngas t hei r di st i l l ed
essence a pr i nci pl e of conduct , knownas t he cat egor i cal i mper at i ve, whi ch
he bel i eved t o be i nher ent t o human t hought . Suddenl y t he Car t esi an ego,
was t r ansf ormed i nt o a mor al sel f , capabl e of const i t ut i ng soci et y out of
i t s own resour ces, at l east i n pr i nci pl e. At t hi s poi nt , l i ber al i smencount er s
i t s sust ai ni ng t r uce, i t s pr i nci pl e of sel f - or gani zat i on, whi ch i s r eveal ed t o
be an i deal : l i ber al soci et y i s const i t ut ed by t he pr oj ect of uni ver sal i zi ng
t hemor al wi l l , t hat i s, of cr eat i ng a vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y of humanbei ngs
based, most pr of oundl y, onpr act i cal assent t o t he i mper at i ve t o t r eat ot her s
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as ends- i n- t hemsel ves, never as means onl y ; t hus i t i s t he mor al i zat i on of
pol i t i cs .
Vi ewed hi st or i cal l y, t he f ai l ur e of l i ber al i smi s t he f ai l ur e of t he dut y t o

sust ai n moder n soci et y. At t he r oot of t he Kant i an r evol ut i on i s t he bol d
dar e t o l i ve wi t h ot her s i n a di sposi t i on of f or bear ance, t o sacr i f i ce t he pur -
sui t of obj ect s of one' sown i ncl i nat i ons when t hat pur sui t woul d depr i ve
ot her s of t hei r f r eedomt o cr eat e a l i f e. Kant , i n t he dawnof t he democr at -
i c age, di d not bel i eve t hat t he mor al wi l l act ual l y coul d const i t ut e a soci al
or der . He di scour sed about a r at i onal bei ng, not amanof f l esh and bone,
and was cl ear about t he di st i nct i on, af f i rmi ngmost of t he ear l y-moder n
r eal i smabout t he necessi t y of ext er nal t hr eat and puni shment f or di sci pl i n-
i ng hi s concr et e i ndi vi dual , t he " unsoci abl e soci al bei ng. " Hi s r eal i sm,
however , had no i nwar d f oundat i on andwas mer el y t he mi r r or i mage of
Locke' s vol unt ar i sm- t he count er poi nt had become t hemel ody. I n t he
gener at i ons succeedi ng Kant , l i ber al s wer e l ef t wi t h t he t ask of showi ng
howsoci et y was, coul dbe, or i nevi t abl y woul d be const i t ut ed on t he ba-
si s of vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y. Hegel ' s not i on of vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y as a sel f -
consci ous af f i rmat i on of r at i onal necessi t y, St i r ner ' s pr ocl amat i on of t he
uni on of egoi st s, andMar x' s subl i me pr i nci pl e " f r omeach accor di ng t o
hi s abi l i t i es, t o each accor di ng t o hi s needs" ar e t he gr eat expr essi ons of
t he l i ber al i deal . And al l of t hemf ounder on t he r ock of t he end- i n- i t sel f ,
whi ch i s pr ogr essi vel y r eveal ed t o be t he" i l l - const r ued or gani sm" of Al f r ed
Nor t h Whi t ehead.
As i n t he case of ever y di al ect i cal pr ocess, t he negat i on of t he l i ber al

moment began al most si mul t aneousl y wi t h i t s af f i rmat i on. Ki er kegaar d,
wi t h a desper at e nost al gi a, chal l enged t he f undament al i t y of t hemor al wi l l ,
j ust as Pascal had ear l i er at t acked t he Car t esi an ego, because i t di d not ex-
pr ess t he cl ai ms of hi s i nwar dness f or a sat i sf act i on unavai l abl e i n mun-
dani t y. But even mor e f at ef ul was Schopenhauer ' s pr ocl amat i on of t he
i nsat i abl e andever - f r ust r at ed wi l l t o l i ve, so ast ut el y under st oodby Geor g
Si mmel t o be t he r esul t of t he f i r st pur e r ef l ect i on of l i f e upon i t sel f , t he
moment at whi ch l i f e i t sel f becomes f ul l y i t s own obj ect . Thi s i s t he ap-
pear ance of t he wi l d car d i n moder ni t y, of i t s deconst r uct i ng el ement ,
whi ch r ender s- any pr i nci pl e of soci al or gani zat i on gr at ui t ous by br i ngi ng
t o l uci di t y t hat whi ch can never be soci al i zed, but whi chcan onl y be sup-
pr essed or r epr essed i n t he i nt er est of common l i f e, i f i t i s not sel f - l i mi t ed
i n an act of compassi onat e humi l i t y. Moder ni t ynowbegi ns t o out r un l i ber -
al i sm, t o bl ast i t s synt hesi s of wi l l and mor al i t y, t he r at i onal bei ngas ci t i zen..
, I t i s onl y a shor t r un f r omSchopenhauer t hr ough Dost oevsky' s " under -
gr ound man, " who wi l l not be a pi ano key f or ot her s t o pl ay upon and
who asser t s wi t h f ut i l i t y t he " f r eedomt o be f r ee, " t o Ni et zsche' s menda-
ci ous ani mal whowi l l not f ace t he t r ut h of hi s const i t ut i ve i mper f ect i on
and ends up avoi di ng i t by t he spi r i t ual sur ger y of t he " l ast man, " t he bl i nk-
i ngconsumer . Thr ough Ni et zsche' s condui t st r eams t he moder ni st under -
st andi ng of t he consci ous f l esh - Fr eud' s mor dant i nsi ght t hat t heconf l i ct

r
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of Er os andThanat os i s r esol ved f or t he i ndi vi dual t hr ough t he wi l l t o di e
at one' s ownpr oper bi ol ogi cal t i me; Sar t r e' s gasp of t he usel ess passi on,
so chi l l i ng t hat i t t r ansmut es i nt o t he pur est l i ber al r essent i ment , t he t er -
r or i st i c decr ee t hat " none i s f r ee unt i l al l ar e f r ee, " i nver t s vol unt ar y sol i dar -
i t y, t he gr i maci ngmask of i nt ol er ance; and f i nal l y, t he phi l osophy of t he
nur ser y, t he cur r ent f asci nat i on wi t h t he Ni et zsche of t he devol ut i onar y
di al ect i c of camel , l i on, and chi l d. Li ber al i smwas a passi ngphase of moder -
ni t y, i t s youngadul t hood, andnot i t s permanent st r uct ur e, a hope and never
a f ul f i l l ment , as much a r omant i ci sm, a myst i f i cat i on, as t he t ot al i t ar i an-
i sms i t dest r oyed and t he chi l i asms t hat have overwhel med i t , especi al l y
t he ul t i mat e chi l i asmof t he overman as bi oni c man. Li ber al i sm' i s bur ned
out because t he cr awl i ng f l esh does not aspi r e t o be a mor al bei ng, t he
l i ber al subst i t ut e f or t he i mmor t al soul . I t has ( passed t hat wi sh by i n) f a-
vor ed bi ol ogi cal r omant i ci sm. Nazi smwas not an enormous aber r at i on,
nor was i t t he r evel at i on of t he dept h of "man' s i nhumani t y t o man, " nor
t he cul mi nat i on of moder ni t y, capi t al i sm, German i deal i sm, t he moder n
st at e syst em, or desacr al i zat i on, but mer el y an i nst ance of l i f e r ef l ect i ng
upon i t sel f wi t h i nt ol er ance, wi t h hat r ed. I t i s t he pr ecur sor of t he subst i -
t ut i on of t ubes and swi t ches f or t he f l esh, of t he l abor at or y f or l i f e.
Pr i or t o t he Fr ench Revol ut i on, l i ber al i smwas a l eaveni ng agency i n ab-

sol ut i st i nst i t ut i ons . Now, i n t he Ni et zschi anmoment , i t i s a t r ompe dbel l
cover i ng t echno- bur eaucr at i c or gani zat i on. Dur i ng i t s own t i me, l i ber al -
i smf ought t o concr et i ze t he mor al uni ver sal . I ndeed, t he i nst i t ut i ons of
l i ber al democr acymay be under st ood as neur ot i c compr omi se f ormat i ons
bet ween t he i deal of vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y and t he pr edat or y and par asi t i -
cal wi l l s. Such i s a post - Fr eudi an i nt er pr et at i on of const i t ut i onal i sm, bi l l s
of r i ght s, . r epr esent at i ve gover nment , checks and bal ances, separ at i on of
power s, r ul e of l aw, l oyal opposi t i on, compet i t i ve par t y syst ems, and al l
of t he ot her devi ces of l i ber al pol i t i cal mechani cs - al l of whi ch ar e neu-
r oses synt hesi zi ng t he Kant i an super - ego andt he ol dAdam. Of cour se, t hey
ar enot as such f or l i ber al s, whocl ut ch t hemas ear nest s on t he f ul f i l l ment
of t he i deal , as har d-won vi ct or i es i n t he st r uggl e f or l i ber t y t hat war r ant
appr eci at i on and gr at i t ude, and t hat shoul d i nci t e t o f r eshef f or t s at r ef orm.
Whet her or not one- i s a l i ber al depends, i n t he t erms I amusi ng her e, on
howone val ues t hese i nst i t ut i onal devi ces and t he whol e pr oj ect of spi n-
ni ng out medi at i ons bet weenmor al i t y and or gani zed pr edat or y- par asi t i cal
l ust . Amedi at i on bet ween conf l i ct i ng i nt ent i onal i t i es becomes neur ot i c
when t he wi shes t hat must be r est r ai ned and r eshaped become t oo r ef r ac-
t or y t o be sat i sf i ed i n a subl i mat i on and begi n t o i nf ect and t r ansf ormt he
bl ocki ng wi sh i nt o a di st or t ed r epr esent at i on of t hemsel ves ; i n t hi s case
t he mor al wi l l i s i mpr essed i nt o t he ser vi ce of t he expl oi t at i ve wi l l and,
t hus, becomes demor al i zed, t aki ng such f orms as r essent i ment , pr oj ect i on,
r at i onal i zat i on, spl i t t i ng, di spl acement , and r eact i on f ormat i on - t he
def ensemechani sms. And t hen a deadl y r epet i t i on pr oceeds, asl owdown-
war d cycl e of cor r upt i on mar kedby ever - new "adapt i ve st r uct ur es, " ever -
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mor e mechani sms - boar ds, commi t t ees, agenci es, speci al pr osecut or s,
consul t ant s - t o r ect i f y t he f ai l ur e of t he ol der mechani sms. Fi nal l y, as
E. M. For st er wr ot e, " The machi nest ops, " but pr obabl y not f or a l ong t i me.
The l i ber al wi l l say t hat t her e i s not hi ng el se t o do but keep wor ki ng on
t he syst embecause i t ' s st i l l t he best mechani smar ound - one- hal f of a
cheer f or democr acy, maybe? The al t er nat i ves ar e wor se, ar en' t t hey? Li ber -
al i smwi t h a f asci st st r eak l ooks bet t er t han soci al i smwi t han i nhuman f ace,
doesn' t i t ? Ther e' s no harmi n t r yi ng; somet hi ng good mi ght come of i t .
Anyway we have our whol e wor l d t o l ose and i t doesn' t - l ook l i ke t her e' s
anyt hi ng el se t o wi n. Ri char d Ror t y l ooksar oundand f i nds not hi ngbet t er
t han bour geoi s democr acy. Hi s i magi nat i on f ai l s hi m. The ci vi l savage maps
t he newwi l der ness and appl i es hi s i magi nat i on t o st r at egy and t act i cs -
Leni n i nt er i or i zed, wi t h al l t he pr oj ect i ons wi t hdr awnf r omt he l i ber al r ui ns.
As a compr omi se f ormat i on, l i ber al i smunder goes a cont i nuous pr ocess

of al t er at i on as t he r el at i on bet ween t he super - ego, t he Kant i an mor al wi l l ,
and t he desi r es t hat ever t hr eat en t o di ssol ve publ i c or der change. Desi r e
her e i s under st ood not mer el y as an i nwar d exper i ence of i ndi vi dual s,
t hough i t i s most pr i mor di al l y t hat , never sheddi ng i t s subj ect i ve r oot , but
as t he ent i r e or gani zat i on of t he pur sui t of obj ect s i n t he publ i c f i el d of
soci al act i on. Thus, t he pr oj ect of mappi ng t he wi l der ness t akes t he f orm
of pr esent i ng a "di agnosi s of t he t i mes, " as Mannhei mcal l ed i t . The ci vi l
savage i s t he hei r of t he " f r ee- f l oat i ng i nt el l ect ual , " t he l i vi ng pr eci pi t at e
of t he bur ned- out l i ber al pol i t y ; not a hyper - ci vi l i zed f unct i onar y com-
posi ng soci al conf l i ct i nt o a put at i ve harmony, as such mat ur e l i ber al s as
Mannhei mandOr t egaenvi si oned, but agenui ne negat i on, t he di al ect i cal
ot her , of hi s spi r i t ual pr ogeni t or . The f r ee- f l oat i ng i nt el l ect ual , awar e of
al l t hepossi bi l i t i es of pr ogr ammat i c soci al change, per f ormed a secondar y
r ef l ect i on on t hem, cr eat i ng an i deal synt hesi s, an i mage of acompr ehen-
si ve or der t hat al l owed f or t he pr eser vat i on of ever y val ue backed by or -
gani zed power . Thi s r ef l ect i ve oper at i on i s t he f i nal moment of t he Kant i an
pr ocedur eof r ecei vi ng t he cul t ur al l y- f ormed gi ven andel i ci t i ng t hegr ound
of i t s possi bi l i t y t hr ough a t r anscendent al move. I n cont r ast t o Kant ' s t r an-
scendent al cr i t i que, whi ch r esul t s i n t he separ at i on of t he f orms of t he gi ven
f r omt hei r cont ent s, however , t he f r ee- f l oat i ng i nt el l ect ual ' s r ef l ect i on even-
t uat es i n a newf ormed- cont ent , a r econci l i at i on of i deol ogy and ut opi a,
a compr omi se f ormat i on at asecond r emove f r omt he conf l i ct of l ust and
mor al i t y, a subl i mat ed neur osi s . As t he negat i vi t y of t he f r ee- f l oat i ng i n-
t el l ect ual , t he ci vi l savage r et ai ns t hehyper - ci vi l i zedawar eness of t he mul -
t i pl i ci t y and r el at i vi t y of pr ogr ammat i c possi bi l i t y, but appr opr i at es t he.
soci ol ogy of knowl edge as a means t o mappi ng and char t i ng, not as a
spr i ngboar d t o t ot al i zat i on . I nst ead of t hat t ot al i zat i on, he under t akes a
deconst r uct i on, an anal ysi s t hat br i ngs t he gi ven of pr ogr ammat i c pol i t i -
cal t hought back t o t he el ement s out of whi ch i t was composed, t hose
f or ces t hat cr eat ed i t s bei ngas . pol i t i cal neur osi s; t hat i s, t he di al ect i cal ot her
of t he f r ee- f l oat i ng i nt el l ect ual ' s r econst r uct i on i s deconst r uct i on. Theci vi l
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savage i s as muchaheal er as hi s f or ebear , but he i s not soci et y' s physi ci an:
he t akes ser i ousl y t he di ct umof Lev Chest ov: "Phi l osopher , heal t hysel f . "
Whol eness, f or t he ci vi l savage, cannot be r ecl ai med wi t hi n t he bounds
of t he l i ber al - democr at i c machi ner y but onl y t hr ought he r ecover y of cor -
por eal i t y, whi ch i s accompl i shedby r adi cal l y obj ect i f yi ng al l soci al i mages
of t he sel f , appr opr i at i ng t hemas masks, per sonae, or bet t er , as t hemasks
of t he pr i mi t i ve. The newsoci al t her apy i s t he wi t hdr awal of pr oj ect i on,
t he r ever sal of i nser t i ng t he sel f i nt o agr eat er whol e, of i nvest i gat i ng how
t he many i ndi vi dual s become one soci al or der . Nowi t i s a mat t er , as
Ni et zsche under st ood, of what t he f l esh can assi mi l at e f r omci vi l i zat i on,
of t r eat i ng ci vi l i zat i on accor di ng t o t he st andar ds of nut r i t i on.
Ther e i s anewl i ber al i sm r i si ng i n t he Uni t ed St at es ami d t he col l apse

of t he r i ght - wi ng r eact i on t hat f ol l owed t he suppr essi on of t he " l i ber at i on
movement s" i n 1968. I n or der t o char t t hat l i ber al i sm i t i s necessar y t o
under st and what t he r eact i on si gni f i ed, whi ch i s noweasy t o do, si nce
i t r eveal s i t s essence i n i t s demi se. I shal l begi n wi t h t he f i gur e of Ronal d
Reagan, t he r epr esent at i ve manof t he r eact i on, t he negat i on of Machi avel l i ' s
Pr i nce and al l of hi s of f spr i ng, t he soci al t ype of l eader . I n t he di al ect i c
of t he moder n spi r i t Reagan i s det ermi ned as t he pur est i ndi vi duat i on of
Ni et zsche' s " l ast man, " t he pr edat or - par asi t e, a gut l ess bl i nker , a cr eat i on
of publ i c r el at i ons, voi d of wi l l , exi st i ng at t he mar gi ns of Machi avel l i ' s
di scour se, at t empt i ng, unsel f - consci ousl y, t o make t he appear ance of vi r -
t ue st and compl et el y f or i t s r eal i t y. The phenomenon of Reagan can- be
under st ood onl y t hr ough t he i nsi ght t hat moder ni t y has out r un l i ber al -
i sm. Fr omt he ver y st ar t nei t her he nor hi s advi sor s evi nced any r espect
f or t he l egal mechani cs of a l i ber al soci et y. Per haps hi s gr eat j oke on con-
st i t ut i onal i smwas t o of f er Ger al d For d a " condomi ni um" over t he Pr esi den-
cy i n r et ur n f or hi s accept i ng t he pl ace of Vi ce- Pr esi dent onhi s t i cket . But
Reagan was never i nt ended t o be a. Pr esi dent , i n t he sense of gover ni ng
anyway. Themanwho woul d not even br oach t he quest i on of t r ade wi t h
Nakasone, because he di dn' t want t o ar gue wi t h a " f r i end, " whohat es con-
f l i ct andi s, t her ef or e, t hemanwho i s wel l l i ked by ever yman- t he i ncar -
nat i on of Wi l l Loman- st yl es hi msel f as a "mar ket er " of pol i cy, not as
an execut i ve, t hat i s, an execut or . Themanwhoneeds cue car ds t o t hi nk,
who reads pol i t i cal f ant asi es andwat ches movi es t o pr epar e f or summi t s,
whocal l s hi s wi f e "Mommy" and keeps a Nancy dol l wi t h hi mi n t hehospi -
t al , embodi es t he consci ousness t hat t he soci al wor l di s a second nat ur e,
made f or hi m, whi ch t akes car e of i t sel f . Far mor e deepl y t han a negat i on
of l i ber al i sm, Reagan r epr esent s t he negat i on of moder n pol i t i cs i t sel f ,
whi ch i s pr edi cat ed on t he f i gur e of t he pr ot ect or , t he Pr i nce, Hobbes' s
sover ei gn. He i s what t he medi a cal l a " di sengaged" Pr esi dent , t hei r eu-
phemi smf or t he pr edat or - par asi t e who f eeds upon a ci vi l i zat i on unawar e
of t he vi r t ue r equi r ed t o sust ai n i t , t he f ul f i l l ment of Josi ah Royce' s " vi -
ci ousl y acqui r ed nai vet e. "
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The Pr esi dent as sal esman, as cheer l eader , and- most deepl y - as r a-
t i onal i zer of hi s const i t uent s' pr edat or y and par asi t i cal l ust s i s t he meas-
ur e of ci t i zenshi p i n t he cont empor ar y Uni t ed St at es . I ndeed, Reagan' s
Pr esi dency symbol i zes t heAmer i can mi ndbecause, unl i ke t hemoder n l ead-
er , whohas qual i t i es of wi l l and det ermi nat i on t hat di st i ngui sh hi mf r om
t he f ol l ower s, Reagan i s but t he publ i c i mage of t he or di nar y sel f -
under st andi ng of t hemass. The l ong- obser ved spl i t t i ng of Reagan' s men-
t al i t y i nt o " i deol ogue" and "pr agmat i st , " agai n a euphemi st i c char act er i za-
t i on, i s mer el y t he st r uct ur e t hat i s encount er ed i n ever y panel l ed den,
cockt ai l l ounge, cof f ee shop, caf et er i a, and meet i ng r oomi n t he Uni t ed
St at es, wher e t he " cheap gr ace" depl or ed by Di et r i ch Bonhoef f er i s di s-
pensed wi t h pol i t i cal f l avor i ng. Ever yday pol i t i cal consci ousness i n t he
post l i ber al er a empl oys pol i t i cal i deas pr i mar i l y as i nci t ement s t o f eel i ng
good about onesel f , speci f i cal l y t hr ough t he st i mul ant - depr essant of r es-
sent i ment . The nobl e savage becomes t he nobl e sucker and i s pr oud of
hi msel f f or bei ngso. What can be mor e sel f - f l at t er i ng t han t o t ake pot shot s
at t he Evi l Empi r e, t o degr ade "Washi ngt on" whi l e bei ng at i t s cent er -
t he bl i nd eye of t he hur r i cane - and t o r ai l agai nst par asi t es when one
i s t he par asi t e ki ng? That i s t he so- cal l ed " i deol ogi cal si de" of t he Reagan
mi nd, . but i t does not compr ehend i deol ogy i n t he convent i onal senses
of vi si on or apol ogy. I t i s pol i t i cs ser vi ngneur osi s, t he t hought of t he " good
man" who excuses hi s f ai l ur es and vent s hi s hat r eds by pr et endi ng t hat
t hewi cked have st omped al l over hi monl y because he was t oo ni ce a guy
t o f i ght t hemi n t he gut t er. But now, t he good man wi l l t el l you, t hi ngs
ar e goi ng t o be di f f er ent - we' r e goi ng on a cr usade. Of cour se, t hat i s
al l t al k andmeant t o be no mor e. The pr edat or - par asi t e i s f undament al l y
a par asi t e, not a pr edat or l i ke Hi t l er was. As par asi t e, he i nt ends t hat hi s
t hought be t aken ser i ousl y onl y as pr ovocat i ve of emot i on. What he r eal -
l y want s i s t o l i ve hi s or di nar y l i f e as comf or t abl y as possi bl e, st r i ct l y def i n-
i ng hi s obl i gat i ons t o t he bar emi ni mum, l eavi ngmaxi mum"qual i t y t i me"
f or t he enj oyment s of mass consumpt i on, . l i ke- t he supr eme gr at i f i cat i on
of t el evi sed f oot bal l . And t hi s i s what passes f or " pr agmat i sm. " But , of
cour se, i t i s not t hat , not even expedi ency. I t i s sheer f l acci di t y, l et t i ng t hi ngs
go, doi ng no mor e t han what one i s i nt i mi dat ed i nt o doi ng because one
hat es t o f i ght , whi ch i s why, i n t he Reagan er a, i t has f r equent l y been so
di f f i cul t t o det ermi ne j ust what gover nment al pol i cy i s : i t i s not t hat Rea-
gan i s a " yes man, " r at her he can' t say " no. " St r ut t i ng ar ound as t he apos-
t l e of ant i - t er r or i smand t hen deal i ng arms f or host ages i s not , essent i al l y,
an i nst ance of hypocr i sy or of sel f - consci ous mendaci t y, as t he l i ber al mi nd
must under st and i t , but an evi dence of a neur ot i c spl i t t i ng, t he mor al
equi val ent of a st r oke, i n whi ch t he r i ght hand does not knowwhat t he
l ef t hand i s doi ng. The uni t y of t he Reagan mi nd i s not i deat i onal , but i s
const i t ut ed by hi s i mpul se t o f eel good about hi msel f , t o desper at el y gi ve
a hopef ul emot i onal cover t o hi s own i nadequacy, and i t i s t hi s passi on
t hat uni t es hi mt o t he publ i c- at - l ar ge. The cr usade agai nst " st at e- sponsor ed



DEMONPOLI TI CS

t er r or i sm" i s not meant t o be under t aken, but t o make Amer i cans ex-
per i ence t hef eel i ngof mor al st r engt h and r esol ve. Deal i ngarms f or host ages
was t he easi est t hi ng t o appr ove when some par asi t e- pr edat or s pr oposed
i t : i t was t oo har d t o say "no, " or even t o t hi nk of sayi ng "no, " and f ar t oo
easy t o whi p up suf f i ci ent ent husi asmand r at i onal i zat i on t o say " yes . "
Ther ef or e, di r ect act i on, whi chOr t ega i dent i f i ed as t he negat i on of l i ber -
al i sm, became t heessenceof Amer i can pol i t i cs, i n t he f ormof " l oose can-
nons, " t he cut e medi a euphemi smf or advent ur i sm.
Reagan' s i s t hepost moder n mi ndencount er edat t he l evel of t hepanel l ed

basement den, t he pr ef er r ed "si t e" of hi s mass const i t uency. Ensconced
i n hi s easy chai r , ni bbl i ng on snacks wi t h hi s cr oni es i n f r ont of t he TV,
he i s f r ee t o t ur n pol i t i cal pr ogr ami nt o t he qui p, soot hi ng t he wounds
of hi s mascul i ne pr i de l ef t by al l of t he cr aven concessi ons he made t o
t he ambi t i ous expl oi t er s whoweasel ed t hei r ways i nt o access t o hi mdur -
i ng t he day. Then he appear swi t h t hose same vi ci ousl y nai ve qui ps on
. t he scr eens of TVs i n dens acr oss t he count r y. Li f e goes on i n i t s ever yday
r ound and so does t he engl obi ng f ant asy of t he ext er nal i zed i magi nat i on,
t he bi zar r e si mul acr umof TVHer e popcul t ur e becomes f ul l y coi nci dent
wi t havant - gar demoder ni sm. For what i s t he Reagan mi nd but t he chi l d-
man' s wai t i ng phi l osophy, t he l ast man' s embr ace of ever yday l i f e wi t h a
t r anscendent al r ef l ect i on super added t o i t ? ThePr esi dency i s a r et i r ement
vi l l age, t he of f i ce i s par t - t i me wor k, execut i on i s pur e del egat i on. Onl y
now, at t he end of 1987, t hemass r ebel s agai nst i t s own i mage - i t doesn' t
r eal l y want a Pr esi dent who want s t o be pr ot ect ed by ot her s ; i t want s a
pr ot ect or . I t al so want s t o keep dr eami ng: i t doesn' t want a pr ot ect or who
wi l l demand anyt hi ng f r omi t but one who wi l l keep di spensi ng cheap
gr ace t o i t - i t doesn' t want a par asi t e- pr edat or who wi l l put i t t o wor k
and war , because i t want s t o r emai n a pr edat or - par asi t e. I t want s t he i m-
possi bl e, al i ber al f asci smr ul ed by a benevol ent pr ot ect or ; someonewho
l i kes i t - si nce i t i s i ncapabl e of f eel i ng l ove - j ust f or what i t i s. And
above al l , t he mass want s t o f eel good about i t sel f .
" You can be gr eedy and st i l l f eel good about your sel f . " I van Boesky, t hat

ot her r epr esent at i ve man of t he l at e ` 80' s, t he par asi t e- pr edat or , t he ar -
bi t r ageur whoepi t omi zes t he sel f - canni bal i zat i on of cor por at e capi t al i sm,
i s t he l egacy of t he "megener at i on" t o t he emer gi ng neo- l i ber al i sm. The
mi l i t ar y sci ence f i ct i on of "St ar War s" and t he f i nanci al sci ence f i ct i on of
" suppl y- si de economi cs" may pass wi t h economi c r ecessi on, but t he degr a-
dat i on of moder n consci ousness, t he dar k ni ght of t he l i ber al spi r i t wi l l
not go away. I n t he cur r ent soci al - sci ence bl ockbust er , Rober t Bel l ah' s
Habi t s of t he Hear t ' , a t r enchant anal ysi s of t he st andar d i nt er per sonal r e-
l at i on i n t he Uni t ed St at es t oday i s depi ct ed as a t her apeut i c connect i on;
t hat i s, t he common gr ound of meet i ng t he ot her i s t he i mpl i ed cont r act
- " I ' mOK, you' r e OK. " Each of f er s t o t he - ot her an af f i rmat i on of sani t y
and asks i n r et ur n t hat not hi ng mor e be r equest ed but t hat whi ch i s r e-
qui r edby convent i onal andmi ni mal expect at i ons . Al l i ndi vi dual s ar e f r ee
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t o cr eat e a sel f - sat i sf i ed sel f out of what ever t hey can scr ounge f r omt he
envi r onment , as l ong as t hey don' t bot her ot her s i n t he pur sui t of t he same
- ever yone a bag l ady, t he yuppi e as bag l ady, t he bag l ady as yuppi e.
I f t he pur sui t of a l onel y sel f - consumpt i on f ai l s, onemust suf f er i n si l ence,
because i f one gi ves way t o over t di scont ent t her e i s a pl ace wai t i ng i n
t hat f ast - gr owi ng ser vi ce i ndust r y, t he pr i vat e psychi at r i c hospi t al or i n a
hal f - way house or mass shel t er . Ther e i s not hi ng wor se f or t he pr edat or -
par asi t e t han t o mi ss t he "good" exper i ences t hat he or she "deser ves"
f r oml i f e . Mor al gr ace i s best owed on t hosewho"do somet hi ng f or t hem-
sel ves . " The pr edat or - par asi t e i s a weak ego, ever - sl i ppi ng i nt o t he l onel y
despai r of t he dyi ng f l esh, ever - l ooki ng t o i nf l at e i t sel f wi t h what i t has
acqui r ed, especi al l y t he empt y "st r okes" t hat ot her s gi ve i t . j ust t hi s t ype
of ment al i t y bel i eves Ronal d Reagan t o be a "ni ce" man. I t , i ndeed, l i ves
i n dr ead of t he "not ni ce, " t he r emi nder s of ever yt hi ng t hat goes wr ong
wi t h l i f e. The f ormul a f or t he mi nd of t he Uni t ed St at es i s a st r ong sense
of sel f andaweak ego, t he deep f eel i ngof me- ness and t he deeper i nsecu-
r i t y about one' s abi l i t y t o cope wi t h t he t r i al s of l i f e. Ent husi asmt hat masks
f ear i s per vasi ve; t hi s i s howRonal d Reagan has cast hi s spel l f or year s.
Now t hat t he spel l has been br oken, what wi l l r est r ai n t he par asi t e-
pr edat or s? Thi s i s t he quest i on t hat neo- l i ber al i smaddr esses; i t i s t he popu-
l ar al t er nat i ve t o f asci smand, t her ef or e, t he way i n whi chmoder n pol i t i cs
dr ags i t sel f al ong as i t l i ves out i t s pr ol onged deat h agony.
Ther e ar enopar adi gmat i c t ext s expr essi ng t he newl i ber al i sm, j ust st at e-

ment s of Democr at s pl ot t i ng appeal s f or 1988, over vi ews of j our nal i st s,
and f r agment s of opi ni on wr i t er s . Thi s absence of pr ogr ammat i c cont ent
i s sympt omat i c of l i ber al bur nout , but i t i s sur el y i nt el l i gi bl e i n l i ght of
t he spol i at i on wr ought by t he l at e r eact i on, because l i ber al i smt oday has
t he unhappy and t hankl ess t ask of bui l di ng upon scor ched ear t h, of i m-
posi ng aust er i t y on a debt - r i dden soci et y t hat has gl ut t ed i t sel f wi t h i m-
por t s; of scal i ng back i t s mi l i t ar y mi ght and, t her ef or e, r et r eat i ng f r om
spher es of i nf l uence; of savi ng a ser vi ce economy when t he r est of t he
wor l d has l ear ned t he secr et t hat anyone can sel l i nsur ance. TheUni t ed
St at es, ki ng of t he debt or nat i ons, i s t he newAr gent i na: i t wi l l be handed
over t o t he l i ber al s nowt hat i t i s goi ng br oke and has suf f er ed humi l i at i on
i n f or ei gn af f ai r s at t he hands of t he r i ght wi ng. But t he chi l dr en who i n-
habi t t hi s r ust ed Di sneyl andwant not hi ng t o do wi t h aust er i t y ; t hey don' t
want t o be wakened f r omt hei r dr eam. Thi s i s t he t er r i bl e di l emma of t he
newl i ber al i sm, why i t has no pr ogr am, no t ot al i zi ng vi si on: i t must i m-
pose pai n whi l e seemi ngt o pr ovi depl easur e. I n t he wakeof t he bankr upt cy
of t he publ i c t r easur y t hr ough t he "arms bui l dup" i t must become t hel oyal
f r i end of capi t al i sm r at her t han i t s f r i endl y adver sar y, as i t has been si nce
t he Gr eat Depr essi on: l i ber al i smmust become f asci smwi t hahuman f ace
mer el y t o save a sever el y weakenedsoci et y, const i t ut ed by acor r upt mass,
f r omt he r i gor s of t he cl assi cal cor por at e st at e of t he 1930s. I t s medi at i on
bet weenmor al i t y and desi r e must t her ef or e be mor e st r ai ned t han i t ever
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was i n t he past ; i t must r esor t t o compul si on or si mpl y become t he pr ecur -
sor of f asci sm. I f I van Boesky and Ronal d Reagan ar e t he pr obl em, t hen
t he sol ut i on must be t he f abr i cat i on of a "we gener at i on" out of t he scant
mat er i al s of " Li ve Ai d, " " FarmAi d, " and "Hands Acr oss Amer i ca. " Peopl e
must be convi nced t o " f eel goodabout t hemsel ves, " as Joan Baez cl ai med
t hat she " f el t good" about her sel f af t er par t i ci pat i ng i n "Hands, " by j oi n-
i ng a sacr i f i ci al communi t y. The pol i t i cal f ormul a of neo- l i ber al i sm i s t he
capi t al i st i c communi t y of sacr i f i ce, t he j ammi ng t oget her of t he t ensi on
of moder n l i ber al i smi n t he apot heosi s of t her apeut i c f ant asy. The r het or i -
cal devi ce of t he newl i ber al i smhasbeen sounded by Mar i oCuomo: Amer i -
cans ar e one bi g f ami l y andmust t r eat one anot her as good r el at i ons . Tr y
i t , you' l l l i ke i t . The ci vi l savage l aughs wi t hout any bi t t er ness at t hi s vai n
post ur i ng. I t i s mor e sad t han di sgust i ng . Ther e wi l l have t o be a newcr u-
sade, a newdr eam, but howuni nspi r i ng - Amer i ca must get i t sel f i nt o
shape t o . . . wi n t he t r ade war . Wi l l i t be Wor l d War I I al l over agai n?
Under st andabl y, t he newl i ber al s r esi st bei ng f or ced t o t hemat i ze a pr o-

gr am. They have i n common onl y a concer n wi t h keepi ng t he l ess f or -
t unat e i n t he f ol d of t he Democr at i c Par t y as t hey br oaden t he coal i t i on
t o i ncl ude t he good peopl e of t he br oadmi ddl e cl ass and gai n suf f i ci ent
f i nanci al suppor t t o mount a successf ul campai gn. The essence of t hei r
medi at i on may, i ndeed, never be expr essed i n any popul ar f or um, because
i t j uxt aposes anar cho- capi t al i smand Jacobi ni smf ar t oo cl osel y, wi t hout
any buf f er t o comf or t t he or di nar y mi nd. That essence has beendescr i bed
by Mi ckey Kaus, a j our nal i st f or TheWashi ngt on Mont hl y, i n hi s r epl y t o
Randal l Rot henber g' s over vi ew, TheNeol i ber al s. 2 Accor di ng t o Kaus, hi s
br and of neo- l i ber al i smhas t wo pr i nci pl es :

Fi r st , i nst ead of t ol er at i ng capi t al i sm, neol i ber al i smchampi ons i t s
posi t i ve vi r t ues - r i sk- t aki ng, cr eat i vi t y, and t he exci t ement of
change andaccompl i shment . . . . Second, i nst ead of t r yi ng t o muf f l e
t he mat er i al i nequal i t i es gener at ed by t he mar ket pl ace neol i ber al s
woul d r est r i ct t he wor l d i n whi ch t hese i nequal i t i es mat t er. They
woul d car ve out a communi t ar i an spher e wher e cl ass di st i nct i ons
ar e di ssol ved, wher e t he pr i nci pl e of equal di gni t y i n ci t i zenshi p
pr evai l s, wher e i t i s r ecogni zed t hat money i s, af t er al l , onl y money.
Thei dea of nat i onal ser vi ceand t heneol i ber al i nsi st ence on savi ng
t he publ i c school s shoul d be seen as at t empt s not j ust t o hel p out
t he- economy, but t o pr eser ve a communi t y l i f e wher e a ki d f r om
t he ghet t o and a ki d f r omBever l y Hi l l s meet as equal s . '

Thi s i s t he pr escr i pt i on f or capi t al i st Jacobi ni smor Jacobi n capi t al i sm, de-
pendi ng upon whi ch of t he t wo pr i nci pl es i s made t he domi nant t heme
and whi ch t he count er poi nt . Or , i t mi ght best be cal l ed l i ber al f asci sm,
amanaged capi t al i smi n t he cont ext of a compel l ed communi t y, under t he
mot t o "di gni t y i n ci t i zenshi p. " .
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Neo- l i ber al i smi s t he r omance of r ei ndust r i al i zat i on, t he f ant asy of i n-
dust r i al pol i cy. Most deepl y, t hough i t i s l i ber al i sm t hat has out r un i t sel f ,
t hat has l ost i t s f oot i ng i n vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y and has at l ast sur r ender ed
t o t he st at e as t he basi s of communi t y, an act i on whi ch pol i t i cal t hought
must do when t r adi t i onal sol i dar i t i es have been wor n away and t her e i s
no l onger any hope f or vol unt ar y sol i dar i t y. Fr omKaus' s pr i nci pl es f ol l ow
al l of t he speci f i c neo- l i ber al pol i ci es - a r evi ved NRA, a newCCC, sub-
si di zat i on of ent r epr eneur shi p i n gr owt h i ndust r i es, wor kf ar e r at her t han
wel f ar e, r est or at i on of t he dr af t , uni ver si t y- i ndust r y r esear ch cent er s, edu-
cat i on f or ski l l s, wor ker par t i ci pat i on i n management , and t he scal i ngback
of ent i t l ement s . Someof t hesemeasur es wi l l sur el y be enact ed, ot her s wi l l
be di l ut ed, and ot her s passed by, dependi ng upon t hesever i t y of economi c
condi t i ons and t he degr ee of f ear wi t hi n t he popul at i on; but what appear s
cl ear l y on t he hor i zon i s t he appeal t o st at e- sponsor ed communi t y, enj oi n-
i ng sacr i f i ce and hol di ng out saf et y under t he cover of t he j oy of ser vi ng
t oget her i n a gr and nat i onal ef f or t t o cat ch up andpul l ahead i n t hegr eat
t echnol ogi cal r ace. The pr edat or - par asi t es wi l l . acqui esce mor e or l ess i n
t hi s ki nd of pr ogr am- t hey ar e al r eady f r i ght ened, nowt hat t he Reagan
myt h i s bei ngdi spel l ed, and need mor e t oget her ness t han t he " newpat r i -
ot i sm" pr ovi ded. They wi l l , of cour se, be r ef r act or y, whi ch onl y means
t hat t he newl i ber al i smwi l l be a hol di ng act i on agai nst t he day i n whi ch
Jacobi ni smand capi t al i sm f i nal l y f use i nt o t echno- f asci sm. Ther e wi l l be
pl ent y t o manage i n t he comi ng or der f or t he par asi t e- pr edat or s, who wi l l
br i ngt he mani pul at i on of consent t o a hi gh ar t . The ci vi l savage wi l l exi st
i n t he i nt er st i ces of t he newor der , f east i ng on t he l eavi ngs of t he ol d l i ber al
ci vi l i zat i on whi l e bui l di ng up a t ol er ance f or t he humi l i at i on of t he f l esh .
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CANADI ANCULTURE

Mi chael Dor l and

The obj ect i s t o expl or e t he huge, di st ant and t hor oughl y hi dden
count r y of mor al i t y

. . . t he Canadi an cul t ur al obsessi onwi t h vi ct i mi zat i on i s t he f l i p si de
of a bel i ef i n t ot al super i or i t y

I nt r oduct i on

Ni et zsche, Geneal ogy of Mor al s

B. W. Powe, The Sol i t ar y Out l aw

. . . t he most t er r i bl e ant i dot e used agai nst . . . peopl e i s t o dr i ve t hem
so deep i nt o t hemsel ves t hat t hei r r e- emer gence i s i nevi t abl y avol -
cani c er upt i on

Ni et zsche, Schopenhauer As Educat or

Wi t h t he di st i ngui shed yet qual i f i ed except i on of Geor ge Gr ant andt he
wr i t i ngs of some Canadi an hi st or i ans, t he t heme of r essent i ment as such
has been al l t oo negl ect ed i n t he cr i t i cal l i t er at ur e on Canadi an cul t ur e.
Not because t he t heme i s not a maj or one i n t he Canadi an di scour se, but
on t he cont r ar y per haps because i t i s so massi vel y per vasi ve by i t s absence.
For i n t hi s negat i ve f orm, r essent i ment pr esent s pr of oundpr obl ems i n t he
devel opment of cul t ur al expr essi on, and t he f ormat i on andappl i cat i on of
a cul t ur al pol i t i cs t hat woul d i ncl ude ar t i st i c pr act i ces, t hei r i nst i t ut i onal
or i ent at i onand cr i t i cal i nt er pr et at i on - i n shor t , f or t hepr obl ems of Cana-



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

t han cul t ur e. I f as wi l l be ar gued her e, r essent i ment does, i n f act , const i -
t ut e a domi nant t heme expl i ci t l y i n Canadi an pol i t i cal and cul t ur al pr ac-
t i ces and i mpl i ct l y i n t he admi ni st r at i ve pr act i ces of t hei r i nst i t ut i onal
or i ent at i on, i t s non- r ecogni t i on hi t her t o i n Canadi an cr i t i cal wr i t i ngmi ght
i ndi cat e i f not i nt er pr et i ve t i mi di t y, t hen at l east a st r at egy of avoi dance
wor t h exami ni ng i n gr eat er det ai l .

Ont ol ogy of Canadi an r essent i ment : t he di scour ses of Canadi an si l ence

I had come t o see t hat ever yt hi ngwas r adi cal l y connect edwi t h po-
l i t i cs, and t hat , however onepr oceeded, no peopl ewoul d be ot her
t han t he nat ur e of i t s gover nment made i t

Rousseau, Conf essi ons

Ref l ect i ng, f or t y year s ago, on hi s " unhappy exper i ences" at academi c
conf er ences, Har ol d I nni s had di scer ned ar het or i cal pat t er nat such meet -
i ngs, namel y t hat Amer i cansandEngl i shmen, "qui ckl y made awar e of our
sensi t i veness" , spent much of t hei r t i me comment i ng on howmuch bet -
t er t hi ngs wer e done i n Canada t han i n Gr eat Br i t ai n or t he Uni t ed St at es .
As I nni s obser ved, "The demand f or t hi s t ype of speech i mpl i es a l ack
of i nt er est i n a Canadi an speaker whomi ght say somet hi ng di st ast ef ul about
domest i c af f ai r s . " '
As I nni s woul d go on t o expl ai n, t he " l ack of i nt er est " came not f r om

f or ei gn guest s, i n any event i nvi t ed onl y t o pr ai se, but f r omCanadi ans and
so suggest ed, as I nni s was awar e, t he pr esence of somet hi ng mor e
pr obl emat i c t han mer e l ack of i nt er est . I n f act , i t suggest ed somet hi ng deep-
l y r oot ed i n Canadi an exper i ence, t he pr esence, as he put i t , of " a cont i nu-
ous r epr essi on' 12 of " a ver y gr eat f ear of pr onouncement s" by Canadi ans,
i ndeed, t hat t her e was somet hi ng, possi bl y dr eadf ul , about Canada t hat
onl y a Canadi an mi ght be abl e t o ut t er " si nce . . . non-Canadi ans . . . coul d
not make st at ement s about Canadi an af f ai r s whi ch woul d be t aken
ser i ousl y. " 3
But i f t ast ef ul st at ement s about domest i c af f ai r s by non-Canadi ans woul d

not be t aken ser i ousl y and t her e was such a gr eat f ear of di st ast ef ul
pr onouncement s on t he par t of Canadi ans such t hat , i f t hey wer e act ual l y
goi ng t o at t empt t o say somet hi ng, t hei r onl y r ecour se was, as I nni s put
i t of hi s own exper i ence, "wr i t i ng i n such guar ded f ashi on t hat no one
can under st and what i s wr i t t en" , what was bei ngmai nt ai ned i n si l ence,
and si l enced t o such an ext ent as t o suggest , agai n, somet hi ng possi bl y
mor e consi der abl e t han l apses of t ast e?
The not i on of a di st ast ef ul st at ement , however , pr ovi des a cl ue as t o what

mi ght be i nvol ved, si nce t he i dea of t ast e suggest s, nar r owl y, t hat whi ch
goes i nt o or comes out of t hemout h( as f ood, dr i nk or wor ds) andso mor e
br oadl y an i dea of pol i t eness, manner s, i . e. , cul t ur e. The di st ast ef ul st at e-
ment , t hen, woul d be t he expr essi on of a f ormof cul t ur e ( or per haps, mor e
pr eci sel y, non- cul t ur e) whose ` t ast e' has been so af f ect ed or al t er ed i n such
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away as t o havebecome `di st ast ef ul ' . As f or t henat ur e of t hat di st ast e, suf f i ce
i t f or nowmer el y t o i ndi cat e i t s l ack of speci f i ci t y by way of a pot ent i al i t y
t hat coul d r ange f r omt he mer el y unpl easant t hr ough t he bi t t er t o t he ex-
t r emi t i es of t he poi sonous or even t he monst r ous. Mor e i mpor t ant ,
however , mi ght be t he quest i on of what happens when t hemout h, i . e . ,
t he or gan of communi cat i on and cul t ur e, i s f i l l ed wi t h unpl easant r i es t o
t hepoi nt of becomi ng so unspeakabl e t hat t hese cannot beexpr essedopen-
l y, or whose publ i c f orms of expr essi on must , t her ef or e, be subj ect ed t o
r i gor ous pol i ci ng or st r i ct mor al i t y? What happens when a nat i on, i . e. a
t er r i t or i al conf i gur at i on of mout hs, est abl i shes si l enceas t he cul t ur al norm
f or domest i c af f ai r s?
Thi s paper wi l l at t empt t o begi n t o account , by means of a t heor y of

r essent i ment , f or t he di scr epanci es bet ween t he ver y gr eat f ear of unaut ho-
r i zed pr onouncement s by Canadi ans t hat I nni s i ndi cat ed, and t he mer e
t al k of an of f i ci al i zed nat i onal i st and cul t ur al i st di scour se whosepr econ-
di t i on - i s si l ence, i . e . t he secur i t y t hat comes f r omknowi ng t hat not hi ng
can ever be cont r adi ct ed because not hi ngwi l l ever be sai d. And t hi s pr i n-
ci pal l y because, i n Wi l l i amKi l bour n' s gr i mf ormul at i on, Canadi an nat ur e
"dr eadf ul and i nf i ni t e has i nhi bi t ed t he gr owt h of t he hi gher ameni t i es i n
Canada" : "Out number ed by t he t r ees andunabl e t o l i ck t hem, al ot of Cana-
di ans l ook as t hough t hey had j oi ned t hem- havi ng gone al l f acel ess or
a bi t pul p- and- paper y, and mour nf ul as t he eveni ng j ackpi ne r ound t he
edges of t he voi ce, as i f . . . somet hi ng l ong l ost and dear wer e bei ng end-
l essl y r egr et t ed. " 5 Such an account must t hen begi n wi t h an i nt er r ogat i on
of t he nat ur e of Canadi an si l ence. b

Wr i t i ng l ast year somemont hs af t er t heopeni ng of t he cur r ent ( and l ar ge-
l y secr et ) r ound of Canada-US f r ee- t r ade t al ks, Repor t on Busi ness Maga-
zi ne edi t or Pet er Cook r emar ked t hat " Ther e i s pr obabl y no bet t er si gn
of our ownmat ur i t y t han t he f act t hat t he aver age Canadi an spends t wi ce
as much on i mpor t ed goods as t he aver age Amer i can wi t hout f eel i ng bi t -
t er or r esent f ul about i t . ' . ' ' The val or i zat i on of an absence of r essent i ment
i s what one mi ght t erm, af t er I nni s, a t ast ef ul Canadi an st at ement about
domest i c af f ai r s, especi al l y when, accor di ng t o Cook, Amer i cans by con-
t r ast ar e not onl y bi t t er and r esent f ul but i n addi t i on " pugnaci ous" and
" xenophobi c" as a r esul t of t hei r t r ade def i ci t . However , Cook went on, '
i f Canadi ans di spl ay r emar kabl e mat ur i t y by t hei r absence of r esent ment
and bi t t er ness, Amer i can " t ant r ums and t i r ades" ar e never t hel ess "par t i c-
ul ar l y vexi ng" f or Canadi ans who i n openi ng t he f r ee- t r ade t al ks "made
t he deci si on t hat Amer i ca i s t he t r ade par t ner wi t h whomt hey want t o
shar e t hei r f ut ur e. "
Cook' s st at ement at a r emoveof f or t y year s i l l umi nat eswhat I nni s, meant ,

at l east i n par t , by t he "di st ast ef ul " , namel y, bi t t er ness and r esent ment . But
i f , on Cook' s account , Canadi ans t oday possess such mat ur i t y as t o not
f eel bi t t er ness and r esent ment on economi c quest i ons, t hey ar e st i l l capa-
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bl e of f eel i ng par t i cul ar l y vexedon ot her account s, such as bei ng r ebuf f ed
by t he t r ade par t ner wi t h whomt hey want t o shar e t hei r f ut ur e. I n ot her
wor ds, and cont r ar y t o what Cook wr i t es expl i ci t l y, Canadi ans do i mpl i ci t l y
f eel economi c bi t t er ness and r esent ment , andso much so t hat i n addi t i on
t hey f eel emot i onal l y vexed as wel l . But vexat i on, l i ke r esent ment , i s an
emot i on or a f ormof expr essi on t hat does not suddenl y sur f ace; . r at her ,
i t i s sl ow- bur ni ng and l ong- t erm: t o say of somet hi ng t hat i t i s vexed, as
i n ` a vexed quest i on' , i s t o say t hat i t has occur r ed agai n and agai n, t hat
i t i s t orment i ng, and t hat i t i s somet hi ng t hat needs t o be much debat ed
and di scussed. Li ke r esent ment , and per haps t hi s becomes cl ear er i n i t s
Fr ench f ormas r e- sent i ment ( l i t . , f eel i ng agai n) , - vexat i on i s exper i enced
r epeat edl y, r epet i t i vel y, compul si vel y, and obsessi onal l y : " a gr uesome si ght
i s a per son si ngl e-mi ndedl y obsessed by awr ong" (Ni et zsche) . 9 Fur t her -
mor e, Cook' s use of met aphor suggest s t hat Canadi an vexat i on or r esent -
ment ar i ses f r oma per cept i on of i nt i macy and ( f ear of ) t he r ej ect i on of
t hat pr oposed i nt i macy by achosen par t ner . As f or t hegender of t hechosen
par t ner , Cook makes cl ear , by t wo r ef er ences t o Amer i can f i l ms ( RAMBO
andCONANTHEBARBARI AN) , howhe r egar ds at l east one par t ner i n t he
f ut ur e r el at i onshi p. The gender of t he Canadi an par t ner , however , i s am-
bi val ent : " . . . i f t he deal i s not . . . r ushed t hr ough Par l i ament and Congr ess,
we wi l l f ace a f r esh admi ni st r at i on i n Washi ngt onwhi ch, l i ke aspoi l t chi l d,
wi l l have t o be t ut or ed i n t he ways of t he wor l d anew. " 10
Canadi an deni al of r essent i ment - t he cul t ur al cel ebr at i on of si l ence

as t he hi ghest f ormof our moder ni t y - t hus conceal s a compl ex i nt er -
l ocki ng of mul t i pl e r esent ment s: 1) a r esur f aci ng of economi c r esent ment
t hat i s 2) t hen di spl aced t o a gener al emot i onal r esent ment wher e i t
r echar ges i t sel f as vexat i on and 3) i s di spl aced agai n as an i nt er per sonal
r el at i onshi p i nwhi chf ear of ( and r esent ment of ) r ej ect i on causes i t t o shi f t
once mor e t o 4) amor al pl ane now, wher e, f r omr ebuf f t o r ej ect i on, Cana-
da emer ges r adi ant l y as mast er of t heways of t he wor l d. I n addi t i on, Cook' s
use of what one coul d t ermagender - bound met aphor ( of t he f ami l y, i n
whi ch r esent ment i s pr ocessed by mor al i t y andt r ansf ormed i nt o l ove, t he
r ej ect i on of whi chbecomes anoccasi on f or sel f - pi t y and so f ur t her r esent -
ment ) evokes si mi l ar such r ecur r ences i n Canada' s past t hat , as wi t h t he
1987 r ound of f r ee- t r ade t al ks, i nvol ved f undament al r el at i onshi ps and
or i ent at i ons i n Canadi an hi st or y, i nt er nal and ext er nal , i nwhi chmet aphor s
of t he f ami l y encode f ar gr eat er vi ol ences. The f i r st exampl e i s i nt er nal
and r ef er s t o t he l ong and never - decl ar ed ci vi l war bet ween Canada and
Quebec or what Huber t Aqui n i n 1964 cal l ed " t he t heme of t he shot gun
-mar r i age" i n Conf eder at i on, namel y " t he coexi st ence bet ween t wo nat i ons
[ mi ght t hi s not equal l y appl y t o Canada and t he US?] [ t hat ] seems t o f orm
a vener eal r el at i onshi p pushed t o a par oxysmof di sgust , when i t i s not
[ i n] t he ver y i mage of a Chr i st i an mar r i age, i ndi ssol ubl e and i n r ui ns. . . . " "
The second exampl e i s ext er nal ( Canada' s pl ace i n i mper i al r el at i ons) and
t hus ent ai l s a r ever sal i n vener eal r el at i onshi ps, f r omt he aggr essi ve wag-
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i ng of i nt er nal ci vi l war t o amor e passi ve f ormof commodi t y- t r ansf er , her e
f r omonepi mp ( t he Br i t i sh Empi r e) t o anot her ( t he Amer i can Empi r e) . As
Wi l l i amL. Gr ant put i t i n a 1911- 1912 addr ess on "The Fal l acy of Nat i onal -
i sm" : " I have nodesi r e t hat t hi s count r y of mi ne shoul dbe ei t her t he kept
woman of t he Uni t ed St at es, or t he har l ot of t he Empi r e. " " At hi r d exam-
pl e f r omt he t i me of Canada' s ent r y i nt o t he Second Wor l d War sees an
Amer i can wr i t er descr i bi ng Canada as " t he pr obl emchi l d of t heWest er n
Hemi spher e" , a t ypi cal pr oduct of f ami l y est r angement wi t h an Oedi pus
compl ex wi t h t he mot her count r y t hat pr event s her ever gr owi ng up. As
t he wr i t er put s i t : " ` Canada, ' expl oded one of her r esent f ul i nt el l ect ual s,
` i s i n i nt er nat i onal af f ai r s not a man but a woman! " ' ' 3
I n ot her wor ds, and i n a concr et i zat i on of Geor ge Gr ant ' s " l i st eni ng f or

t he i nt i mat i ons of depr i val , ' 11 at t endi ng t o i nt i mat i ons of r essent i ment be-
comes a way of hear i ng Canadi an si l ence speak. I nst ead of mer e si l ence,
f ol l owi ng t he chai ns of Canadi an r esent ment soon unconceal s di scur si ve
f i el ds t hat ext end f r omt he l andscape t o economi cs, t o pol i t i cs, t o soci ol o-
gy, t o t echnol ogy, t o t he i nt i maci es of sexual i t y, and t o t he "hi gher ameni -
t i es" of cul t ur e. What I ' msuggest i ng her e, i n f act , i s t hat t her ear e f ewar eas,
i f any, of Canadi an exper i ence wher e one i s not st r uck by t he ext ent t o
whi ch t he di scour se upon t hat exper i ence, whet her acknowl edged or
r epr essed, whet her of f i ci al ( gover nment and pr ess) , i nt el l ect ual ( academ-
i c) , or cul t ur al ( l i t er ar y and ar t i st i c) , t o make some possi bl y ar bi t r ar y di s-
t i nct i ons, ' i s a di scour se of r essent i ment . Thi s may sound a l ot mor e
overwhel mi ng t han i t mi ght act ual l y t ur n out t o be ; i n f act , t hi s may si m-
pl y be a guar dedway of sayi ng t hat , so f ar per haps, Canadi an exper i ence
has been i nt ensel y gi ven over t o nur si ng t he pet t y wounds of t he smal l ,
as Denys Ar cand has suggest ed i n f i l ms such as LECONFORT ET VI N-
DI FFERENCEandLEDECLI NDEUEMPI REAMERI CAI Nor Har ol d Town
i n hi s pai nt i ng "Canadi an Ret i r ement Dr eam" or t hemany ot her Canadi an
ar t i st s who, l i ke Ni et zsche' s Zar at hust r a, may have si ghed f or a homel and
wher e t hey need no l onger " st oop bef or e t hosewhoar e smal l . " But Cana-
di an ar t i st i c expr essi on may be j ust as i mbr i cat ed wi t h r esent ment as any
ot her di mensi on of Canadi an exi st ence. The poi nt i s si mpl y t hat , at t he
out set , we do not knowt hi s wi t hout , f i r st , a bet t er gr asp of Canadi an r es-
sent i ment : what i s i t ? howpr eval ent i s i t ?. howdoes i t ar t i cul at e i t sel f ? what
have been i t s ef f ect s? and l ast l y howdoes oneover come i t ? si nce, accor d-
i ngt o Ni et zsche, r essent i ment does not di sappear wi t hout bei ngover come.

Ressent i ment as a concept f or cul t ur al st udi es

As a concept f or cont empor ar y cul t ur al st udi es, r essent i ment has been
cur i ousl y under - empl oyed, t hough I suspect t hat as Ni et zsche i ncr easi ng-
l y comes t o be seen as t he phi l osopher of ( t he over comi ng of )
r essent i ment ' 5 , t hi s i s l i kel y t o change. For cer t ai nl y, i n some of i t s ear l i -
er appl i cat i ons i ncl udi ngNi et zsche' s, r essent i ment woul d appear t o of f er
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an i nf i ni t el y r i ch t er r ai n f or cul t ur al st udi es . Thus, f or i nst ance, Ni et zsche' s
own char act er i zat i on of t he ent i r e Judeo-Chr i st i an t r adi t i on as " t he ver y
seat of r essent i ment " ' 6, or Mi chel et ' s and Thi ne: s use of r essent i ment as
t he mot i ve of t hel r ench Revol ut i on" , or Si mmcl ' s ascr i pt i on of r essen-
t i ment as " f or al l t i me t he most sol i d suppor t of bour geoi s mor al i t y" ' " or
Max Schel er ' s obser vat i on t hat " Ther e i s no l i t er at ur e mor e char ged wi t h
r essent i ment t han Russi an l i t er at ur e" ' 9 Or , i n mor e r ecent st udi es, Fr i t z
St er n' s i dent i f i cat i on of " t he i deol ogy of Resent ment " as havi ng appear ed
al most si mul t aneousl y i n al most ever y cont i nent al count r y i n t he l ast de-
cades of t he ni net eent h cent ur y, i ncl udi ng as wel l i n cer t ai n aspect s of
Amer i can Popul i sm" ' . And, i n f i l mst udi es, hi st or i ans of Hol l ywood ( such
as t he Br i t i sh wr i t er Davi d Thomson or t he Amer i can busi nessman Benj a-
mi nHampt on) ascr i be t o r essent i ment one of t he key dr i ves i n Amer i can
popul ar cul t ur e" .
I n ot her wor ds, even a br i ef over vi ew of some .of t he appl i cat i ons t hat

have been made of r essent i ment mi ght pot ent i al l y at l east i ndi cat e a con-
cept f or t he st udy of cul t ur al f ormat i ons ( eg. , r el i gi on, secul ar i deol ogy.
f orms of popul ar cul t ur e such as l i t er at ur e and ci nema) i n t he wi de r ange
of count r i es or cont i nent s t hat coul d be embr aced wi t hi n such not i ons
as " t he Judeo-Chr i st i an t r adi t i on" or " bour geoi s mor al i t y" or t he West er n
t r adi t i on of pol i t i cal , soci al and cul t ur al moder ni t y.
On t he ot her hand, i t i s per haps t he ver y al l - embr aci ngness of r essent i -

ment t hat has mi l i t at ed agai nst i t s wi der use i n r ecent schol ar shi p, at l east
unt i l t he br oader devel opment of al l - embr aci ng f i el ds such as t he humani -
t i es and/ or cul t ur al st udi es. I ndeed, i n an ext ensi on of t he Mi chel et - Tai ne
hypot hesi s t hat r essent i ment i s t he cont ent of r evol ut i on, Jameson ar gues
t hat " t he t heor y of r essent i ment , wher ever i t appear s, wi l l al ways . . . be
t he expr essi on and pr oduct i on of r essent i ment " ( emphasi s added) " " . Thi s
i s t o say t hat t hepr oduct i on of r essent i ment as a t heor y cannot be di st i n-
gui shed ( or at l east onl y wi t h di f f i cul t y) f r omt hepr oduct i on( s) of t heor i st s.
Acc<>r di ng t oJameson, t hese ar e " t he i nt el l ect ual s . . . - unsuccessf ul wr i t er s
and poet s, bad phi l osopher s, bi l i ous j our nal i st s, and f ai l ur es of al l ki nds
- whose pr i vat e di ssat i sf act i ons l ead t hemt o t hei r vocat i ons as pol i t i cal
and r evol ut i onar y mi l i t ant s [ who] . . . wi l l f ur ni sh t he i nner dynami c f or a
whol e t r adi t i onof count er r evol ut i onar y pr opaganda f r omDost oyevsky and
Conr ad t o Orwel l . . . ." " 3 However , maki ng of some i nt el l ect ual s, whet her
r evol ut i onar y or count er r evol ut i onar y, t he pr oducer s of r essent i ment i s
onl y r est at i ng t he t heor y ( or phenomenon) of r essent i ment wher eby, i n
Jameson' s concept , ` aut hent i c r essent i ment ' , once st r i ppedof i t s bad f ai t h,
"may be sai d t o have a cer t ai n aut hent i ci t y" " 4, i . e . , t hat r essent i ment , l i ke
t he r ose by any ot her name, i s r essent i ment .
But what exact l y i s r essent i ment , t hi s wor d whi ch has no exact cor -

r espondence i n German, but whi ch a German t hi nker (Ni et zsche) i n-
t r oduced i nt o phi l osophy " i n i t s t echni cal sense" " 5? I f of Ni et zsche and
r essent i ment , i t mi ght be possi bl e t o say, as Ni et zsche r emar ked of Schopen-



hauer , t hat "He had onl y one t ask and a t housand means of accompl i sh-
i ng i t : one meani ng and count l ess hi er ogl yphs t o expr ess i t " 26 , i t coul d
per haps be sai d t hat t her e ar e al so a t housand ways of def i ni ng r essent i -
ment i n i t s t echni cal or any ot her sense. I t i s t hus i nt er est i ng t hat Wal t er
Kauf mann, f or i nst ance, f i nds i t i mpossi bl e t o def i ne r essent i ment ot her
t han quot i ng Ni et zsche who i n t ur n var i ousl y sket ches r essent i ment as
" hat r ed, " " t yr anni c wi l l " , or " pi ct ur e- hat i ng dr i ves" ( Hei ne) 27 . Si mi l ar l y,
Schel er whose book i s a r ef ut at i on not so much of r essent i ment per se,
whi ch l i ke Si mmel he consi der s t he basi s of bour geoi s mor al i t y andmoder n
humani t ar i ani sm, as of Ni et zsche' s char ge t hat r essent i ment i s t he cont ent
of Chr i st i an ( or mor e pr eci sel y Cat hol i c) l ove; but Schel er at l east si de-
st eps Ni et zsche t o t he ext ent of pr ovi di ng a wor ki ng def i ni t i on of r essen-
t i ment as :

and
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t he exper i ence and r umi nat i on of a cer t ai n af f ect i ve r eact i on di r ect ed
agai nst an ot her t hat al l ows t hi s f eel i ng t o gai n i n dept h and pene-
t r at e l i t t l e by l i t t l e t o t he ver y hear t of t he per sonwhi l e at t he same
t i me abandoni ng t he r eal mof expr essi on and act i vi t y

t hi s obscur e, r umbl i ng, cont ai ned exasper at i on, i ndependent of t he
act i vi t y of t he ego, [ t hat ] engender s l i t t l e by l i t t l e a l ong r umi na-
t i on of hat r ed or ani mosi t y wi t hout a cl ear l y det ermi ned obj ect of
host i l i t y, but f i l l ed wi t h an i nf i ni t y of host i l e i nt ent i ons . ( emphasi s
added) 18

Thi s i s t o say, t hen, t hat r essent i ment i s not somuch a t heor y ( or at l east
not t o begi n wi t h) as a ( si l ent ) f eel i ng. To say of what , however , r equi r es
t r ansf ormi ng r essent i ment f r oman emot i on i nt o a t heor y, i n ot her wor ds,
r educi ng Ni et zsche t o a phi l osopher or t heor i st of r essent i ment when, i f
anyt hi ng, he was i t s gr eat est dr amat i st , i . e. , not a pr eacher of r essent i ment ,
but t he poet of i t s over comi ng. Be t hat as i t may, t he Ni et zschean def i ni -
t i on of r essent i ment t hat I wi l l empl oy her e i s t hat wher e r essent i ment
becomes a . r evol t t hat t ur ns cr eat i ve:

The sl ave r evol t i n mor al s begi ns by r ancor t ur ni ng cr eat i ve and gi v-
i ng bi r t h t o val ues - t he r ancor of bei ngs who, depr i ved of t he
di r ect out l et of act i on, compensat e by an i magi nar y venge-
ance. . . . Sl ave et hi cs . . . begi ns by sayi ng " no" t o an out si de, an ot her ,
a non- sel f , and t hat no i s i t s cr eat i ve act . Thi s r ever sal of t he di r ec-
t i on of t he eval uat i ng l ook, t hi s i nvar i abl e l ooki ng out war d i nst ead
of i nwar d, i s a f undament al f eat ur e of r ancor . Sl ave et hi cs r equi r es . . . a
spher e di f f er ent f r omandhost i l e t o i t s own. . . i t r equi r es an out si de
st r uct ur e i n or der t o act at al l ; al l i t s act i on i s r eact i on. 29

However , l et meel abor at e t hat a l i t t l e by suggest i ng af t er Ni et zsche t hat
r essent i ment i s t he emot i onal cont ent of t he cat ast r ophe of moder n cul -
t ur e whose advent - i n t he f ormof what Ni et zsche cal l ed t he t hr ee M' s :
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Moment , Mode and Mob3°, and t o whi ch we can add a f our t h, namel y,
Mood( and l at er per haps a f i f t h: Movi es) - ent ai l s agr eat si l enci ng of ever y-
t hi ng el se t hat was or mi ght have been. I f f or Ni et zsche, West er n cul t ur e
i s t he pr ogr essi ve advent of ever - l ar ger adi aphor a - spher es of non-
det ermi nacy or t he neut r al i zat i on of di f f er ence ( di apher ei n, t o di f f er ) -
r essent i ment i s t he mood of t he adi aphor a of t he "absol ut e si l ence" of
any ot her cul t ur al possi bi l i t y save ( t ot al i t ar i an) Moder ni t y, i t s; Hi st or y, i t s
Cul t ur e and i t s mul t i - nat i onal or gani zat i on as St at es whi ch " I n t hei r host i l -
i t i es . . . shal l become i nvent or s of i mages and ghost s, andwi t h t hei r i mages
and ghost s t hey shal l yet f i ght t he hi ghest f i ght agai nst one anot her " 31 .
I nwhat f ol l ows, however , r at her t han ext r apol at i ng Ni et zsche quot at i ons,

I woul d l i ke t o i l l ust r at e t hi s t heor y of r essent i ment wi t h par t i cul ar r ef er -
ence t o t he f orms of t he ` cr eat i ve no' devel oped by onemoder n st at e, name-
l y Canada, i n i t s exper i ence wi t h t he adi aphor a of t he hi st or y, cul t ur e, and
mul t i nat i onal or gani zat i on of moder ni t y.

Ressent i ment i n Canadi an di scour se : cul t ur al i mpl i cat i ons

. . . t her e i s asor t of mi xt ur e of i nqui si t i on andcensor shi p whi cht he
Germans have devel oped i nt o a f i ne ar t - i t i s cal l ed absol ut e si l ence

Ni et zsche, Schopenhauer As Educat or
The gr eat est mel anchol y of t he wi l l , even t he l i ber at i ng wi l l , and t hus

t he sour ce of i t s r essent i ment and r evenge- seeki ng, i s i t s i nabi l i t y t o change
t he past : " Power l ess agai nst what has been done, he [ t he wi l l ] i s an angr y
spect at or of al l t hat i s past . " 3z As a r esul t , accor di ng t o Ni et zsche, hi st or y,
j ust i ce, wi l l i ng i t sel f and "al l l i f e" become a f ormof suf f er i ng or puni sh-
ment , i . e . , r evenge- seeki ng but wi t h a good consci ence. I n such a. f orm
of suf f er i ng or puni shment - not so much a t heor y but "as an al most i n-
t ol er abl e anxi et y" 33 - t hi s cor r esponds t o t he wr i t t en exper i ence of
Canadi an hi st or yand l i t er at ur e, i n a wor d, t he Canadi an exper i ence of cul -
t ur e, pr i mar i l y i n t he f ormof chr oni cl es of t he ( usual l y deser ved) admi ni s-
t r at i on of puni shment . Thus, t o t ake what woul d be, i n ef f ect , t he f i r st of
i nnumer abl e Royal Commi ssi on Repor t s, Lor d Dur ham' s ( 1839) r ecom-
mended t he "obl i t er at i on" of t he nat i on ( her e Fr ench-Canada) out of f ear
t hat " t he mass of Fr ench Canadi ans" woul d ot herwi se succumb t o t he
"spi r i t of j eal ous and r esent f ul nat i onal i t y" ( emphasi s added) . 34 Cr ushi ng
t he ` r esent f ul nat i onal i t i es' of Nor t h Amer i ca ( f i r st Fr ench Canada, t hen
- unsuccessf ul l y - t he Thi r t een Col oni es, and t hi r dl y Engl i sh Canada)
" seems. . . t o have been. . . t he pol i cy of t he Br i t i sh Gover nment [ : ] t o gover n
i t s col oni es by means of di vi si on, and t o br eak t hemdown as much as
possi bl e i nt o pet t y i sol at ed communi t i es, i ncapabl e of combi nat i on, and
possessi ng no suf f i ci ent st r engt h f or i ndi vi dual r esi st ance t o t he Empi r e. " 3s
The absence, i n Canadi an exper i ence, of anyki nd of r evol ut i onar y ( or mer e-
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l y combi nat or y) di sr upt i on ( of i sol at i on) meant t hat t he t r adi t i on of puni -
t i ve admi ni st r at i on assumed a deep and uni nt er r upt ed devel opment i n t he
f ormof "a cont i nuous r epr essi on" ( I nni s) of Canadi an cul t ur al expr essi on
as r esent f ul nat i onal i t y ( or i n t he mor e moder n admi ni st r at i ve di scour se
of t he Canadi an st at e, ` nar r ownat i onal i sm' ) . What nat i onal i smandcul t ur e
t her e woul d be i n Canada woul d t hus be i ) f i rml y Er ast i an, i . e . under t he
aut hor i t y of t he St at e, bot h i n char act er and i n or gani zat i on36 , i i ) and i f
not under t hecont r ol of t he st at e, ei t her mar gi nal i zed, f r agment ar y or non-
exi st ent , or i f nei t her of t he above, i i i ) i mpor t ed. Whi ch i s t o say t hat , i n
Canada, r essent i ment t akes t he f ormof t he admi ni st r at i ve pr act i ce of an
absent di scour seon t he r el at i onshi p bet ween nat i onal i smand cul t ur e. Thi s
absence i s st r uct ur ed ar ound a) i t s pr eser vat i on by b) t he deni al of t he r el a-
t i onshi p bet weennat i onal i smand cul t ur e i nst i t ut ed as c) t hr ee separ at i ons :
i ) an admi ni st r at i ve separ at i on ( known i n t he di scour se of cul t ur al pol i cy
as "arm' s l engt h" ) of st at e cul t ur al agenci es f r ombot h nat i on and cul t ur e,
i i ) an economi c separ at i on by t he st at e of cul t ur e i nt o publ i c and pr i vat e
admi ni st r at i ve r eal ms, and i i i ) a cul t ur al separ at i on by nat i onal i t y i n t hat
t he cont ent of t he publ i c r eal mi s of f i ci al l y ( and i ncr ement al l y) Canadi an
wher eas t hat of t he pr i vat e r eal mi s unof f i ci al l y ( and exponent i al l y) Amer i -
can. 37 Put sl i ght l y l ess r ebar bar i t i vel y, Canadi an r essent i ment ar t i cul at es i t -
sel f as t he t hr ee absent di scour ses of a soci al st r uct ur i ng of cul t ur al
cont empt : t hat of t he admi ni st r at or s f or t hosewhomt hey admi ni st er : " I n-
si de ever y Canadi an, whet her she or he knows i t or not , t her e i s, i n f act ,
anAmer i can,' ; t hat of mi ddl e- and upper - cl ass Canadi ans " concer ned wi t h
t he heal t h and vi abi l i t y of Canadi an cul t ur e" ; and t hi r dl y, t hat of l ower -
cl ass Canadi ans who expr ess t hei r r essent i ment i n pr ef er r i ng Amer i can
popul ar cul t ur e: ". . . t he mor e l ow- br owan Amer i can cul t ur al act i vi t y, t he
wi der i t s appeal i n Canada " 38
What char act er i zes t hese absent di scour ses as absences i s t hat each f orms

a di scur si ve whol e whose r het or i cal st r at egy, but not i t s pr act i ces, con-
si st s i n t he deni al of i t s ownressent i ment . Thus, t he di scour se of Canadi -
an cul t ur al pol i cy i s al ways mel i or at i ve, t r ough i t s puni t i ve char act er i st i cs
do t r anspi r e. - To t ake but one exampl e f r omt he cul t ur al pol i cy ar ea t hat
has had t he l ongest hi st or y of of f i ci al Canadi an pr eoccupat i on, namel y ci ne-
ma, . Pet er Pear son, cur r ent . head of t he pr i nci pal st at e agency wi t h r espon-
si bi l i t y f or f eat ur e- f i l m and t el evi si on ser i es pr oduct i on, r epor t ed i n a
speech l ast wi nt er bef or e t he Canada Cal i f or ni a Chamber of Commer ce
t hat "We, t he pr i vat e sect or and Tel ef i l mnowar e f ul f i l l i ng our j oi nt goal :
t o be on net wor kpr i met i meand pl ayi ngt he mai nst r eam, not onl y i n Cana-
da, but l i ke t he Hol l ywood st udi os, al l over t he wor l d. " I won' t di scuss
t he val i di t y of t he. cl ai mot her t han t o not e i t s si mi l ar i t y t o Pet er Cook' s
vi si on of Canada as mast er of t he ways of t he wor l d; suf f i ce i t her e t hat ,
accor di ng t o Pear son, t hi s wor l dwi de expansi on of Canadi an ci nema i s
pr edi cat ed upon andmade possi bl e by t he si l enci ng of t he nat i onal i sm
t hat had, unt i l t hi s poi nt , been t he cont ent of Canadi an f i l ms, t hough t he
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bl ame f or t hi s i s at t r i but ed t o Canadi anyout hwhomust nowbepuni shed:
"Nowt hi s ` nat i onal gl ue t heor y' i s comi ng unst uck. The r eal i t y i s t hat
t eenager s i n Canada won' t go t oaCanadi an movi ei f youpay t hem. Unl ess
of cour se t hey want t o. " But as t hey don' t want t o, maki ng t hemwant t o
woul dhencef or t h be t he t hr ust of Canadi an pol i cy; as Pear son put i t , "Cana-
di an f anni es ar e goi ng t o have t o f i l l t he t heat er seat s, andCanadi an eye-
bal l s wat ch t he pr ogr ams . " 39

Si mi l ar l y, t he di scour se of Canadi an l i t er ar y cul t ur e deni es i t s doubl e r es-
sent i ment ( whi ch woul d ot herwi sebe di r ect edupwar ds at t he l i t er ar y pa-
t r on, t he st at e, and downwar ds ont o t he ant i nat i onal i st and uneducat ed
masses, t he cul t ur al consumer s) and i nst ead r epl aces i t wi t h t heor i es of
vi ct i mi zat i on, i . e . , r essent i ment t ur ned i n upon i t sel f as sel f - puni shment .
As I shal l bel owof f er i n gr eat er det ai l an anal ysi s of t he wor ki ngs of t hi s,
t he cl ear est f ormof Canadi an r essent i ment , l et me f or nowgi ve one br i ef
exampl e, f r omMar gar et At wood' s cl assi c, Sur vi val : " Let us suppose, f or
t he sake of ar gument , t hat Canadaas awhol e i s a vi ct i m. . . . " The supposi -
t i on, of cour se, soon becomes sel f - f ul f i l l i ng: " . . . st i ck a pi n i n Canadi an l i t er -
at ur e at r andom, and ni ne t i mes out of t en you' l l hi t a Vi ct im.1140 I f t he
per spect i ves of vi ct i m- pr oduct i on seemi ngl y pr ovi de Canadi an l i t er at ur e
wi t h a di scour se t hat i s not about r essent i ment , t he pr obl emwi t h vi ct i ms
as a l i t er ar y nat ur al r esour ce i s t hat suppl i es r un out unl ess consci ousl y
pr oduced. As At wood not es, t he pr oduct i ve r esour ces of vi ct i mi zat i on over
t i me onl y become depl et ed and i ncr easi ngl y obscur e, t hus cr eat i ng t he
( st at e- suppor t ed) demand t hat makes of CanLi t t he pr oducer of anot her
Canadi an st apl e, l i ke f ur , wheat or hydr o- el ect r i ci t y: namel y, t he cul t ur e-
vi ct i m:

I n ear l i er wr i t er s t hese obst acl es ar e ext er nal - t he l and, t he cl i -
mat e, andso f or t h. I n l at er wr i t er s t hese obst acl es t end t o become
bot h har der t o i dent i f y and mor e i nt er nal ; . . . no l onger obst acl es
t o physi cal sur vi val but . . . spi r i t ual sur vi val , t o l i f e as anyt hi ng mor e
t han a mi ni mal l y human bei ng. . . . andwhen l i f e becomes a t hr eat
t o l i f e, you have a moder at el y vi ci ous ci r cl e . I f a man f eel s he can
sur vi ve onl y by amput at i ng hi msel f , t ur ni ng hi msel f i nt o acr i ppl e
or a eunuch, what pr i ce sur vi val ?"

Wi t h t hat quest i on- what pr i ce sur vi val ? - we come t o t he t hi r d and
most l i t er al l y absent di scour se i n Canadi an r essent i ment , namel y t he ab-
sol ut e si l ence of t heCanadi an publ i c i t sel f : gl aci al , i ner t , and so t ot al l y i m-
penet r abl e t hat i t can onl y be r epr esent ed: "Have youno publ i c opi ni on
i n t hat pr ovi nce?" a Br i t i sh st at esman once asked Ont ar i o' s equi val ent t o
Dupl essi s, Si r Ol i ver Mowat , whi l e Si r Ri char d Car t wr i ght , mi ni st er of
f i nance, comment ed sever el y on t he wor t hl essness of publ i c opi ni on i n
t he same pr ovi nce. 42 Thi s absol ut e si l ence, however , i s pr esumed by t he
ot her Canadi an di scour ses of r essent i ment t o be t he one most dr i ven by
r evenge- seeki ng and so most t o be f ear ed and despi sed. For her e i s t he
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( pr esumed) sour ce of t he ` r esent f ul nat i onal i t y' t hat , i n t he admi ni st r at i ve
di scour se (Dur ham) , "woul d separ at e t he wor ki ng cl ass of t he communi -
t y f r omt he possessor s of weal t h and t he empl oyer s of l abour " 43 : name-
l y, t he i nhabi t ant s of Nor t h Amer i ca who, i n Canadi an hi st or i cal di scour se,
" somet i mes f ound t hei r gr eat est andmost mal i ci ous pl easur e i n t he ' f r ee-
domt o wr eak upon t hei r super i or s t he l ong l ocked- up hat r ed of t hei r
hear t s' 1141 ; a peopl e who i n Canadi an l i t er ar y di scour se "make up f or
t he[ i r ] meekness [ i n t he pr ovi nce of publ i c cr i t i ci sm] . . . by a gener ous use
of t he cor r espondi ng pr i vi l ege i n pr i vat e"45 ; and t hat Canadi an
phi l osophi cal di scour se (Geor ge Gr ant ) has desi gnat ed as t he maj or i t y
popul at i on of t he cont i nent , t he l ast men of an achi eved moder ni t y.
To dwel l i n moder ni t ymi ght t hus be assumed t o be t he ani mus of Cana-

di an r essent i ment . Thesi gnsof moder ni t y ( eg. , popul at i on, ur bani zat i on,
t echnol ogi zat i on, or i n i t s cul t ur al f orm, Amer i cani zat i on) woul d t hen be
exper i enced wi t h somet hi ng aki n t o pani c, an unbal anci ng and l i t er al di s-
l ocat i on t hat Nor t hr op Fr ye, i n a pr of ound i nsi ght , st at es per f ect l y when
he wr i t es t hat : " . . . Canadi an sensi bi l i t y has been pr of oundl y di st ur bed, not
so much by our f amous pr obl emof i dent i t y. . . as by a ser i es of par adoxes
i n what conf r ont s t hat i dent i t y. . . . l ess. . . t hequest i on `Who amI ?' t han. . . some
such r i ddl e as `Wher e i s her e?" ' 46 . Under st andi ng Canadi an r essent i ment
as pr eci sel y such a di sl ocat i on, t hi s woul d suggest , wi t h t he advent of
moder ni t y, an accel er at i on of t he i nabi l i t y t o change no l onger t he past
now(as i n Ni et zschean r essent i ment ) but an i nt ensi f i cat i onof r essent i ment
t o i ncl ude t he pr esent and f ut ur e as wel l . AS Wi l l i amNor r i s, a Canadi an
aut hor of t he 1870s, expr essed i t , hal f - ser i ousl y: "Under t he pr esent sys-
t em[ i n Canada] t her e i s no past t o be pr oud of , no pr esent t o gi ve r el i -
ance, and no f ut ur e t o hope f or . Devoi d of nat i onal l i f e t he count r y l i es
l i ke a cor pse, dead and st agnant ; but not so bad as i t has been" 4' . Thi s
f ear of l oss - of one' s pl ace i n t i me or hi st or y andi n t he spaceof commu-
ni t y, of nat i on, of cul t ur e; i n shor t , of ' gr oup val ues- i s what Fr ye cal l s
" t he r eal t er r or " of t he Canadi an ( gar r i son) i magi nat i on, namel y, t he i n-
di vi duat i on t hat i s al so par t of moder ni t y, i n whi ch t he i ndi vi dual i s con-
f r ont edwi t h not hi ngness: " The r eal t er r or comes when t he i ndi vi dual f eel s
hi msel f becomi ng an i ndi vi dual , pul l i ng away f r omt he gr oup, l osi ng t he
sense of dr i vi ng power t hat t he gr oup gi ves hi m, awar e of a conf l i ct wi -
t hi n hi msel f f ar subt l er t han t he st r uggl e of mor al i t y agai nst evi l , " a st r ug-
gl e whi ch Fr ye does not i dent i f y but whi ch we may suggest i s t hat of
mor al i t y as r essent i ment deni ed. I nst ead of engagi ng wi t h t hi s st r uggl e,
as Fr ye r emar ks, " I t i s much easi er t o mul t i pl y gar r i sons, and when t hat
happens, somet hi ng ant i - cul t ur al comes i nt o Canadi an l i f e, a domi nat i ng
her d-mi nd i n whi ch not hi ng or i gi nal can gr ow. The i nt ensi t y of t he sec-
t ar i an di vi si veness i n Canadi an t owns, bot h r el i gi ous and pol i t i cal , i s an
exampl e. . . " 48 . Deni ed, r essent i ment pr ol i f er at es, r oot ed i n t he Canadi an
soci al st r uct ur e - " Thegar r i son ment al i t y i s t hat of i t s of f i cer s : i t can t ol er -
at e onl y t he conser vat i ve i deal i smof i t s r ul i ng cl ass, whi ch f or Canada
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means t he mor al and pr oper t i ed mi ddl e cl ass' 149 - gar r i sons mul t i pl y, t he
ant i - cul t ur al her d-mi nd domi nat es and " f r omt he exhaust ed l oi ns of t he
hal f - dead masses of peopl e i n moder n ci t i es" ( as Fr ye put s i t i n a r ar e di s-
pl ay of hi s own ressent i ment " ) , t he l i t er at ur e t he gar r i son ( but now
met r opol i t an) soci et y pr oduces "at ever y st age, t ends t o be r het or i cal , an
i l l ust r at i on or al l egor y of cer t ai n soci al at t i t udes" ( emphasi s added) . 5' .And
i t i s r het or i cal , as opposed t o poet i c, ( hi st or i cal as opposed t o myt hi c,
document ar y as opposed t o i magi nat i ve, and si ngl e-mi ndedl y obsessed
wi t h asser t i on as opposed t o an aut onomous l i t er at ur e) because, accor d-
i ng t o Fr ye, i t avoi ds t he t heme of sel f - conf l i ct 5z, i . e. , t he t heme of r essen-
t i ment , pr ef er r i ng i nst ead t he sel f - i nf l i ct ed puni shment of a good
consci ence.

I nni s

Ressent i ment and t he Canadi an Mi nd: I nni s, McLuhan, Gr ant

I f Canadi an r essent i ment can t hus be under st ood as st r at egi es f or t he
avoi dance of t he ( nat i onal and cul t ur al ) i mpl i cat i ons of moder ni t y, even
t hough as Fr ye r emar ks, "Canada i s not ` new' or ` young' : i t i s exact l y t he
same age as any ot her count r y under a syst emof i ndust r i al capi t al i sm" 53 ,
does Canadi an i nt el l ect ual di scour se shar e i n t he avoi dance of r essent i -
ment ? Taki ng t he t hr ee "embl emat i c f i gur es i n Canadi an t hought 1154 of I n-
ni s, McLuhan and Gr ant , one woul d have t o say t hat t hey t oo pr act i ce
sur vi val i st st r at egi es of avoi dance, but pr i mar i l y by way of at t empt s at di s-
pl aci ng Canadi an r essent i ment ont o l ar ger t r ansnat i onal and t echnol ogi -
cal ent i t i es . I f I nni s, McLuhanandGr ant wr i t e al ways guar dedl y of Canadi an
r essent i ment , t hei r occasi onal l apses ar e, t her ef or e, al l t hemor epower f ul .

I nni s' most unguar ded t ext , and per haps hi smost bl unt , i s hi s 1947 "The
Chur ch i n Canada: " " . . . i n t hi s count r y [ w] e ar e al l t oo much concer ned
wi t h t he ar t s of suppr essi o ver i , suggest i of al si . ` The i nexor abl e i sol at i on
of t he i ndi vi dual i s a bi t t er f act f or t he human ani mal . . .and much of hi s
ver bal i zi ng r ef l ect s hi s obst i nat e r ef usal t o f ace squar el y so unwel come a
r eal i zat i on. ' ' 55 Thus t he Canadi an pr ef er ence f or publ i c l i es, t he i ner t i a of
publ i c opi ni on, t he not or i ous l ongevi t y of t he pol i t i cal l i f e of publ i c f i gur es,
and t he set t l i ng of "al l gr eat publ i c quest i ons" on t he basi s of pet t y, per -
sonal pr ej udi ces hadf or I nni s " par t i cul ar si gni f i cance f or t he f undament al
cor r upt i on of Canadi an publ i c l i f e. " 56 The uni nt er r upt ed and count er -
r evol ut i onar y t r adi t i on of t he domi nance of chur ch and st at e bur eaucr a-
ci es i n bot h Engl i sh and Fr ench Canada, whi ch al l owed t he Br i t i sh t o
gover n NewFrance, br ought Quebec i nt o Conf eder at i on and t hi r dl ymade
possi bl e Canadi an r esour ce devel opment . by gover nment owner shi p of
canal s, r ai l ways, hydr o- el ect r i c andcommuni cat i ons f aci l i t i es, had al so pr o-
f oundl y i mpr i nt edCanadi an cul t ur al devel opment wi t h what I nni s t ermed
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"eccl esi ast i ci sm" Thi s compr i sed a Pur i t ani cal r epr essi on of ar t andot her
expr essi ons of cul t ur al l i f e, dogmat i sm, her esy t r i al s, f anat i ci sm, and supi -
nat i on bef or e t he st at e' s i nci pi ent t ot al i t ar i an encr oachment s upon ci vi l
l i ber t i es i n gener al and i nt el l ect ual f r eedomi n par t i cul ar s' . These aspect s
of t he cor r upt i on of Canadi an publ i c l i f e t hus made i t " not onl y danger -
ous i n t hi s count r y t o bea soci al sci ent i st wi t han i nt er est i n t r ut h but . . . ex-
haust i ng: "

On a wi der pl ane i t i s a sour ce of const ant f r ust r at i on t o at t empt
t o beCanadi an. Bot h Gr eat Br i t ai n and t he Uni t ed St at es encour age
us i n assumi ng t he f al se posi t i on t hat we ar e a gr eat power and i n
ur gi ng t hat we have gr eat nat i onal and i mper i al possi bi l i t i es . Fr om
bot h gr oups we ar e i ncr easi ngl y subj ect ed . . . t o bur eaucr at i c t enden-
ci es di ct at ed by ext er nal f or ces . We have no sense of our l i mi -
t at i ons . " '

Wi t hout onceusi ng t he wor d, I nni s manages i n t hi s t ext t o pr ovi de what
amount s . t o a model or r esear ch agenda f or under st andi ng Canadi an r es-
sent i ment .

McLuhan

Though McLuhan di d not at any l engt h wr i t e speci f i cal l y on Canada, i n
Count er bl ast ( 1954) he of f er ed t he f ol l owi ng poemon Canadi an cul t ur e:

Oh BLAST
The MASSEY REPORT damp cul t ur al i gl oo
f or canadi an devot ees of
TI ME

LI FE
Oh BLAST. . . ( t ) he cr i ng-
i ng, f l unkey spi r i t of canadi an cul t ur e, i t s
ser vant - quar t er snobbi shness
r esent ment s
i gnor ance
penur y

BLESS
The MASSEY REPORT,
HUGE REDHERRI NGf or
der ai l i ng Canadi an kul cha whi l e i t i s
absor bed by Amer i can ART & Technol ogy59

I n ot her wor ds, Canadi an cul t ur e, as one par t i cul ar l y r esent ment - char ged
i di om i n t he r esi dues of Eur opean nat i onal i st pr i nt - cul t ur e, woul d be
( deser vedl y) puni shed f or i t s r essent i ment by bei ng j oyousl y gr ound i nt o



" cosmi c t al c" by t he Amer i can cr usher of ar t and t echnol ogy. McLuhan' s
f l i ght i nt o t he cosmos of t he t echnol ogi cal Pent ecost of uni ver sal under -
st andi ng and uni t y6° i s t hus but anot her ver si on of t he deni al of Canadi -
an r essent i ment by a mor al i zi ng f ant asy of wor l d ( or now cosmi c)
pr opor t i ons. I n t hi s sense, McLuhan, as Ar t hur Kr oker has wr i t t en, by t he
t i me "he became f ul l y awar e of . t he ni ght mar i sh qual i t y of . . . hi s
t hought . . . .was. . . . i n t he end, t r apped i n t he ` f i gur e' of hi s ownmaki ng. . . . I n
a f ul l y t r agi c sense. . . . he was t he pl ayf ul per pet r at or , and t hen vi ct i m, of
a si gn- cr i me. "6'

Gr ant
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I nGr ant , Canadi an r essent i ment i s not deni ed quar essent i ment ; on t he
cont r ar y, i t i s uni ver sal i zed as t he psychol ogy of t he " l ast menwhowi l l
come t o be t he maj or i t y i n any r eal i zed t echni cal soci et y".61 ( Saved
per haps by t he "nemesi s" of i t s aspi r at i on t o nat i onhood or at l east pr o-
t ect ed by r el i gi ous r emnant s of an i dent i f i cat i on of vi r t ue andr eason, Cana-
da f or Gr ant , as f or Fr ye, i s not a r eal i zed but a " decadent " t echni cal
soci et y63 . ) The wi l l ' s despai r at bei ng unabl e t o r ever se or change t he
abyss of exi st ence - l i f e exper i enced as publ i c and pr i vat e f i el ds of pai n
and def eat - becomes t hespi r i t of r evenge agai nst our sel ves, agai nst ot her s,
agai nst t i me i t sel f . But t he cent r al f act about t he l ast men i s t hat because
t hey cannot despi se t hemsel ves, t hey can t hus i nocul at e t hemsel ves agai nst
exi st ence: " The l i t t l e t hey ask of l i f e ( onl y ent er t ai nment and comf or t ) wi l l
gi ve t hemendur ance" 64 . Because t hey t hi nk t hey have f ound happi ness,
t he l ast menof t he nor t her n hemi spher e i n t hemoder n age have not over -
come ressent i ment , but "want r evenge. . .agai nst anyt hi ng t hat t hr eat ens t hei r
expect at i ons f r om t r i vi al i t y" 65 : i mpot ent t o l i ve i n t he wor l d, " i n t hei r
sel f - pi t y ( t hey) ext r apol at e t o a non- exi st ent per f ect i on i n whi ch t hei r
f ai l ur es wi l l be made good. " They ar e t he l ast men because t hey ar e t he
i nher i t or s of a decadent r at i onal i sm, t he pr oduct s of ( r esent f ul ) Chr i st i ani -
t y i n i t s secul ar i zed f orm.
Thus, Gr ant ' s cel ebr at i on of t he def eat of Canadi an nat i onal i smi n La-

ment For ANat i on - " I l ament as a cel ebr at i on of memor y"66 - mi ght
be seen as a model - f or t he over comi ng of r essent i ment , aNi et zschean ex-
er ci se i n amor f at i : a wi l l ed del i ver ance f r omt he spi r i t of r evenge. For ,
i n t he r eal i zat i on t hat t hi s " l ast - di t ch st and of a l ocal cul t ur e" 67 was not
a t r i vi al i ssue ( unl i ke t hebr anch- pl ant cul t ur e of t he l ast men) but i nvol ves
" t he di amond st uf f of whi ch nat i onal i st s must be made i n t hese ci r cum-
st ances, " Gr ant suggest s a her oi c or nobl e accept at i on of def eat :

Per haps weshoul d r ej oi ce i n t he di sappear ance of Canada. We l eave
t he nar r owpr ovi nci al i smand our backwoods cul t ur e; weent er t he
exci t ement of t heUni t ed St at es wher eal l t hegr eat t hi ngs ar e bei ng
done. Whowoul dcompar e t hesci ence, t he ar t , t hepol i t i cs, t he en-
t er t ai nment of our pet t y wor l dt o t he over f l owi ng achi evement s of
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NewYor k, Washi ngt on, Chi cago and San Fr anci sco? . . . .Thi s i s t he
pr of oundest ar gument f or . . . br eak [ i ng] downour par ochi al i smand
l ead[ i ng] us i nt o t he f ut ur e. '

But i s t hi s accept at i on not , as Gr ant r emar ked of hi s " i ncompr ehensi on"
of Ni et zsche, si mpl y t oomuch t o demand? Woul d t he def eat of Canada' s
l ocal cul t ur e be, i n f act , an over comi ng of r essent i ment or , on t he con-
t r ar y by i t s def eat t he gener al i zat i on of r essent i ment t o t he cor e of moder n,
t echni cal ci vi l i zat i on? For Gr ant , amor f at i " seems t o me a vi si on t hat woul d
dr i vemenmad- not i n t he sense of a di vi ne madness, but amadnesss
dest r uct i ve of good. " 69 I n t hi s sense, Gr ant i mpl i es t hat accept i ng t he
def eat of Canadi an nat i onal i smwoul d be such a f ormof madness -
dest r uct i ve of t he good. But what t hen woul d be t he " good" of Canada' s
l ocal cul t ur e? Her e, r at her t han f ur t her expl or i ng Gr ant ' s wr i t i ngs, I woul d
l i ke t o submi t t hat such adef i ni t i on woul d be t he ( gr at ui t ous) under t aki ng
of Canadi an cul t ur e i t sel f , i n t he Appl ebaum-Heber t Repor t ' s sense t hat
" t he l ar gest subsi dy t o t he cul t ur al l i f e of Canada [ has] come. . . not f r om
gover nment s, cor por at i ons or ot her pat r ons, but f r omt he ar t i st s t hem-
sel ves, t hr ough t hei r unpai d or under pai d l abour . " ' ° Def i ni ng t he good of
Canada woul d t hus be a ' gi f t ' t o t he nat i on f r omi t s ar t i st s ( e. g . , novel i st s,
pai nt er s, f i l mmaker s) .
However , bef or e t ur ni ng speci f i cal l y t o an exami nat i on of t hese di s-

cour ses, I woul d l i ke t o begi n wi t h a cat egor y of l i t er ar y pr act i t i oner not
cur r ent l y consi der ed an ar t i st - namel y, t he hi st or i an- but who can, I
t hi nk, be so consi der ed her e. ' ' For one because of t he l i t er ar y or i gi ns of
Canadi an hi st or i cal wr i t i ng; f or anot her because Canada' s hi st or i ans ( at l east
unt i l t he mi d- 1960s) have al l been nat i onal i st s ; and t hi r dl y because " t her e
ar e hi dden and unsuspect ed f act or s behi nd any nat i onal t r adi t i on of hi st or -
i cal wr i t i ng, and t hese need be r ai sed as f ar as possi bl e t o t he l evel of cons-
ci ousness. . . . . . T2 I n ot her wor ds, what has " t he di amond st uf f ' of Canadi an
nat i onal i smconsi st ed i n?

Ressent i ment andCanadi an Hi st or y

Lhi st oi r e est cul t i vde au Canada pl us peut - 8t r e qu' en aucun aut r e
pays au monde

Remy de Gourmont ( 1893)

Unt i l t he mi d- 1960s, Canadi an hi st or i cal wr i t i ng, Fr ench and Engl i sh, was
pr edomi nant l y and unpr obl emat i cal l y nat i onal i st . 73 I n 1971, Ramsay Cook
ar t i cul at ed a cr i t i ci sm of Engl i sh-Canadi an hi st or i cal nat i onal i sm t hat
Engl i sh-Canadi an hi st or i ans had l ong l evel l ed agai nst t he nat i onal i smof
Fr ench-Canadi an hi st or i cal wr i t i ng, namel y "mi susi ng hi st or y f or nat i on-
al i st pur poses . " ' 4 Whi l e t her e woul d be somet hi ng t o say about Cook' s
conf l at i on of nat i onal i sm, sur vi val i smandhi st or i ci sm, hi s mai n ar gument
f or r epudi at i ng t he nat i onal i smof ( Engl i sh- ) Canadi an hi st or i ans was t hat :
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because of t hei r commoncommi t ment t o t he nat i onal i st cr i t er i on
of sur vi val . . . ( t ) hi s has meant t hat t he conf l i ct has been a bat t l e of
pat r i ot s. . . f or nat i onal gr eat ness. And. . . t her e i s no war mor e bi t t er
t han. . . awar bet weenpat r i ot s, eveni f t he bat t l e i s r est r i ct ed t o abat t l e
of t he books. "

I n ot her wor ds, t hat t her e was a par t i cul ar l y f ear f ul bi t t er ness t o Cana-
di an expr essi on, whet her i n l i t er ar y or schol ar l y books, r el at i ve t o not one
but t hr ee separ at e r eal ms of sel f - def i ni t i on : a) a common commi t ment , b)
sur vi val , c) nat i onal gr eat ness. To put i t mor e bl unt l y, i s t hi s not si mpl y
a f ear f ul way of st at i ng t he t r ui smt hat Canadi an pol i t i cs ( common com-
mi t ment ) , economi cs and cul t ur e( sur vi val ) , andst at ecr af t i n bot h domes-
t i c and f or ei gn af f ai r s ( nat i onal gr eat ness) have been bi t t er ? I f so, t hen what
i s at i ssue woul d be l ess t he bi ases of Canadi an hi st or i cal schol ar shi p t han
a qual i t y of Canadi an hi st or y i t sel f .
By way of i l l ust r at i on, l et us t ake Ramsay Cook' s 1963 gener al hi st or y

of Canada, Canada: AModer n St udy76, i n t he pr ef ace t o whi ch Cook
pr esent s al l t he bi ases of ( Engl i sh- ) Canadi an hi st or i cal nat i onal i smt hat he
woul d r epudi at e sever al year s l at er : eg. , t he `mi r acul ous' sur vi val i smof
Canadi an hi st or y. Thus " I f Canada' s hi st or y i s di st i ngui shed by anyt hi ng
i t i s a det ermi nat i on t o sur vi ve and l i ve accor di ng t o t he. di ct at es of our
hi st or i cal exper i ence. " However , a cl ose r eadi ng of Cook' s hi st or y mi ght
suggest i nst ead t hat i f Canada' s moder n hi st or y i s di st i ngui shed by any-
t hi ng, i t i s t he bi t t er ness and di vi si veness of t he hi st or i cal exper i ence he
descr i bes f r om, on t he f i r st page, t he " t r agedy" f or Fr ench Canadi ans of
Br i t ai n' s conquest of Canada t o, on t he l ast page, t he nat i on whose f our -
t eent h pr i me mi ni st er f ound f aci ng " ser i ous economi c pr obl ems . . . , was
sor el y di vi ded bet ween ci t y ar i d count r y, bet ween Fr ench andEngl i sh, and
st i l l had not sol ved t he. . . pr obl ems of f or ei gn and def ence pol i cy" - i n
shor t , whose "pr obl ems. . . t aken t oget her seemed t o chal l enge t he cont i nued
and heal t hy exi st ence of t he nat i on i t sel f ' ( pp. 260- 1) .
I n suchal i ght , Canadi an hi st or ywoul dappear as a f ormof r esent ment -

management , a cont r ol l i ng of t he compl ex pl ay of l i ngui st i c, cl ass, r egi on-
al , nat i onal and i nt er - nat i onal r essent i ment s t hat const i t ut e Canadi an hi st or -
i cal exper i ence. Thus, t aki ng f r omCook' s t ext onl y t hose exampl es wher e
he speci f i cal l y uses t he ver b " t o r esent " ( and one coul d subst ant i al l y
br oaden t he sampl i ng by use of such cognat es of r essent i ment as ` f ear ' ,
` bi t t er ness' , ` envy' , ` i r r i t at i on' , ` unhappi ness' , ' obnoxi ousness' et c. ) , we f i nd
t he f ol l owi ng:
" The Pr esbyt er i ans, Met hodi st s and Bapt i st s deepl y r esent ed t he

pr i vi l eges gr ant ed t o t he Angl i cans" ( p. 44) ; " The f armer s r esent ed t he hi gh
r at es char ged by t he Canadi an Paci f i c Rai l way f or car r yi ng gr ai n . to mar -
ket " ( p. 121) ; " . . . i n 1914 Canadawas not an i ndependent st at e andBr i t ai n' s
decl ar at i on' of war was made on behal f of al l t he Empi r e, i ncl udi ng Cana-
da. FewCanadi ans r esent ed t hi s f act " ( p . 165) ; "When t he depr essi on t hr ew
t housands of Fr ench Canadi ans out of wor k, smoul der i ng r esent ment ex-
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pl oded i nt o anger agai nst ` f or ei gn' empl oyer s" ( p. 200) ; " Thi s sl i ght f eel -
i ng of r esent ment at t he at t i t ude of t he Uni t ed St at es t o t he Seaway was
par t of a gr owi ng anxi et y i n Canada about t he degr ee of i nf l uence whi ch
t he Uni t ed St at es seemed t o exer ci se i n Canadi an af f ai r s" ( p. 243) ; and " The
Li ber al s had been par t i cul ar l y wor r i edabout t hei r abi l i t y t o r et ai n t he sup-
por t of Quebec, f or t he Fr ench Canadi ans had r esent ed t he conscr i pt i on
pol i cy of 1944" ( p. 250) . Thus, even i n t he wr i t i ngs of a hi st or i an who
woul d come t o i dent i t y " t he l ack of ` sound t hi nki ng on t henat i onal ques-
t i on" ' as " one of t he most ser i ous weaknesses of Canadi an i nt el l ect ual
l i f e" " , one f i nds l evel s of Canadi an r essent i ment t hat ar e not at t r i but abl e
t o nat i onal i sm. On t he basi s of t he exampl es above, r el i gi ous, economi c
and domest i c pol i t i cal r essent i ment woul d appear on t hei r own t o of f er
suf f i ci ent gr ounds f or di vi si veness wi t hout t he added r essent i ment pr ovi d-
ed by nat i onal i sm. Cur i ousl y, i n Cook' s exampl es of t he t wo i nst ances
wher e nat i onal i smi s di r ect l y af act or , t he l evel of r essent i ment i s l ess t han
i t i s wi t h t he non- nat i onal i st f or ms: Canada' s 1914 l ack of i ndependence
vi s- a- vi s Br i t ai n caused l i t t l e r esent ment among Canadi ans, and t he gr ow-
i ng ear l y t o mi d- 1950s suspi ci on of Uni t ed St at es i nf l uence i n Canadi an
af f ai r s caused onl y sl i ght r esent ment .

 

'
However , i f one t ur ns t o t hewr i t i ngs of avowedl y ( as opposed t o uneas-

i l y) nat i onal i st Canadi an hi st or i ans such as Cr ei ght on, Lower andWL. Mor -
t on; t he r el at i ons bet ween r essent i ment and nat i onal i sm become mor e
pr onounced and at t he same t i me mor e compl ex. I ndeed, Cr ei ght on, of
t he Al aska boundar y di sput e, wr i t es t hat " t he backgr ound of br ut al i m-
per i al i smon bot h si des of t he At l ant i c. . . pr oduced a nat i onal i st r eact i on
i n Canada mor e vi ol ent and sust ai ned t han anyt hi ng i n t he hi st or y of t he
count r y. . . . t hi s doubl e r esent ment . . . so char act er i st i c of Canadi an nat i on-
al i sm. " 78 Cr ei ght on' s not i on of t he doubl e r esent ment of Canadi an nat i on-
al i smi s i mmensel y suggest i ve of t he compl ex i nt er pl ay of r essent i ment
andnat i onal i smi n Canada i n i t s doubl e ar t i cul at i ons: 1] a) an ext er nal r es-
sent i ment of Engl i sh Canadi an nat i onal i smt owar ds bot h Br i t i shandAmer i -
can i mper i al i smand 1] b) si mi l ar l y of Fr ench Canadi an nat i onal i smt owar ds
i t s f or mer met r opol i s as wel l as Angl o- Canadi an i mper i al i sm; and 2] an i n-
t er nal r essent i ment t hat i s i t sel f doubl e: a) di r ect ed downwar ds ont o t he
popul at i ons of Canada and b) r ef l ect ed back up agai nas t he r egi onal i sms,
separ at i sms or ot her f or ms of al i enat i on t hat have const i t ut ed t he per ma-
nent cr i si s of t he Canadi an conf eder at i on .

I f t he wr i t i ngs of Cr ei ght on and Mor t on7' ar e i nval uabl e f or under st and-
i ng ext er nal r essent i ment i n Canadi an nat i onal i sm, t hose of A. R. MLower
di spl ay a si mi l ar candour i n gi vi ng voi ce t o i nt er nal r essent i ment : " The
weakness of Canadi an democr acy has l ai n not so much i n i t s l eader s as
i n i t s f ol l ower s. . . . Canadi an nat i onal i smwas f or med f r omt he t op. The f ar - .
t her down t he scal e one went , t he l ess consci ousness t her e was of t he
whol e count r y. . . . . . e° That t he " f ol l ower s" onl y r et ur ned t hi s ki nd of r es-
sent i ment , of cour se, was not l ost on Lower : " Secessi on t al k and ot her
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phenomenaof di si nt egr at i on pr oceeded ei t her f r omeconomi c di sappoi nt -
ment or i t s by- pr oduct , par t i san sni pi ng. Of t he f ormer t her e was much
and i t was gr aven deep i n t he f ai l ur e of t he count r y t o gr ow" 8' Lower ex-
pr esses a Canadi an- nat i onal i smmade up of i nt er l ocki ng r essent i ment s t hat ,
i n Mor t on' s vi ew, conveyed t he col oni al f i xat i on of an ent i r e gener at i on:
" They l ove t he nat i on Canada, but t hey hat e i t al so. They hat e i t because
t hey hat e i t s col oni al or i gi ns, whi ch t hey wi sh t o deny but cannot , and
must t her ef or e t r ampon endl essl y i n ever l ess meani ngf ul f r enzy. " 8x Thus,
i n Lower ' s wor ds:

. . . Engl i sh Canadi ans. . . ar e a dour and uni magi nat i ve f ol k . Havi ng
f ai l ed t o f i nd a cent r e i n t hemsel ves, t hey bor r ow t he her oes, t he
hi st or y, t he songs and t he sl angof ot her s. Wi t h no vi vi dl y r eal i zed
r es publ i ca of t hei r own t o t al k about , t hey t ake r ef uge i n si l ence,
unabl e t o f ormul at e t hei r l oyal t i es, conf used over t hei r deepest aspi -
r at i ons. Yet t hey. . . must sur el y have an i nt ui t i ve f ai t h i n t he unex-
pr essedessence of t hei r t r adi t i ons . . . . I f t he Canadi an peopl e ar e t o
f i nd t hei r soul , t hey must seek . . . i t , not i n t he Engl i sh l anguage or
t he Fr ench, but i n . . . . t he l and. e'

For Lower , however , t he f ai l ur e of Canadi an nat i onal i sm, al ways choked
back i nt o si l ence on i t s r essent i ment , meant t he possi bi l i t y t hat t he Cana-
di an ar t i st mi ght succeed wher e t he hi st or i an coul d not .

Ressent i ment and Canadi an Li t er at ur e:
Susanna Moodi e and Sar a Jeannet t e Duncan

Her r esent ment was onl y hal f - ser i ous but t he not e was t her e
Sar a Jeannet t e Duncan, The I mper i al i st

I f i n Lower , r essent i ment of t he soul l essness of t he Canadi an peopl e i s
def l ect edont o t he l andscape whose di st i ngui shi ng char act er i st i c t hus be-
comes t he cel ebr at i on of what i s i n ef f ect a puni t i ve absence of popul a-
t i on, he was onl y r epeat i ng a st r at egy pr act i ced by Canadi an l et t er s i n a
l ong t r adi t i on of embi t t er ed or i r oni c cr i t i ci smof Canadi an soci et y si nce
Hal i bur t on. As I don' t pr opose t o r evi ewt hat t r adi t i on her e, I wi l l r est r i ct
mysel f t o t he exampl es of f er ed by Susanna Moodi e' s Roughi ng I t i n t he
Bush ( 1852) , t oget her wi t h a br i ef di scussi on of Sar a Jeannet t e Duncan' s
The I mper i al i st ( 1904) .
I n Moodi e, t he soci al basi s of r essent i ment pr ecedes emi gr at i on t o Cana-

da. Emi gr at i on i s f or ced " upon t he pr oud andwoundedspi r i t of t he wel l -
educat ed sons and daught er s of ol d but i mpover i shed f ami l i es. " That r es-
sent i ment , whi l e acknowl edged as a component of t he Ol d Wor l d, i s
however deni ed as const i t ut i ve of t he NewWor l d:

But t her e i s ahi gher mot i ve [ t o emi gr at i on] . . . t hat l ove of i ndepen-
dencewhi chspr i ngs up spont aneousl y i n t he. . . hi gh- soul ed chi l dr en
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of a gl or i ous l and. They cannot l abour i n a meni al capaci t y i n t he
count r y wher e t hey wer e bor n and educat ed t o command. They
can t r ace no di f f er ence bet ween t hemsel ves and t hemor e f or t unat e
i ndi vi dual s of a r ace whose bl ood warms t hei r vei ns, and whose
names t hey bear . The want of weal t h al one pl aces an i mpassi bl e
bar r i er bet ween t hemand t he mor e f avour ed of f spr i ng. . . and t hey
go f or t h t o make f or t hemsel ves a newname and t o f i nd anot her
count r y, t o f or get t he past and t o l i ve i n t he f ut ur e, t o exul t i n t he
pr ospect of . . . t he l and of t hei r adopt i on [ becomi ng] gr eat . e'

Revenge agai nst t he past , i e . , r essent i ment , t hus f uel s t he vi si on of gr eat -
ness ( i ndependence) pr omi sed by t he i deal i zed andmor al i zed Canada. I n
t he encount er bet ween t he i deal and t he i mpover i shed r eal i t y, not onl y
i s t her e di sappoi nt ment , but t he bi t t er ness of t hat di sappoi nt ment r el eases
t he r essent i ment t hat was " t he or di nar y mot i ve" f or emi gr at i on: "Di sap-
poi nt ment , as a mat t er of cour se, f ol l owed. . . hi gh- r ai sed expect at i ons . . . . "
but t he di sappoi nt ment i s due t o t he "di sgust i ng scenes of r i ot and l ow
debaucher y. . . [ t he] dens of di r t andmi ser y whi ch woul d, i nmany i nst ances,
be shamed by an Engl i sh pi g- st y." 85
Not onl y does t he popul ace compar e unf avor abl y t o Br i t i sh pi gs, but

t he st at e- appar at us and i t s i ndust r i ous pamphl et eer s and hi r ed or at or s,
whose gl owi ng descr i pt i ons of Canada hadpr oduced a "Canada mani a"
i n t he mi ddl e r anks of Br i t i sh soci et y, wer e scar cel y bet t er :

Oh, ye deal er s i n wi l d l ands - ye specul at or s i n t he f ol l y andcr edul -
i t y of your f el l ow-men - what amass of mi ser y, andof mi sr epr esen-
t at i on pr oduct i ve of t hat mi ser y, have yet not t o answer f or ! You
had your acr es t o sel l , andwhat t o youwer e t hewor n- downf r ames
and br oken hear t s of t he i nf at uat ed pur chaser s? The publ i c bel i eved
t hepl ausi bl e st at ement s youmadewi t h such ear nest ness, andmen
of al l gr ades r ushed t o hear your hi r ed or at or s decl ai mupon t he
bl essi ngs t o be obt ai ned by t he cl ear er s of t he wi l der ness . "86

By cont r ast , t he l and i t sel f , as wi l der ness, i . e. , once empt i ed of i t s cor -
r upt i nhabi t ant s, pr esent s t he st andar d j oui ssances of t he Bur keansubl i me
as r eper t or i ed by Chauncey Loomi s : " sound and si l ence, obscur i t y, sol i -
t ude, vast ness and magni f i cence as sour ces of subl i me ast oni shment and
t er r or . " e' Thus Moodi e wr i t es of Canada' s " awf ul beaut y, " " excess of beau-
t y, " " ast oni shi ng beaut y" whose "ef f ect was st r angel y novel and i mpos-
i ng. . . her e t he f or est has never yet echoed t o t he woodsman' s axe or
r ecei ved t he i mpr i nt of ci vi l i zat i on, t he f i r st appr oach [ t o whi ch] . . . i nspi r es
a mel anchol y awe whi ch becomes pai nf ul i n i t s i nt ensi t y. " ee

I f t he si ght of Canadi an shor es pr oduces i n Moodi e a cul t ur al l y di st i nct
r esponse - " I never bef or e f el t so over power i ng my own i nsi gni f i cance"
( p. 29) - t he f act t hat t he same shor es pr oduce ar adi cal l y di f f er ent cul t ur -
al r esponse among t hel ower cl asses onl y br i ngs out Moodi e' s r essent i ment
i n whi ch cul t ur al and cl ass di f f er ences ar e f used i nt o t he l andscape:
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I t was a scene over whi ch t he spi r i t of peace mi ght br ood i n si l ent
ador at i on; but howspoi l edby t he di scor dant yel l s of t he f i l t hy be-
i ngs whower e sul l yi ng t he pur i t y of t he ai r and wat er wi t h con-
t ami nat i ng si ght s and sounds!
The si ght of t he Canadi an shor es had changed t hemi nt o per sons
of gr eat consequence. The poor est and wor st - dr essed, t he l east
deser vi ngand t hemost r epul si ve i nmi nd andmor al s exhi bi t edmost
di sgust i ng t r ai t s of sel f - i mpor t ance. Vani t y andpr esumpt i on seemed
t o possess t hemal t oget her . 89

She cont i nues:
Gi r l s, whower e scar cel y abl e t o wash a f l oor decent l y, t al ked of
ser vi ce wi t h cont empt , unl ess t empt ed t o change t hei r r esol ut i on
by t he of f er of $12 amont h. To endeavour t o undecei ve t hemwas
ausel ess andungr aci ous t ask . . . . I l ef t i t t o t i me and bi t t er exper i ence
t o r est or e t hemt o t hei r sober senses . ' °

Moodi e' s r esent f ul obser vat i ons of t he ef f ect s of Canadi an shor es upon
t he l ower cl asses had al r eady been not ed some t hi r t y year s ear l i er byJohn
Howi son i n hi s 1821 Sket ches of Upper Canada:

Many of t he emi gr ant s I sawhad been onshor e a f ewhour s onl y,
dur i ng t hei r passage bet weenMont r eal . and Ki ngst or i , yet t hey had
al r eady acqui r ed t hoseabsur d not i ons of i ndependence andequal -
i t y, whi ch ar e so deepl y engr af t ed i n t he mi nds of t he l owest i n-
di vi dual s of t he Amer i can nat i on. 9'

I n Moodi e, r essent i ment becomes t he basi s of a vi si on of Canadi an na-
t i onal i sm( pp. 29- 30) i n whi ch she ur ges Canadi ans t o " r emai n t r ue t o your -
sel ves" , i e. , t o t he ( si l ent ) l andscape ( " Look at t he St . Lawr ence. . . t hat gr eat
ar t er y. . . t r anspor t i ng. . . t he r i ches andpr oduce of a t housand di st ant cl i mes" ) .
I nst ead of becomi ng a "humbl e dependant on t he gr eat r epubl i c, " Canada
shoul d "wai t pat i ent l y, l oyal l y, l ovi ngl y" f or t he day when Br i t ai n "wi l l
pr ocl ai myour chi l dhood past , and bi d you st and . . . a f r ee Canadi an peo-
pl e" : " . . . do t hi s, and. . .you wi l l . . . l ear n t o l ove Canada as I nowl ove i t , who
once vi ewed i t wi t h hat r ed so i nt ense t hat . I l onged t o di e. . . "

I t i s per haps appr opr i at e t hat Moodi e' s book ar oused r esent ment i n Cana-
da - - as she put i t , " amost unj ust pr ej udi ce. . . because I dar edgi ve my opi n-
i on f r eel y" - andwoul d not be r epr i nt ed i n Canada unt i l 1871, or al most
t went y year s af t er i t s f i r st edi t i on.
I n cont r ast , i f Sar a Jeannet t e Duncan' s j our nal i st i c r essent i ment of t he

popul at i on of Ont ar i owhomshe descr i bed col l ect i vel y as "Maor i s" and
a "gi ant camp of t he Phi l i st i nes" has been document ed9z, t he absence of
any such out spoken r essent i ment i n her novel TheI mper i al i st i s not ewor -
t hy. Duncan' s novel af f ect s an al most cl i ni cal det achment i nwhi chr essen-
t i ment has si mpl y become nat ur al i zed, i . e . , i t ' s mer el y par t of t he l andscape,
and so t her e ar e no descr i pt i ons of t he l andscape, ot her t han t he soci al
t opol ogy of t he t own of El gi n, unt i l pp. 70- 71 :
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. . . he had not hi ng t o say ; t he si l ence i n whi ch t hey pur sued t hei r
way was no doubt t o hi mj ust t he embar r assi ng condi t i on he usual -
l y had t o cont end wi t h. To her i t seemed pr egnant , auspi ci ous ; i t
dr ew somet hi ng f r omt he l owgr ey l i ght s of t he wet spr i ng. af t er -
noon and t he unbound hear t l i f t i ng wi nd. . . .They went on i n t hat
st r ange bound way, and t he day dr ew away f r om t hem t i l l t hey
t ur ned a sudden cor ner , when i t l ay al l al ong t he yel l owsky acr oss
t he r i ver , behi nd a f r i nge of wi nt er woods, st ayed i n t he moment
of i t s r et r eat on t he edge of unvexed l andscape. 9 '

For t he youngEngl i shman, Hugh Fi nl ay, t he Canadi an si l ence i s j ust t he
embar r assi ng condi t i on he usual l y had t o cont ent wi t h; f or t he Canadi an,
AdvenaMur chi son, ( " occupi ed i n t he aest het i c ecst asy of sel f - t or t ur e"p. 184)
her f eel i ngs ar e dr awn f r omt he or di nar y l andscape: what t he: } , suddenl y
see and shar e i n, however , i s not t he or di nar y l andscape, but t he ext r aor -
di nar y l andscape; i n Duncan' s wor ds, t he t i nvexed l andscape. I ) uncan con-
t i nues :

They st opped i nvol unt ar i l y t ot I t t ak, ar i d she sawa smi l e come up
f r omsome dept h i n hi m.
"Ah, wel l , " he sai d, as i f t o hi msel f , " i t ' s somet hi ng t o he i n a coun-
t r y wher e t he sun st i l l goes down ~r i t h a t hought of t he pr i ni acval . "
" I t hi nk I pr ef er t he sophi st i cat i on 4 chi mney- pot s ; " she r epl i ed.
" I ' ve al ways l onged t o see a sut r svi i n I . t r ndon, wi t h dt c . f t t g br eak-
i ng over West mi nst er . " ,
" Thenyou don' t car e about t hemf or t hemsel ves, sunset s?" he asked,
wi t h t he si mpl est absence of mi n&
" I never yet coul d see t he sun got down, But I was angr y i n my hear t ; '
she sai d, and t hi s t i me he l ocked : u her .
" . . . I t ' s t he seal uponan act of vi 4 -i l ct i cv, i st t ' t i t , a sunset ? Somet hi ng
t aken f r omus agai nst our wi l l I t ' s a I t awf ul r emi nder , i n t he mi dst
of our del i ght f ul vol i t i ons, of howar bi t r ar y ever y condi t i on of l i f e
i s . " 94

For Fi nl ay, t he sunset i s, as t he depopul at ed Canadi an l andscape was f or
Moodi e, an i nst ance of subl i mi t y For Advena, i f t he l andscape was " i n-
vol unt ar i l y" and moment ar i l y unvexed, vexat i on or r essent i ment i mmedi -
at el y r et ur ns such t hat she pr ef er s an i magi nar y l andscape ( a sunset i n a
London she' s never seen) t o t he ( popul at ed) one she can see ( and l i ves i n)
si nce t hi s i s a hat ef ul r emi nder of t he cul t ur al anger i n her hear t ( t hepoem
she quot es) , of t he vi ol ence of unsophi st i cat i on, i . e. , t he r essent i ment of
t he wi l l ' s i nabi l i t y t o al t er t he past . That r essent i ment ( somet hi ng t aken
f r omus agai nst our wi l l s) i s f ur t her r ei nf or ced by t he di scussi on t hey have
as t o wher e t he l i ght goes: " I nt o t he voi d behi nd t i me, " Fi nl ay suggest s ;
" I nt o t he t ext ur e of t he f ut ur e, " Advena answer s .
However , i t ' s Advena' s br ot her , Lor ne, t he i mper i al i st of t he novel ' s t i t l e,

who def i nes t he t ext ur e of t hat f ut ur e i n l anguage t hat woul d be r emi ni s-
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cent of Gr ant ' s r essent i ment - f i l l ed l ast menwi t h t hei r t r i vi al desi r e f or en-
t er t ai nment and comf or t : " . . . i t ' s f or t he mor al advant age [ of bel ongi ng t o
an empi r e] . Way down at t he bot t om, t hat ' s what i t i s. We have t he sense
t o want al l we can get of t hat sor t of t hi ng. They' ve devel oped t he f i nest
humanpr oduct t her e i s, t he cl eanest , t he most di si nt er est ed, andwe want
t o keep up t he r el at i onshi p. . . . 1195
I n compar i ng t hese t womoment s i n t he devel opment of Canadi an l i t er -

at ur e, Mo odi e' s vi si on of f er s an unvexed nat ur al l andscape, but a vexed
soci al l andscape, whi l e Duncan bl ends t he one i nt o t he ot her . As Lor ne
Mur chi son' s wor ds suggest , t he advent of mechani cal meansof r epr oduc-
t i on such as phot ogr aphy or ci nema ( t he f i nest pr oduct , t he cl eanest , t he
most di si nt er est ed) mi ght at l ast pr ovi de a pat h ar ound t he vexaci ousCana-
di an l i t er ar y l andscape, be i t t hat of i t s phi l osopher s, hi st or i ans, or novel i st s.

Ressent i ment andCanadi an Vi sual Ar t s : The cl i chei zat i on of t hel andscape

Onemust guess t he pai nt er i n or der t o under st and t he pi ct ur e. But
nowt he whol esci ent i f i c f r at er ni t y i s out t o under st and t he canvas
and t he col our s - not t he pi ct ur e"

Ni et zsche, Schopenhauer As Educat or
Denni s Rci d has suggest ed t hat " of al l t he ar t s i n Canada, pai nt i ng i s t he

one t hat most di r ect l y pr esent s t l t c Canadi an exper i ence. "96 However , i f
t her e i s any cvt nsi st ency t o Canadi an exper i ence ( and t hi s paper has ar -
gued t hat t her e i s) , t hat expcr i ct uc has been pr edomi nant l y char act er i zed
by r esscmi ni ci a and t he quest f t t r i t s r el ocat i on by di st anci ng i n i ) a met a-
Canadi ai t r t t 0 t r al i sm, i i ) a pan-Canadi ani nat i onal i sm, andi i i ) a t r ans-Canadi an
l andscapi sm. hi t hi s sense, Canadi an ar t r at her t han most di r ect l y pr esent -
i ng Canadi an exper i ence woul d c ( ) t t t i nue al ongt he same t r aj ect or y of r el o-
cat i on t hat we have encount er ed i n Canadi an phi l osophy, hi st or i cal wr i t i ng
and l i t er at ur e. As Vancouver ar t i st Rober t Kl eyn has put i t :

Pl agued by quest i ons of i dent i t y, Canadi an ar t of t en pr oposes
pr escr i pt i ve f r amewor ks whi ch easi l y l ead t o deci pher i ng r at her t han
i nt ermgat i ng t he aut hor i t y of t he r epr esent at i on behi nd t he pr esen-
t at i on . Thi s i dent i t y i s posed i n t erms of r ecogni t i on, r ecogni t i on
out si de Canada. "

That r ecogni t i on, however , woul d onl y be made possi bl e, i n Cr ei ght -
on' s bi t t er obser vat i on, " by abandoni ng a par t , or t he whol e of [ t he ar -
t i st ' s] own t r adi t i on or speci al poi nt - of - vi ew. . . A Canadi an ar t i st . . .coul d
ei t her l eave Canada f or t he. r net r opol i t an cent r e of hi s choi ce, or he coul d
gi ve up Canadi an t hemes, except t hose. . . r egar ded as quai nt or bar bar i c,
and t her ef or e i nt er est i ng, i n t he ar t i st i c andl i t er ar y capi t al s of West er n Eu-
r ope and Amer i ca" 9g But , i n f act , t her e was anot her , and mor e i nt r i cat e,
possi bi l i t y f or t he devel opment of Canadi an ar t as a st r at egy of avoi dance
of Canadi an r essent i ment , and I ' d l i ke t o t ermt hi s t he cl i chei zat i on of t he
l andscape.
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Bet ween Conf eder at i on and t he end of t he cent ur y, Canadi an ar t f ol -
l owed no di r ect i on save t hat of ` pl easi ng t he publ i c. ' 99 I f most Canadi an
ar t i st s appr oached pai nt i ng i n t he spi r i t of t he age- t o become r i ch f ast -
t hat spi r i t woul d i ncr easi ngl y be one mar ked by t he devel opment of
mechani cal ( or phot o- chemi cal ) meansof r epr oduct i on. The i mpact of t he
camer a onCanadi an ar t woul dbe deci si ve as par t of t he "pr agmat i c mat er i -
al i smand commer ci al i sm[ t hat ] permeat ed t he whol ef abr i c of Canadi an
l i f e ( emphasi s added) " ' °° . As i ndi cat i ve el ement s i n a t ot al t r ansf ormat i ve
pr ocess af f ect i ngCanadi an ar t , I ' l l si ngl e out t hr ee : i ) t he i nst i t ut i onal i za-
t i on of ar t , i i ) t he commer ci al i zat i on of ar t i st s, andi i i ) t he mechani zat i on
of vi si on.

i ) The i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on of ar t as of t he 1870s, begun wi t h t he Ont ar i o
Soci et y of Ar t i st s, t he Royal Soci et y, and t he Royal Canadi an Academy of
Ar t s, woul d be di r ect ed by t he st at e ( t he Mar qui s of Lor ne as Gover nor -
Gener al ) andmodel l ed on t he r ecr eat i on of " l i t t l e r epl i cas of Br i t i sh cul -
t ur al or gani zat i ons" 101 . The pr ocess of st at i f i cat i on woul d be di st i ngui shed
by out bur st s of r essent i ment or a "mar vel ous amount of bi t t er ness and
bad l anguage; hal f t he ar t i st s ar e r eady j ust nowt o choke t he ot her hal f
wi t h t hei r pai nt br ushes" . 102

i i ) The commer ci al i zat i on of ar t amount ed t o t he subor di nat i on of pai nt -
i ng t o phot ogr aphy' and t he r i se of phot ogr aphi c f i rms such as Wi l l i amNot -
man of Mont r eal , Not man and Fr aser of Tor ont o, and l at er t he ot her
commer ci al st udi os such as Tor ont o' s Gr i p, t he Br i gden Or gani zat i on and
Phi l l i ps-Gut ki n Associ at es i n Wi nni peg, andGr aphi cs Associ at es i n Tor ont o,
al l of whi ch pl ayed essent i al r ol es i n t he devel opment of moder n Canadi -
an ar t and f i l m. ' °3 To t ake but one si gn of t he gener al subor di nat i on of
pai nt i ng t o phot ogr aphy ( t hough phot ogr aphy woul d " i ndi r ect l y en-
cour age. . . t he spr ead of pai nt i ng t hr ough Canada" [ Har per ] ) , t he Ont ar i o
Soci et y of Ar t i st s' f i r st exhi bi t i on ( 1873) woul d be hel d at t he Not man and
Fr aser Phot ogr aphi c Gal l er y i n Tor ont o.

i i i ) The aest het i c of Er ast i an i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on on t he one hand and
commer ci al i zat i onon t he ot her was a phot ogr aphi c vi si on or r eal i smt hat ,
at i t s best , aspi r ed t o be "a pr eci se cl ear r ef l ect i on of t he wor l d" whi ch,
i n Canadi an t erms, meant t he sear ch f or ever wi l der Canadi an t er r ai n t hat
woul d r each i t s f ul l est expr essi on i n t heGr oup of Seven. At i t s wor st , such
phot ogr aphi c r eal i smwas "pedest r i an and l abor i ous" ; and, i n bet ween,
l ead t o a Canadi an nat i onal st yl e whose begi nni ngs woul d be t he pr oduc-
t i on of t he doubl e vol ume ent i t l ed Pi ct ur esque Canada ( 1882) by whi ch
a "ver i t abl e army" of ar t i st s, i ncl udi ngAmer i can newspaper i l l ust r at or s who
hadwor ked on t he ear l i er Pi ct ur esque Amer i ca, "made avai l abl e t o pub-
l i c and ar t i st s al i ke t he f i r st gr eat ser i es of l ocal l y pr oduced Canadi an
scenes. . . at a t i me when nat i onal i smwas bei ng ar oused on al l si des.11104
For t he pr obl emposed by t he cl i chei zat i on of t he l andscape i nvol ves

amaj or ( and I ' mt empt ed t o say absol ut e) di spl acement . I n par t , t hi s di s-
pl acement i s t he medi umi st i c pr obl emof t he shi f t f r oml andscape as a l i t er -
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ary f i gur e t o l andscape as backdr op or cl i che ( f r omt he German, kl i t scb,
l ump or mass, and t hus i t s aest het i c, ki t sch) ; i n ot her wor ds, t he shi f t f r om
f i gur e t o i mage t hat Wal t er Benj ami n under st ood as t he anni hi l at i on of
met aphor i ci t y by t he advent of " t he l ong- sought i mage spher e. . . t he wor l d
of uni ver sal and i nt egr al act ual i t i es, wher e t he ' best r oom' ` i s mi ssi ng -
t he spher e, i n a wor d, i n whi ch pol i t i cal mat er i al i smand physi cal nat ur e
shar e t he i nner man. " ' °5 To put i t anot her way, t he t r ansi t i on f r oml i t er -
ar y t o mechani zed medi umi nvol ved a doubl e di spl acement of t he Cana-
di an l andscape : f i r st l y, t he obj ect i f i cat i on of t he vacant l andscape (whose
evacuat i on, as we have seen, i s an ef f ect of r essent i ment ) as ' r eal i t y' ; se-
condl y, t he det er r i t or i al i zed non- speci f i ci t y or uni ver sal i zat i on of a va-
cant r eal i t y by mechani cal means. I f Amer i can newspaper i l l ust r at or s coul d
r eadi l y pr oduce Canadi an scenes, Amer i can f i l mcr ews woul d wi t hi n af ew
year s pr oduce ' Canadi an' f eat ur es shot ent i r el y i n t heU. S. , j ust as Canadi -
an f i l mpr oducer s woul d one daycome t o speci al i ze i n maki ng Amer i can'
f eat ur es shot ent i r el y i n Canada.
The anni hi l at i on, or at l east uni di mensi onal i zat i on, of met aphor i ci t y by

t he cl i chei zat i on of t he l andscape t hus nat ur al i zed Canadi an si l ence t o a
degr ee Canadi an l et t er s ( or any l i t er ar y medi um, i ncl udi ng newspaper s)
coul d never . Li ke t he owner shi p of t he l and by t he Cr own, t he devel op-
ment of Canadi an communi cat i ons woul d be a st at e-monopol y. But be-
f or e f ur t her r ef er ence t o moder n medi a, i t i s necessar y t o concl ude t hi s
di scussi on of Canadi an vi sual ar t s by exami ni ng t her essent i ment pr oduced
by t he Gr oup of Seven' s at t empt ed r evol t agai nst t he cl i ched l andscape.

I f t he member s of t he Gr oup wer e " t he f i r st t o speak l oudl y as cons-
ci ousl y nat i onal Canadi an pai nt er s, " ' °6 t he sear ch f or somet hi ng Canadi -
an i n pai nt i nghad been t he obj ect i ve of sever al Tor ont opai nt er s si ncet he
1890s. But asMacDonal dsai d of one of hi s t eacher s ( " t he Canadi an i n hi m
i s not qui t e dead" ) , t hi s obj ect i ve kept get t i ng " swi t ched of f t he
t r acks. . . " ' ° ' , and t he Gr oupwas no except i on: eg. , t he 1914- 1918 war ; Har -
r i s' t r ai ni ng i n Germany; Thomson' s dependency on phot ogr aphs; or t he
" t r emendous" i mpact on Har r i s and MacDonal d of a 1913 exhi bi t i on of
Scandi navi an pai nt i ng seen i n Buf f al o. The act ual or i gi ns of t he Gr oup' s
" cul t of Canadi ani sm" (Har per ) need not concer n us her e; what mat t er s
was i ) t hat t hey f el t t hey wer e pai nt i ng ' Canada' , and i i ) t he r essent i ment
t hat such a pr esumpt i on unl eashed.
As Har per put s i t , " Tor ont o cr i t i cs i n par t i cul ar wer e so i ndi gnant t hat

anobser ver coul d but assume t hey had beenper sonal l y i nsul t ed" ; Har per
al so wr i t es of an " i ncr edi bl e f l ood of adver se publ i ci t y, " "massi ve cr i t i ci sm" ,
and ci t es Har r i s' cl ai mt hat t he f i r st Gr oup show(May 1920) pr oduced
whol e pages i n newspaper s and per i odi cal s of " anger , out r age and cheap
wi t [ such as) had never occur r ed i n Canada bef or e. " ' °8 Cr i t i cs ( and wr i t er s
l i ke HughMacl ennan) sawi n t hei r wor k al armi ng expr essi ons of t er r or and
vi ol ence. Hect or Char l eswor t h f el t t hat t he Gr oup' s wor k was det r i ment al
t o Canada' s f or ei gn i mage because i t was l i kel y t o di scour age i mmi gr at i on.
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Member s of Par l i ament j oi ned i n t he bi t t er cr i t i ci sm, hur l i ng abuse and
humi l i at i on at t he head of t he di r ect or of t he Nat i onal Gal l er y of Canada
f or hi s choi ce of Gr oup of Seven pai nt i ngs t o be sent t o t he Br i t i sh Empi r e
Exhi bi t i on at Wembl ey ( 1924) . ' °9 TheRoyal Canadi an Academy " r esent ed
t he Gal l er y' s i nvol vement i n t he or gani zat i on of an i nt er nat i onal exhi bi -
t i on . . : ' " ° But t he col l ect i ve r esent ment suddenl y evapor at ed when over -
seas cr i t i cs pr onounced t he Gr oup' s wor k t he most vi t al pai nt i ng of t he
cent ur y. Wi t hi n t wo year s t he Gr oup wer e t he acknowl edged cent er of
ser i ous ar t act i vi t y i n Canada; by 1931, t he year of t hei r l ast gr oup exhi bi -
t i on, " t hei r supr emacy was acknowl edged - bot h gr udgi ngl y and wi l l -
i ngl y - r i ght acr oss t he count r y. " " '
For per haps t hemost pr obl emat i c ef f ect of t he cl i chei zat i on of t he l and-

scape, and i n t hi s sense Gr oup `Canadi ani sm' f ai l ed, i n becomi ng by t he
30s and wel l i nt o t he 50s a suf f ocat i ng ar t i st i c or t hodoxy, i s t hat i t was
t he neut r al i zat i on of t he onl y val i d emot i onal out l et f or Canadi an r essen-
t i ment . Thus cont ai ned, what r esul t ed was t he dr amat i c i nt ensi f i cat i on of
r essent i ment t hat const i t ut es t he ent i r e . hi st or y of Canadi an ci nema.

Ressent i ment and Canadi an Ci nema or ' Le mepr i s n' aur a qu' un t emps'

As t he most successf ul Canadi an f eat ur e f i l m ever , t hat LEDECLI NDE
LEMPI REAMERI CAI Nshoul d be a f i l mabout r essent i ment i s cl ear l y vi si -
bl e on anumber of l evel s : 1) t he ( i nt el l ect ut i o r essent i ment of t he f i l m' s
hi st or i ans or l ast men of hi st or y who, because t hey knowt hey wi l l never
amount t o Br audel s or Toynbees, can gener al i ze i nt o t he f ut ur e and t he
past t he soci al and cul t ur al decl i ne t hey al r eady i nhabi t : t he l oss of a so-
ci al pr oj ect , ( t o act i vat e r essent i ment , one makes separ at e f act or s causa-
t i ve: t hus, as a r esul t of ) t he i nst i t ut i onal and i nst i t ut i onal i zed cyni ci sm
of el i t es, and ( causedby) t he ef f emi ni zat i onof a cul t ur e t hey r esent ; 2) t he
( emot i onan r essent i ment of men t oday t owar d women ( and of women
t owar dwomen: eg. , Domi ni que vi s- a- vi s Loui se; 3) t he( i nt er - el i t e) r essen-
t i ment whi ch t he f i l mar t i cul at es on t wo l evel s : t hat of Thi r d Wor l d i n-
t el l ect ual s andmor e l ocal l y of unt enur ed char ges de t our s f or t hepr i vi l eges
( economi c and sexual ) of t he Fi r st or Second Wor l d t enur ed pr of essor at e
t hat t he f i l mdescr i bes as havi ng t he best l abour cont r act i n Nor t h Amer i -
ca; 4) t he ( cl ass) r essent i ment of t he uneducat ed t owar d t he educat ed who
do not do anyt hi ng but onl y t al k, and 5) Ar cand' s acknowl edgement of
Canadi an ( cul t ur al ) r essent i ment i n expungi ng f r omt he scr i pt al l speci f i c
r ef er ence t o Canada or Quebec - al l , t hat i s, but one.
And t hat i s t he l andscape of Lake Memphr emagogandt he nat ur e f oot age

of t he wat er , f eeds and l at er t he snow- bound house at t he f i l m' s end; i n
ot her wor ds ( and as Pi er r e, t he cyni c, says : t he onl y r eal i t y t hat wi l l r e-
mai n once al l t he[ se] peopl e have di ed) , t he r omant i c pr i mal of t he Cana-
di an l andscape wher e, si nce Moodi e, Canadi an ar t i st s have sought r ef uge
f r om( and di schar ged) t he accumul at ed r essent i ment of Canadi an soci al
exi st ence.
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I t i s t hus possi bl e t o make t wo obser vat i ons : 1) LE DECLI N, as a f i l m
about r essent i ment , r enews ( and l egi t i mi zes) t he r essent i ment t hemat i c i n
Canadi an ( ci nemat i c) cul t ur e as expl or ed by such f i l ms as, f or i nst ance,
Mi chel Br aul t ' s LESORDRES, Ar t hur Lamot he' s LEMEPRI SNAURAQU' UN
TEMPS, or Gi l l es Gr oul x' s NORMETAL, goi ngback t o, at l east , t hat ext r aor -
di nar y post -Gr i er soni an moment of t he sel f - r evel at i on of t he Canadi an
psyche, i n Rober t Ander son' s "Ment al Mechani sms" ser i es f or t he Nat i on-
al Fi l mBoar d of Canada ( 1947- 1950) . The ser i es i dent i f i ed, i n or der , t he
f our pr i nci pal dr i ves of t he Canadi an sensi bi l i t y : THEFEELI NGOF RE-
JECTI ON; THEFEELI NGOFHOSTI LI TY; OVER-DEPENDENCY, andFEEL-
I NGSOF DEPRESSI ON. " ' And yet whi l e si gnal l i ng t hat Canadi an ci nema
may, andwi t h consi der abl e hi st or i cal j ust i f i cat i on, be l egi t i mat el y a ci ne-
ma of r essent i ment " 3, LE DECLI Ni s, I t hi nk, at t empt i ng somet hi ngmor e.
2) I n par t because of t he l andscape pr i mal but al so because of t he f i l m' s

humour and di eget i c sympat hy f or i t s char act er s ( si nce as a st udent of Cana-
di an hi st or y anda f i l mmaker i n bot h st at e and pr i vat e i ndust r y f or some
20 year s now, Ar cand under st ands t hat Canadi an r essent i ment i s doubl e
and so i ncl udes Fr ench and Engl i sh, mal eand f emal e, et c. ) , t he f i l mi s seek-
i ng, t hough not wi t hout hesi t at i ons, t o i ncl ude wi t hi n i t s l andscape hu-
manchar act er s i n a way t hat Canadi an l i t er at ur e or hi st or y or pai nt i ng has
not . I n ot her wor ds, LE DECLI Nat t empt s a pat h beyond r essent i ment . I f
t hat at t empt f ai l s - by t he f i l m' s of f er i ng i n concl usi on onl y t he sol ace
of anot her vi st a of t he depopul at ed Canadi an l andscape - i t does br i ng
t o t he f or e once agai n t he cl i chei zat i on of t hat l andscape t hat has been
a, i f not t he onl y, const ant of Canadi an ci nema si nce i t s ear l i est year s.
Thi s i s t o say, t hen, t hat t he f i r st Canadi an f eat ur es f r om, f or i nst ance,

EVANGELI NE (1914) t o BACKTOGOD' SCOUNTRY(1919) wer e cl i ches,
as wer e t he Hol l ywood ' nor t her ns' set i n Canada t hr ough t he mi d- 20s, as
was t he f i r st i ndi genous r adi o dr ama br oadcast by t he CNRi n 1930 ( The
Romance of Canada) si nce ` Audi ences never t i r ed of vi ewi ng Canada' s
st er eot yped i mage.11114 Pet er Mor r i s has summar i zed t he f i l ms of t hese ear -
l y " year s of pr omi se" as f ol l ows:

I f t her e was a def i nabl e qual i t y . . and i t was a t ent at i ve one. . . i t l ay
i n r el at i ng f i ct i on andreal i t y, i n t he i dea t hat st or i es shoul d be f i l med
not on set but i n nat ur al l ocat i ons, i n appl yi ng a document ar y ap-
pr oach t o dr ama. Such anappr oach char act er i zed many of t hemost
successf ul f i l ms of t heper i od. . . t hoseof Er nest Shi pman [ eg. , BACK
TOGOD' S. COUNTRY1 and was t o f i nd i t s most pot ent expr essi ons
i n t hr ee quasi - Canadi an f i l ms: Nanook of t heNor t h, TheSi l ent Ene-
my and The Vi ki ng. " 5

As pr oducer Er ni e Shi pman expl ai ned i t , t hi s nat ur al i st i c or documen-
t ar y quasi - r eal i smor i gi nat ed i n Canadi an l i f e, i n " a demand f or Canadi an-
made mot i on pi ct ur es as r eal and f r ee and whol esome as . . . Canadi an
l i f e. " " 6 However , as Bar t hes r emar ks i n S/ Z: ". . . r eal i sm consi st s not i n
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copyi ng t he r eal but i n copyi ng a ( depi ct ed) copy of t he r eal . Thi s f amous
r eal i t y, , as t hough suf f er i ng f r oma f ear f ul ness whi ch keeps i t f r ombei ng
t ouched di r ect l y, i s set f ar t her away, post poned. " " ' I n ot her wor ds, Cana-
di an r eal i smor i gi nat es not i n t he whol esomeness of Canadi an l i f e, but i n
t he f ear f ul ness of i t , i e . , i n r essent i ment and i t s avoi danceby dupl i ci t y, spe-
ci f i cal l y t he decept i ve i mmi gr at i on adver t i si ng, bi t t er l y comment ed onby
Susanna Moodi e, t hat began i n t he 1830s as par t of publ i c ( i e. , St at e) ef f or t
- agover nment Bur eau of I mmi gr at i on woul d be f ormal l y est abl i shed i n
t he 1850s - and woul d cont i nue wi t h t he cr eat i on of t he Nat i onal Fi l m
Boar d i n 1939 ( and, i ndeed, has char act er i zed ever y st age of st at e i nvol ve-
ment i n Canadi an ci nema f r omt he t eens of t he cent ur y . to t he pr esent ) .
Fr omt he f i l ms of t heCPRwi t h t hei r i nt er di ct i on agai nst showi ng snow
or i ce scenes"8, t o Beaver br ook' s pr opaganda War Of f i ce Ci nemat ogr aph-
i c Commi t t ee, t o t he Canadi an Gover nment Mot i on Pi ct ur e Bur eau whose
f i l mpubl i ci t y ai med t o "make Canada known, as she r eal l y i s" , t he ' r eal -
i sm' of Canadi an f i l mmaki ng i s i nscr i bed wi t hi n a st at e- suppor t ed t r adi -
t i on of decept i veness. As a r esul t , t he r el at i onshi p bet ween f i ct i on and
r eal i smi n Canadi an i mage- pr oduct i on has, at ever y st age, been pr obl emat i c,
whet her one consi der s t he post -Gr i er sondocument ar y, Canadi an ci nema
di r ect , Car l e-Owen' s ( r e) di scover y of t he f eat ur e under t he cover of
document ar y, Pet er Pear son' s andt heCBC' s l awsui t s over THETARSANDS,
or t he mor e r ecent exper i ment s of t he NFB' s Al t er nat i ve Dr ama Pr o-
gr am. "9 And yet f or al l t hat , t her e was never any doubt i n Canadi an
phi l osophi cal r eal i sm( cf . John Wat son: "we ar e capabl e of knowi ngReal i -
t y as i t act ual l y i s . . . . Real i t y when so known i s absol ut el y r at i onal " ) and
i t s der i vat i ves i n Canadi an document ar y, especi al l y Canadi an exper i men-
t al ci nema, as t o t he epi st emol ogi cal val i di t y of i t s r eal i sm. Or none unt i l
t he cont empor ar y Canadi an phi l osopher ( and f i l mmaker ) Br uce El der
r et heor i zed Canadi an r eal i smas t he awar eness of an absence : " onl y when
t he absence of t he r epr esent edobj ect i s acknowl edged can r epr esent at i on
act ual l y occur . " ' 2°
El der t hus suggest s a Canadi an cont r i but i on t o t he cr i t i cal t heor y of

r epr esent at i on i n whi ch pr esent at i on or t he pr esent t hat canbe r e- pr esent ed
i s pr obl emat i zedby t he absent concept of ` r esent at i on' , not a pr esent t hat
can be r e- pr esent edbut an absent pr esent t hat cannot : namel y, t he ` r esent '
or r essent i ment t hat Geor ge Gr ant has def i ned `At i t s si mpl est . . . [ as] r evenge
agai nst what i s pr esent i n our pr esent . " ' 2' I n any event , as Pet er Mor r i s has
r emar ked, excel l ence i n t he document ar y f ormdevel oped because Cana-
di ans "wer e deni ed access t o pr oduci ng f eat ur e f i l ms. " 122 At t he end of
t hi s st udy, Canadi an ci nema, l i ke l i t er at ur e or pai nt i ng, becomes vi si bl e
as j ust anot her par t of t he r essent i ment - f i l l ed di scour se of t he cont i nua-
t i on of an absent pr esent i n t he evacuat ed l andscape of i ndef i ni t e cul t ur al
post ponement i n t headmi ni st r at i on of t he non- exi st ent r eal i t y of Canadi -
an cul t ur e.
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Concl usi on: Moder ni t y, t he r eact i onar y l andscape
and t he bi as of r essent i ment

On a wi der pl ane, i t i s a sour ce of const ant f r ust r at i on t o at t empt
t o be Canadi an

H. A. I nni s

At t he concl usi on, of t hi s st udy of Canadi an cul t ur al f orms, i s i t possi bl e
t o at l east begi n t o si t uat e Canadi an r essent i ment ? I bel i eve i t i s, i f onl y
t o at t empt t o put t he t orment ed quest i on of Canadi an r essent i ment t o a,
by nowper haps, much deser ved r est .
Si nce t he Second Wor l dWar , i e, si nceCanada' s f ul l - scal e i nt egr at i on i nt o

t he Amer i canempi r e af t er a decade of pr ot o- nat i onhood, t her e devel oped
i n Canadi an l i t er at ur e and i n l i t er ar y cr i t i ci smpr i nci pal l y - mor ebr oadl y
speaki ng wi t hi n t he i nst r ument al i zat i on of t he humani t i es- a l ar gel y
sout her n Ont ar i o school wi t h a cur i ous ki nd of awar eness of t he Canadi -
an l i t er ar y l andscape. " I have l ong been i mpr essed i n Canadi an poet r y, "
wr ot e Fr ye i n hi s 1965 concl usi on t o a l i t er ar y hi st or y of Canada, " by a
t one of deep t er r or i n r egar d t o nat ur e. " 123 Compar e t hat wi t h an obser -
vat i on of Emi l y Car r ' s : " I have of t en wonder ed what caused t hat f ear , al most
t er r or , of NewYor k bef or e I sawher . " ' 24 I woul d l i ke t o suggest , t her ef or e,
t hat i n t he Canadi an i magi nar y ` nat ur e' and `moder ni t y' ar e one and t he
same, and bot h evoke an i dent i cal r esponse : t er r or exper i enced as r essen-
t i ment . Ter r or i n some cases admi t t ed but mor e of t en i n what Gai l e
,McGr egor t erms ` t he wacoust a syndr ome' ' 25 , deni ed because i t i s t er r i bl e.
However , t he awar eness of t hi s, I woul d suggest , makes of r essent i ment
t he pr i mar y char act er i st i c of t he Canadi an i magi nar y, r essent i ment whi ch
i ) i s di spl aced or pr oj ect ed ont o t he l andscape and i i ) deni es t hi s. Gi ven
t hat t he l andscape, or r at her r epr esent at i ons of t he l andscape, by t hei r i n-
dexi cal i t y or r ef er ent i al i t y can cl ai mt o poi nt t o, r ef er t o, or showa ' nat ur -
al ' or ` obj ect i ve out t her e' , i t may be possi bl e t o say t hat t he l andscape i s
t he l east medi at ed or non- i nst i t ut i onal i zed f orm of Canadi an i deas of
moder ni t y i t sel f . Thus, t he Canadi an ` i dent i t y' can onl y besai d t obe " f ul -
l y i nt egr al t o t he quest i on of t echnol ogy, " as Ar t hur Kr oker has wr i t t en, 126
i n t he sense of bei ng di ssi mul at ed t her ei n i n t he at t empt t o di spl ace i t sel f
beyond t he r essent i ment occasi oned by moder ni t y. For i f McGr egor i s cor -
r ect i n def i ni ng Canadi an bei ng as "a ki nd of normal i zed dupl i ci t y" 127 , i t
becomes al most i mpossi bl e t o make a di st i nct i on bet ween a t hr eat eni ng
ext er nal i t y ( f or i nst ance, t echnol ogy or moder ni t y or nat ur e) and t he i n-
t er nal cor eof t hat bei ngi t sel f ( t er r or ) ; i ndeed, i s i t possi bl e t o assi gn l i mi t s
t o an i magi nar y?
But , f or t he sake of ar gument , t aki ng t he ext er nal t hr eat as so ( nat ur e

as t er r i f yi ng) , what t hi s pr oduces i s Fr ye' s gar r i son ment al i t y or t he r ei n-
f or cement of i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on . I f space i s, as McGr egor says, " t he i den-
t i f yi ng f eat ur e of t he Canadi an i nt er i or " 1211, t hen i t i s space- bi ndi ng
i nst i t ut i ons and t echni ques ( nat i onal i sm, t he st at e, communi cat i ons and
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cul t ur e) t hat ar e pr i vi l eged as a r esul t - but onl y t o si l ence t hat space by
bi ndi ng i t . For t he i nst i t ut i ons of over comi ng space ar e t hemsel ves sub-
j ect t o t he same normal i zed dupl i ci t y. McGr egor , anal yzi ng Canadi an l i t er -
at ur e, uncover s a si mi l ar ambi val ence or as she t erms i t " i nst i t ut i onal i zed
ambi val ence" wi t h r espect t o i nst i t ut i ons : " The st at e, " she r emar ks, " i s
si mpl y al i en, and t hat ' s what makes i t danger ous. . . ` soci et y' i n Canada i s
vi ewed as f ear f ul speci f i cal l y because i t i s not machi nel i ke, pr edi ct abl e,
mechani cal but [ because i t i s] pr ey t o conf usi on and di sor der . . . i n Canadi -
an l i t er at ur e . . . t he publ i c wor l d i s somehowdemoni c, an ut t er l y f or ei gn
el ement . . . . " ( p . 173)

I f nat ur e i nCanada i s t er r i f yi ng and t he Canadi an soci al wor l d i s demoni c,
t hen what i s saf e? What becomes compl et el y saf e i s pr eci sel y what i s
genui nel y f or ei gn, "machi nel i ke, pr edi ct abl e, mechani cal " - t echnol ogy,
or t he empt y wi l l t o wi l l , but j ust t o be absol ut el y pr eser ved f r omex-
per i enci ng Canadi an r essent i ment , t hat t echnol ogy and t hat wi l l i ng ar e
pr ef er abl e i n t hei r i mpor t ed as opposed t o t he i ndi genous ( i . e, absent or
si l enced) f orms. For , as McGr egor put s i t , ` Judgi ng by our l i t er at ur e . . .many
Canadi ans bel i eve. . . t hat f or us . . . symbol i c capi t ul at i ons t o t he vi ct i mi zi ng
f or ces i s l i ber at i on" 129 - because capi t ul at i on, symbol i c or r eal , i s l i ber -
at i on f r omCanadi an r essent i ment .

I sai d ear l i er t hat t hese vi ews of nat ur e wer e char act er i st i c of a l ar gel y
sout her n Ont ar i o school , i . e. , wer e f ormed i n t he i nt el l ect ual and cul t ur al
cent er of Canadi anmoder ni t y. However t he " st abl e and r est r ai ned soci et y
of Ont ar i o, " as geogr apher Col e Har r i s r emar ked i n an essay on t hemyt h
of t he l and i n Canadi annat i onal i sm, " devel oped i n an envi r onment whi ch
has been l ess a chal l enge t han a neut r al backdr op" ' 3° I f " The l and, " as
Har r i s i nsi st s, " di d not cr eat e t ensi ons, " t hen t he l andscape i t sel f becomes
t he pr i mar y cul t ur al myt h of Canadi an avoi dance of i t s own moder ni t y;
namel y, what t he Canadi an ar t hi st or i an Davi dSol ki n has t ermed " t he l and-
scape of r eact i on"131 . Canadi an r essent i ment woul d t hus be t he f ul l est
f ormof t he expr essi on of Canada' s r eact i onar y moder ni t y; t hat i s t o say,
a f orm of nost al gi a t hat i s i t sel f a ( pur el y myt hi cal ) di mensi on of
moder ni t y132

I f t hi s i s so, and i n t he l i ght of what we' ve exami ned her e, i t may be
enough t o r ai se some quest i ons bot h i n t erms of t he r egnant i nt er pr et a-
t i ons and pr act i ces of Canadi an cul t ur al exi st ence. Such a quest i oni ng
woul dcl ear l y, I t hi nk, br i ng t o t he f or ef r ont what I havear gued i s t he dual
di spl acement of t he nat ur e and i nst i t ut i ons of moder n Canadi an nat i onal -
i smand cul t ur e by a r eact i onar y r essent i ment .

I f Canadi an t hought has excel l ed i n compr ehensi ve anal yses of t he bi -
ases of communi cat i ons ( I nni s) and t echnol ogy (Gr ant , Kr oker ) , i t woul d
seemt hat t hi s ent er pr i se coul d onl y- be f r ui t f ul l y compl ement ed by anun-
der st andi ng of t he bi as of t he cul t ur e t hat connect s t hem. Then, and onl y
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PROMOTI ONALCULTURE

Andr ewWer ni ck

The di vi si on of l abour , f r omwhi ch so many advant ages ar e der -
i ved. . . i s t he necessar y t hough ver y sl owandgr adual , consequence
of acer t ai npr opensi t y i n humannat ur ewhi chhas i n vi ewnosuch
ext ensi ve ut i l i t y ; t he pr opensi t y t o t r uck, bar t er and exchange.

AdamSmi t h

The weal t h of moder n soci et i es i n whi ch t he capi t al i st mode of
pr oduct i on pr evai l s appear s as an i mmense col l ect i on of comodi t i es.

Kar l Mar x

I n soci et i es wher emoder n condi t i ons of pr oduct i on pr evai l , al l of
l i f e pr esent s i t sel f as- an i mmenseaccumul at i on of spect acl es. Ever y-
t hi ng t hat was di r ect l y l i ved has movedaway i nt o a r epr esent at i on.

Guy Debor d

1: Pr omot i on and cul t ur e

Wi t h t he i ndust r i al i sat i on of publ i shi ng i n t he l at e ni net eent h cent ur y, "wr i t -
i ng" wr ot e I nni s " becomes a devi ce f or adver t i si ng adver t i si ng. " I Most i m-
medi at el y, t hegr eat Canadi an medi ahi st or i an was t hi nki ng of newspaper s,
ci r cul at i on war s, and t he r ol e of Hear st - t ype j our nal i smi n pr omot i ng ads
f or i ndust r i al i sm' s newconsumer goods. But he al so had i n mi nd t he
gr owt h of t he publ i shi ng i ndust r y' s ownpr omot i onal needs, by vi r t ue of
whi ch even ser i ous and seemi ngl y aut onomous f orms of wr i t i ng became
deepl y t angl edup i n t he adver t i si ng f unct i on as wel l . Hence t heenhanced
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" i mpor t ance of names" a mar ked t endency i n al l cor ner s of t he l i t er ar y
mar ket t owar ds t opi cal i t y, f addi sm, and sensat i on .
Nor was I nni s onl y concer nedwi t h pr i nt . As scat t er ed r ef er ences t o ot her

medi a make cl ear , " hi s aphor i smwas i nt ended as a br oader comment on
t hef at e of commer ci al i sed "wr i t i ng" i n al l i t s f orms. I n t hat l i ght , t he ( Vi c-
t or i an) assi mi l at i on of l i t er at ur e t o adver t i si ng on whi ch he f ocussed can
be r ead as a f i gur e f or a l onger - t ermst r uct ur al t endency - onet hat cul mi -
nat edi n hi s ownday wi t h t her i se t o cul t ur al power of amul t i -medi acom-
muni cat i ons compl ex t hat was mor e sat ur at ed wi t h pr omot i on t han t he
one i t had t echnol ogi cal l y sur passed.
The mai n pur pose of t he f ol l owi ng r ef l ect i ons t hat f ol l ow i s t o see t o

what ext ent I nni s' s poi nt can, i n f act , be pushed. Summar i l y expr essed,
t he t hesi s I want t o expl or e i s t hat Nor t h Amer i can cul t ur e has come t o
pr esent i t sel f at ever y l evel as an endl ess ser i es of pr omot i onal messages ;
t hat adver t i si ng, besi des havi ngbecome amost power f ul i nst i t ut i on i n i t s
own r i ght , has been ef f ect i vel y uni ver sal i sed as a si gni f yi ngmode; and t hat
t hi s devel opment goes f ar t o expl ai n such char act er i st i c f eat ur es of t hecon-
t empor ar y ( " post -moder n" ) cul t ur al f i el d as i t s pr e- occupat i on wi t h st yl e;
i t s sel f - r ef er ent i al i sm, i t s ahi st or i ci t y, and i t s vacuous bl end of ni hi l i smand
good cheer .
So t ot al i st i c a f ormul at i on, i n l i ne wi t h t he exhaust ed char act er of our

age, mayseemt o i mpl y hi st or i cal cl osur e. I f so, t hat i s not my i nt ent , whi ch
i s si mpl y t o di sent angl eoneaspect of moder n soci et y' s cul t ur o- economi c
l ogi c, and, f or t hemoment , l eave ot her l evel s of det ermi nat i on ( and con-
t r adi ct i on) t o one si de. Even i n i t sel f , mor eover , t he r i se of a pr omot i onal - .
Yy domi nat ed cul t ur e has not beenexact l y conf l i ct f r ee. As t he " i deol ogi cal "
r evol t of t he si xt i es at t est s, t he st r uct ur al shi f t i n t he r el at i on of cul t ur e
t o economy wi t h whi ch t he r i se of pr omot i on has been associ at ed has
br ought newt ensi ons and, i ndeed, newoppor t uni t i es f or t he f ormat i on
of an emanci pat or y wi l l .

I t woul d be wr ong, at t he same t i me, t o over cor r ect . Movement s can
di e f r om t he at t ent i on t hey seek . Wher e al l t he channel s have been
col oni sed by exchange, t hemost opposi t i onal di scour se get s easi l y bl unt -
ed and t heNovumi t sel f ( " t he Revol ut i on, " as we used t o say) r api dl y be-
comes j ust one mor e ( sel f - ) pr omot i onal si gn. 3 What i s t r ue f or r adi cal
act i on, mor eover , i s t r uer st i l l f or r adi cal t hought . Publ i cat i onmeans pub-
l i ci t y, and t hese ver y wor ds, i n bei ng publ i shed, cannot avoi d bei ngpar t
of what t hey seek t o over come.
One l ast openi ng r emar k . I n cont empor ar y usage, " adver t i si ng, " " pub-

l i ci t y, " and "pr omot i on" havebecome vi r t ual l y i nt er changeabl e. But i f t hei r
r ef er ent s ar e t he same t hei r ways of gr aspi ng t he concept s ar e not , and
f or pr esent pur poses, as t he t i t l e of t hi s pi ece i ndi cat es, I have amar ked
pr ef er ence f or t he l at t er of t hese t erms.
"Adver t i si ng" i s l i t er al l y t he act of cat chi ng someone' s at t ent i on; and

"publ i ci t y" ( Ber ger ' s t ermf r omt he Fr ench4) emphasi zes t he qual i t y of ob-
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t rusi ve vi si bi l i t y. Bot h ar e descr i pt i ve l abel s t hat appr oach t he phenome-
nonf r omt he concept of r ecept i on - wi t hout r ef er ence t o t he whol e back-
st age ci r cui t r y of di st r i but i on and exchange t o whi ch i t s exi st ence, as a
pr omi nent f ormof communi cat i on, i s f undament al l y t i ed . Thewor d "pr o-
mot i on, " by cont r ast , i s abst r act l y oper at i onal and i n i t s der i vat i on ( f r om
t he Lat i n pr o-mover e) conveys ver y pr eci sel y t he sense of what pr omo-
t i on/ adver t i si ng/ publ i ci t y act ual l y does : i t at once ant i ci pat es, st ands f or
andpr opel s f orwar ds t hose ot her ci r cul at i ng ent i t i es t owhi ch i t s messages
sever al l y r ef er .
I n addi t i on, mor e t han i n t he case of i t s t ermi nol ogi cal r i val s, moder n

usagehas st r et ched "pr omot i on" t o cover not j ust ads as such but t hewhol e
f i el d of publ i c r el at i ons, i ncl udi ng r el i gi ous and pol i t i cal pr opaganda, as
wel l as t he mor e i nf ormal ki nds of boost er i smpr act i ced i n ever yday l i f e .
I n an anal ysi s concer ned wi t h st r essi ng t he gr owt h of sal esmanshi p not
j ust wi t hi n but beyond t he st r i ct l y commer ci al spher e, t hi s gr eat er gener -
al i t y pr ovi des a second gr ound of choi ce.
The enl ar ged r ef er ent i al meani ngof " pr omot i on" cor r esponds, i n shor t ,

t o t he phenomenon' s r eal expansi on i n t he wor l d, whi ch i n t ur n cor -
r esponds t o " t he penet r at i ve power s of t he pr i ce- syst em" 5 and t o t he
spr eadof anal ogous r el at i ons i nt o ever y aspect of soci al l i f e . Theend resul t
has been t he emer gence of an al l - per vasi ve conf i gur at i on t hat mi ght f i t -
t i ngl y be cal l ed pr omot i onal cul t ur e. I n posi ng t he quest i on of t hi s com-
pl ex' s meani ng, l ogi c, and const i t ut i ve power l et me nowret r ace t he
movement t hat br ought i t i nt o bei ng, al ong wi t h t he ever mor e convol ut -
ed f orms of expr essi on t o whi ch t he ext ensi ons of pr omot i on have cu-
mul at i vel y gi ven r i se.

2: Commodi t i es and Communi cat i on

' The spect acul ar devel opment of adver t i si ngas a di st i nct appar at us, and
t hewi der permeat i onof cul t ur e by pr omot i on ul t i mat el y der i ve f r omt he
pr i mor di al char act er i st i c of commodi t y t hat i t s cl assi cal t heor i st s, f r om
AdamSmi t h t o Kar l Mar x, t ended t o over l ook : t he dependence of any
money-medi at edmar ket on af unct i onal l y speci f i c t ype of communi cat i on.
For goods and money t o exchange, i nf ormat i onmust be exchanged al so.
Buyer s must knowwhat i s f or sal e, when, wher e, and at what pr i ce, and
sel l er s must knowwhat goods can be mar ket ed and on what t erms.
I n t he pr e- capi t al i st . case, wher e pr oduct i on and di st r i but i on ar e l ocal

and communi cat i on i s f ace- t o- f ace, t hi s doubl e exchange of commodi t i es
and i nf ormat i on t akes pl ace al l at once, at t he poi nt of sal e. The desi gnat -
ed si t e f or such act i vi t y - t he Roman f or um, t he ' 1Lr ki sh bazaar , t he
Medi eval f ai r - t ypi cal l y has t he added char act er of a publ i c i nst i t ut i on
f or gener al soci al i nt er cour se. But t hi s coi nci denceof f unct i ons shoul d not
be mi sr ead. Whet her i t i s st r eet vendor s cr yi ng t hei r war es or anci ent t ex-
t i l e t r ader s haggl i ng over pr i ce and suppl y, t he i nf ormat i onal aspect of . t he
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mar ket al ways has i t s ownmodal i t i es and r epr esent s af ormof soci al pr ac-
t i ce i n i t sel f .
The second ci r cui t , l i ke t he f i r st , i s f ormal l y const i t ut ed as a syst emof

exchange, but t her e i s al so a cr uci al di f f er ence. For even i n t he pr i mi t i ve
case, wher e t he t wo pr ocesses over l ap, each act of money/ goods exchange
i s consummat ed at once, wher eas t he t wo moment s of i nf ormat i on ex-
change ar e t ypi cal l y separ at ed i n t i me. I nf ormat i on about suppl y pr ecedes
pur chase, but i nf ormat i on about demand r emai ns i ncompl et e unt i l t he pur -
chase i s compl et e. Besi desmaki ng i t possi bl e f or each hal f of t he i nf orma-
t i on t r ansact i on t o go i t s own speci al i sed way( i n moder n par l ance:
adver t i si ngandmar ket r esear ch) , t hi s di f f er ence al so means t hat , however
per f ect t he mar ket , t he communi cat i ve r el at i on wi l l t end t o f avour t he ven-
dor . For t he l at t er gi ves mer e assur ance, but on compl et i onof t he sal e get s
har d dat a i n r et ur n. The ol d t ag "buyer bewar e" si gnpost s t hi s i nequal i t y,
whose si gni f i cance i s not exhaust ed by t he bad deal s t o whi ch i t may evi -
dent l y l ead.
Fr omt he ear l i est days of capi t al i st devel opment , as commodi t y pr oduc-

t i on begi ns t o expand, oust i ng nat ur al economy and i nvol vi ng l ocal mar -
ket s i n a f ar - f l ung nexus of t r ade, t he communi cat i ve act i vi t y associ at ed
wi t h i t not onl y expands as wel l but al so under goes a number of qual i t a-
t i ve changes whoseef f ect i s t o act ual i se t he l at ent i mbal ancej ust sket ched
out .

Fi r st , t he gr eat er t he di st ance of goods f r omt hei r mar ket t hemor e t hat
i nf ormat i onabout t hemhas l i kewi se t o be communi cat ed f r omaf ar . Whi l e
t hi s by no means abol i shes ei t her r et ai l act i vi t y or t he f ace- t o- f ace ( " or al " )
cul t ur e t hat sur r ounds i t , , t he mor e geogr aphi cal l y ext ended t he mar ket
t hemor e such di r ect f orms of i nf ormat i onexchange become onl y t he end-
poi nt s i n a chai n of communi cat i onwhosedeci si ve l i nks ar eanyt hi ng but
f ace- t o- f ace . I n t heOl dWor l dt he st eady di spl acement of l ocal i sed cul t ur e
began i n t he "age of di scover y" wi t h pr i nt i ng and t hepor t t own shi ppi ng
mani f est s t hat wer e t he f or er unner of t hemoder nnewspaper . Si nce t hen,
t he ever - wi deni ng mar ket has st i mul at ed t echni cal i mpr ovement s i n com-
muni cat i ons t o t he poi nt wher e, wi t h t el egr aph and t el ephone, t hemove-
ment of i nf ormat i onhas become mat er i al l y i ndependent of t hemovement
of peopl e and t angi bl e goods.6 But even at an ear l i er st age - wher e i n-
f ormat i on had t o t r avel vi a shi p, hor se, and handbi l l - t he i mpact of ge-
ogr aphi cal l y ext ended t r ade oncommer ci al communi cat i onwas r upt ur abl e.
Gone was t he si mpl e over l ap of commodi t y and i nf ormat i on exchange,
l eavi ng t he l at t er f r ee ( wi t hi n t he l i mi t s of i t s economi c f unct i on) t o de-
vel op a l uxur i ant l i f e of i t s own.
As a f ur t her consequence of de- l ocal i sat i on t he t wo hal ves of t he i nf or -

mat i on t r ansact i on- t hat i s, f r omt hesi des of demand andsuppl y - t hem-
sel ves begi n t o spl i t , and i n doi ng so t hei r soci al char act er as
communi cat i on l i kewi se begi ns t o di ver ge. The l ar ger and mor e di sper sed
t hemar ket , t hemor e t hat sal es i nf ormat i on, as adver t i si ng, becomes anony-
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mousl y publ i c . I nf ormat i on pr ovi ded by t he buyer , on t he ot her hand, i n
t he f i r st i nst ance as r awsal es dat a, i ncr easi ngl y domes t o have a pr i vat e
char act er as pr i vi l eged communi cat i on wi t hi n and bet ween t he pr of i t -
maki ng ent er pr i ses i nvol ved.
Wi t h t hi s st ep, f i nal l y, t he whol e ci r cui t of commer ci al communi cat i on

comes under t he si ngul ar cont r ol of t hosewhocont r ol suppl y - wher e-
wi t h i t s ver y qual i t y as exchange begi ns t o di sappear . No doubt t he r ecep-
t i on of pr i nt - age adver t i si ng, as of commer ci al br oadcast i ng l at er on, was
never whol l y passi ve; and, on t he ot her hand, t he acqui si t i on of demand
i nf ormat i onmust al ways st ar t wi t h t he consumer ' s ownwant s and needs.
But a syst emi n whi ch dat a about t he l at t er i s appr opr i at ed by t he same
agency whi ch t r ansmi t s t he sel f - i nt er est ed messages const i t ut i ng t he f ormer
i s cl ear l y uni l at er al , i mpl yi ngamonopol y of knowl edgewher ei t does not ,
i n any case, r est on a monopol y i n t he goods bei ng sol d.
At t he l evel of medi a hi st or y i t was t he est abl i shment of t he popul ar . pr ess

( t he f i r st r egul ar Amer i can dai l y was t heNewYor k Sun i n t he 1830s) com-
bi ned wi t h t he gr owi ng use of soci al st at i st i cs' whi ch f i r st br ought such
a syst emi nt o bei ng, pavi ng t he way f or t he mor e gener al est abl i shment
i n t hi s cent ur y of amedi a envi r onment t hat has been f l at l y descr i bed as
" speech.wi t hout r esponse. " Response, i n t he di al ogi cal sense, has i n ef -
f ect nowbeen r epl aced by f eedback whi ch, at t he al i enat ed l i mi t - i n
t he mut e and aut omat i c f ormof sal es cur ves, pr oduct t est i ng, and pol l s
- mer el y r egi st er s t he ef f ect s of a pr omot i onal monol ogue spoken f r om
el sewher e i nt o t he di sper sed vacuuml and of mass opi ni on and t ast e.

3 : Mass Pr oduct i on and Managed Demand

The pr econdi t i on f or t hi s and t he mor e gener al emer gence of pr omo-
t i on as a di st i nct cul t ur al f or ce was i ndust r i al i sat i on, or mor e pr eci sel y:
t he devel opment of a capi t al i nt ensi ve manuf act ur i ng sect or , cor por at el y
or gani sed and or i ent ed t o t he mass- pr oduct i on of f i ni shed consumer goods.
Begi nni ng i n t he ear l y ni net eent h cent ur y wi t h f ood, cl ot hi ng, and pa-

t ent medi ci nes, and t henmovi ngon t o f ur ni t ur e, ki t chen appl i ances, car s,
and l ei sur e goods, mass pr oduct i on met hods swept t hr ough t he capi t al i st
economy l i ke awave, each advance r epr esent i ng at once a newi ncur si on
of st andar di sed pr oduct i on i nt o t he needs st r uct ur e of ever yday l i f e, anew
subst i t ut e f or domest i c l abour , andanewway t o capi t al i se on t he demands
and desi r es ( e. g . , f or r el i ef f r omst r ess and f or per pet ual yout h) cr eat ed by
t he exi genci es of i ndust r i al r e- or gani zat i on i t sel f . Set t i ngasi de ot her di men-
si ons of t hi s compl ex shi f t t o consumer capi t al i sm, 9 i t s most i mpor t ant
i mpl i cat i ons f or t he devel opment of pr omot i on can be summar i zed as
f ol l ows.

Fi r st , ( and most obvi ousl y, ) mass pr oduct i on, i mpl i es mass consump-
t i on whi ch, i n t ur n, i mpl i esmass di st r i but i on andmass mar ket i ng. I n t hi s
newensembl e, adver t i si ng i n f act comes t o pl ay a st r at egi c economi c r ol e .
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For i f i ndust r i al t echnol ogy vast l y i ncr eases t he pr oduct i vi t y of l abour i t
al so i ncr eases compet i t i ve r i sk by t yi ng up t he l ar ger amount s of capi t al
t hat have t o be i nvest ed i n each phase of t he pr oduct i on cycl e. Capi t al i st s
i n t he i ndust r i al age have t hus become f aced wi t h a r ecur r ent pr obl emof
sur pl us r eal i sat i on; and t hi s has r equi r ed a sust ai ned ef f or t , on t hei r par t ,
t o ensur e t hat t he ever gr eat er abundance of manuf act ur ed goods get s t o
mar ket and t hen act ual l y get s t o be sol d. ' °
The obst acl es t o be over come ar e bot h physi cal and cul t ur al . Concer n-

i ng t he f ormer , di st r i but i on andmar ket i ng must be or gani zed on a t r ans-
r egi onal scal e. Concer ni ng t he l at t er , t he demand f or what i s bei ng mass-
pr oduced must be cont i nuousl y cul t i vat ed among t he popul at i on r eached
by t he manuf act ur er . Hence wi t h mass pr oduct i on not onl y does t he i n-
f ormat i on ci r cui t associ at ed wi t h commodi t y exchange under go a pr odi -
gi ous expansi on - t o t he poi nt wher e i t becomes amaj or i ndust r y i n i t sel f
- but i t i s al so f or ced t o become pr o- act i ve. Manuf act ur er s must sur vey
consumer s t oknowwhat t hey ar e l i kel y t o buybef or e pr oduct i on begi ns ;
and f or t he f l ow of any exi st i ng pr oduct , t he r equi si t e demand must be
cr eat ed or at l east channel l ed so as t o absor b avai l abl e suppl y.
The cyber net i c ci r cul ar i t y of adver t i si ngandmar ket r esear ch, each sys-

t emat i cal l y compl ement i ng t he ot her i n t he mani pul at i ve pr act i ces of t he
moder n adver t i si ng agency, i s a f ami l i ar t ar get of humani st cr i t i que. " But
quest i ons of f r eedomasi de, t he par adox r epr esent ed by t hever y exi st ence
of such a syst emf or demand management i s al so wor t h ponder i ng.

I n ef f ect , t he l ar ger our pr oduct i ve capaci t y, t he hi gher t he pr opor t i on
of r esour ces t hat have t o be devot ed t o t he "non- pr oduct i ve" domai ns of
di st r i but i on and exchange. Accor di ng t o St uar t Ewen, " over 40%of t he
cost of pr oduci ngassembl y- l i neaut omobi l es i n t he boomyear s of t he t wen-
t i es was spent on t he deal er shi ps and adver t i si ng campai gns used t o mar -
ket t hemonce t hey l ef t t hepl ant . I n t hecont empor ar y f r agr ance i ndust r y,
t hi s f i gur e r i ses t o over 90 per cent . Over al l , i n consequence, an obses-
si vel y pr oduct i vi st f ormof economyhas made consumpt i on i t s most sal i ent
obj ect i ve, whi l e t he enhanced power of i t s pr oduct i ve appar at us hasbeen
expr essedi n t he evengr eat er devel opment of i t s communi cat i ons appar a-
t us whi ch, t hough par asi t i c on pr of i t s of t he f ormer , has i n f act become
t he most mass- pr oduct i ve sect or of al l .
Asecond cl ust er of i mpl i cat i ons concer ns t he nat ur e of adver t i si ng i t -

sel f , bot h wi t h r espect t o i t s r het or i cal mode and i n t he changed r el at i on
ads have come t o bear t o t he goods t hey ar e meant t o pr omot e.
The f act t hat mass pr oduced consumabl es have t o be cont i nual l y of f -

l oaded, t hat t hey must compet e wi t h t he vi r t ual l y i dent i cal pr oduct s of
t hei r r i val s, and t hat pr oduct pr omot i on and i nnovat i on, t he conquest of
newmar ket s, r equi r es const ant consumer educat i on t o br eak t he hol d of
ol d habi t s, al l mean t hat adver t i si ng i n t he age of mass pr oduct i on must
go f ar beyond t he mer e pr ovi si on of not i ce and i nf ormat i on i f t hose
pr oduct s ar e t o sel l . Thi s excess of meani ng pr i mar i l y condenses i n t hat
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panopl y of i mages commodi t i es ar e l abor i ousl y gi ven t o maxi mi se t hei r
consumer appeal .
Thi s i s not t o say t hat ear l i er f orms of adver t i si ng wer e al ways pur el y

andneut r al l y i nf ormat i ve. Sal es t al k, however si mpl e, i mmedi at e, and l ow-
key, has al ways had a demonst r at i ve el ement ( Hey you! Thi s i s f or sal e. . . ) ,
and t he pr act i ce of hypi ng and pr of i l i ng t he war es had i t s or i gi ns i n t he
st r eet cr i es, st or e si gns, and car ni val pi t ches of pet t y commodi t y t r ader s
l ong bef or e J . Wal t er Thompson t ur ned i t i nt o a cor por at e ar t . ' 3 The pr e-
i ndust r i al Mol l y Mal one, wemay recal l , sang - sang! - about her shel l -
f i sh and t ook good car e, as i n any moder n j i ngl e, t o emphasi se t hei r sal ea-
bl e qual i t y of pr aet er nat ur al f r eshness.
The speci f i c novel t y of moder n adver t i si ng l i es not i n i t s mer e depar -

t ur e f r omsome f or esaken r at i onal i st normbut , f i r st , i n t he way t hat i t s
demonst r at i ve f unct i on has expanded t o t he poi nt wher e buy-me si gns
get t o bepost ednot j ust at t he poi nt of sal e but ever ywher e ; and, second-
l y, i n t he par t i cul ar ki ndof non- r eason t o whi ch t hese si gns make appeal .
I n t he i mage-maki ng compani es of Madi son Avenue, adver t i si ngmoves be-
yond har d sel l i nsi st ence on t he pr oduct ' s per f ormat i ve qual i t i es, beyond
even si mi l e ( Bovr i l : as st r or i g andnut r i t i ous as t he ox f r omwhi ch i t i s sup-
posedl y made) t o t he st age of out r i ght symbol i c i dent i f i cat i on . I t f ol l ows
t hat a . cul t ur al t hr eshol d i s al so r eached: by r epr esent i ng t he pr oduct as
t heembodi ment of some exi st i ng cul t ur al or psychol ogi cal val ue - Coke
i s i t ; Pepsi t he choi ce of a newgener at i on - moder n mass pr omot i on at
once et her eal i ses t he pr oduct and t ur ns i t i nt o a cul t ur al t ot em.
Fr omt hi s moment ous change i n adver t i si ng t echni que a number of con-

sequences f ol l ow. At a t ext ual l evel , adver t i si ng messages have become l ess
ver bal , di scur si ve, and ar gument at i ve, andmor e f i gur at i ve, al l usi ve, andpi c-
t or i al . Wi t hout di scount i ng r adi o ( whose use of nar r at i ve wor d- pi ct ur es
al l ows i t t o f unct i on as a ki nd of vi sual medi umat one r emove) , t he most
pr omi nent adver t i si ngmedi a have t her ef or e been vi sual - f r ombi l l - boar ds
andmagazi nes t o TV- f or whi ch t he cr uci al t echni cal br eakt hr ough, mor e
t han a cent ur y and a . hal f ago, was t he devel opment of phot ogr aphy,
t oget her wi t h r el at ed i mpr ovement s i n t he capaci t y of pr i nt i ng t o mass-
r epr oduce gr aphi c desi gn.
The vi sual ad, at once a mi r r or and a scr een f or t he consumer ' s own

pr oj ect i ons, achi eves a power and economy. t hat t he abst r act i ons of ver -
bal l anguage can never mat ch. I t s mai n t r ope i s met aphor , and i t s mot i va-
t i onal f or ce r el i es l ess on per suasi on t hanonmi met i c magi c : we ar e i nvi t ed
t o want t he pr oduct as a way t o r e- uni t e wi t h our f ant asy sel ves . To gai n
t hi s ef f ect , t he vi sual ad pl aces at i t s si gni f yi ng cent r e aeuphor i c, connot a-
t i onal l y sat ur at ed i mage of t he pr oduct pr of er r ed f or sal e; an i mage t hat
i s at once nat ur al i st i c ( or at l east set among i mages we wi l l r ecogni se as.
" r eal " ) and symbol i cal l y endowed; so t hat we wi l l r ead t he ver bal and pi c-
t or i al r ef er ences t o t he pr oduct as si gni f i er s i n t ur n f or t he myt h or desi r e
t he pr oduct i s made t o connot e. ' 4
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Mul t i pl i ed ami l l i on- f ol d and consi der ed at t he l evel of t he whol e cul -
t ur escape, t he ef f ect has not onl y been our ubi qui t ous enci r cl ement by
messages enj oi ni ng us t o buy, but our sensor y i mpl i cat i on i n a f ant ast i c
webof si gni f i cat i on whi ch, bef or e our ver y eyes, dupl i cat es and r edupl i -
cat es t he ver y commodi t i es i t pr esent s f or sal e . Ever yday l i f e, wi t hout t he
exer t i on t hat a t r i p t o t he st or es woul d normal l y i nvol ve, has i n t hi s way
come t o r esembl e one l ongand semi - cont i nuous r ound of wi ndow- gazi ng.
And over al l , t o use Si t uat i oni st phr aseol ogy, advanced capi t al i smhas gi ven
r i se t o a " soci et y of t he spect acl e, " cul t ur al l y const i t ut ed by t hat " i mmense
f l ot at i onof si gns" whi cht he machi ner y of commer ci al pr omot i onhas been
dr i ven t o gener at e and set i nt o gener al ci r cul at i on. ' 5
The si gns whi ch so ci r cul at e, be i t not ed, ar e t hemsel ves si gns of si gns.

For t he commodi t y whi ch i ndust r i al pr omot i on i nsi st ent l y r epr esent s as
t he i mage of amyt h becomes myt hi c i n t he act ual l y i magi ned r el at i on t he
pur chasi ng consumer has wi t h i t . What t hi s means i s t hat moder n pr omo-
t i on ef f ect i vel y j oi ns t oget her t wo di st i nct si gni f yi ng chai ns - t hose denot -
i ngpr oduct s and t hose connot i ng val ues - and t hat bot h of t hese domai ns,
st yl i sed andconvent i onal i sed t o r ender t hemf i t f or mai nst r eamconsump-
t i on, comet o ci r cul at evi a t he same messages and t hesame medi a channel s .
Adver t i si ng t hus comes t o ser ve as a maj or t r ansmi ssi on bel t f or i deol o-

gy. But i deol ogy i t sel f under goes an i mpor t ant change t o t he same ext ent .
The cl osed syst emof l oaded concept s i s r epl aced by t hemovi ng code of
t he ul t r a- convent i onal ; and i n t he di scont i nuous kal ei descope of endl ess
ads t he component s of t hi s normal i t y- based val ue syst emar e shr edded i nt o
l i t t l e st er eot ypi cal bi t s . These t oo, l i ke t he commodi t i es t hey hel p ci r cu-
l at e, and pr eci sel y because of t hei r pl acement i n pr omot i onal messages,
become exchangeabl e t okens i n a wor l dwher e val ue of al l ki nds i s bei ng
undermi ned by t he i nf l at i on of hyper - pr oduct i vi t y.
The conj unct i on i n t he i magi st i c adver t i si ng of i deol ogy and pr oduct

si gni f i cat i on al so changes t he char act er of commodi t i es t hemsel ves . To t he
ext ent t hat such pr omot i on succeeds, t he myt hi c, psychol ogi cal , or st at us-
r el at ed meani ng t hat ads associ at e wi t h t he commodi t i es t hey depi ct be-
comes t r ansf er r ed t o t hem, so t hat f r omt he st andpoi nt of consumpt i on
t he ads mer el y r ef l ect ( and r ei nf or ce) what has act ual l y become t he case:
t hat t o i t s user s Chanel No. 5 i s not j ust a sweet - smel l i ng t r anspar ent l i qui d
but bot t l ed Par i si an chi c, t hat Smi r nof f r eal l y does "mean f r i ends, " and
t hat Mar l bor oughs, over and above t hei r qual i t y as addi ct i ve car ci nogens,
ar e t he ver y embodi ment of Fr ont i er t oughness.
Onl y a l i nger i ng nost al gi a f or what Vebl en cal l ed " t he i nst i nct f or

wor kmanshi p" 16 coul d l ead us t o i magi ne t hat t he use- val ue of commodi -
t i es has ever been r educi bl e t o t hei r pr act i cal f unct i on. Apar t f r omt he f act ,
however , t hat humangoups al ways at t ach symbol i smt o t hi ngs, t heexi gen-
ci es of mass mar ket i ng such mar gi nal l y di f f er ent i at ed ( and si mi l ar l y pr i ced)
pr oduct s as shoe pol i sh, beer , or soap make t hei r mer e per f ormance char ac-
t er i st i cs r ecede even mor e as amar k of i dent i f i abl e di f f er ence whi l e t hei r
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i mmat er i al f eat ur es as t okens of st at us, i deol ogy or desi r e, become ever
mor e pr onounced.
As an i mpor t ant cor ol l ar y, t he i ni t i al l y di st i nct wor l ds of pr omot i on and

pr oduct i on begi n t o i nt er sect , wher ewi t h t he r el at i on bet ween t hembe-
gi ns t o under go a st r ange r ever sal . Pr omot i on f eeds back i nt o t he pr oduct ' s
concept and desi gn so t hat what i s pr oduced has al r eady been concei ved
f r omt he vant agepoi nt of t he campai gn wher ei n i t wi l l be pr omot ed. Con-
ver sel y : t he campai gn t o pr omot e t he pr oduct , f ar f r ombei nga mer e add-
on, becomes i t sel f t he mai n pr oduct i ve act i vi t y at t he cent r e of t he whol e
commodi t y pr ocess. "
Rol and Bar t hes pr ovi des a cl assi c i nst ance i n hi s cel ebr at ed anal ysi s of

t he Ci t r oen DS, desi gned i n shapeandappur t enaces t o r esembl e t he seduc-
t i ve goddess of t echnol ogy t hat i t s name (De- esse) punni ngl y co>nnot es. ' e
Amor e cont empor ar y exampl e i s pr ovi ded by al l t he bal l yhoo sur r ound-
i ng Coca Col a' s i l l - consi der ed 1985 deci si on t o pr omot e a new f ormul a
f or i t s l eadi ng bever age. Pr obl ems of i mage not t ast e di ct at ed t he change,
and even t he humi l i at i ng r ever sal of Coca Col a' s deci si on i n t he f ace of
consumer r esi st ance was r ecuper at ed ( one i s t empt ed t o see t hi s t oo as
pl anned) i n t he massi ve f r ee publ i ci t y t hat r e- l aunchi ng t he or i gi nal f or -
mul a i nst ant l y gai ned.

4: The Cul t ur e I ndust r y

So f ar I have onl y consi der ed t he ext ensi on of pr omot i on i n r el at i on
t o mat er i al goods, t hat i s, i n r el at i on t o t hose commodi t i eswhose use- val ue
i s not exhaust ed by t hei r symbol i c f unct i on. Never t hel ess, t he pr oduct i on
of symbol s has al so been commodi f i ed l eadi ng t o t he gr owt h of a vast i n-
dust r y f or t he pr oduct i on and di ssemi nat i on of cul t ur e, consci ousness, and
i nf ormat i on. The l at t er , mor eover , has become cr uci al t o t he f ormer si nce
t hose who cont r ol t he cul t ur e i ndust r y al so cont r ol t he maj or channel s
t hr ough whi ch al l mass- di ssemi nat ed pr omot i on must f l ow.
The i nt er dependence, at once t echnol ogi cal and f i nanci al , bet ween ad-

ver t i si ng and popul ar cul t ur e has changed t he char act er of bot h - most
i mpor t ant l y, by di ssol vi ng t heboundar y bet ween pr omot i on and t he wi der
wor l d of expr essi ve communi cat i on. Thr ough t hi s br each, whi ch coi n-
ci ded wi t h t he r i se of t hemass medi a, adver t i si ng messages have swi r l ed
i nt o ever y cor ner of commer ci al i sed cul t ur e, t r ansf ormi ng t he l at t er , as a
mor e or l ess i nt egr at ed t ot al i t y of ads, ent er t ai nment , and news, i nt o one
gi gant i c pr omot i onal vehi cl e.
Bef or e consi der i ng t he wi der i mpl i cat i ons of t hi s, however , i t shoul d

be not ed t hat t hemedi a i ndust r i es wer e t hemsel ves pr omot i onal i n char ac-
t er bef or e, and - i ndependent l y of , t he way i n whi ch t hei r pr ogr ammes came
t o pi ggy back on ot her peopl e' s ads.
For one t hi ng, t he moder n r ender i ng of popul ar cul t ur e as a publ i ci t y-

seeki ng di spl ay bel ongs t o a t r adi t i on of r i t ual ent er t ai nment t hat r eaches
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back t o t he spect acl es of t he anci ent wor l d. Such "ar t f or exhi bi t i on
val ue" ' 9 adver t i sed ( at l east ) i t sel f f r omt he ver y st ar t - even when " f r ee"
as a st at e- sponsor ed occasi on, and wel l bef or e t he t i me when pl ays, com-
pet i t i ve spor t , musi c concer t s, et c. , became f ul l y commodi f i ed . I n addi -
t i on t o ( and i n t he f ace of i ndust r i al i sm' s ownmyt hs of whi ch we const ant l y
need t obe r emi nded) , t he whol e hi st or y of mass pr oduct i on, and of mass
mar ket i ng i t sel f , began t hr ee cent ur i es bef or e Wonder br ead and t heModel
T wi t h Gut enber g' s pr i nt i ng pr ess : t hat i s, wi t h t he mass pr oduct i on of
si gns . Fr ompubl i shi ng t o t el evi si on, t he cul t ur e i ndust r y has, i n f act , not
mer el y f ol l owed but pi oneer ed t he whol e devel opment t hat l ed, vi a i n-
dust r i al i sat i on, t o t he gr eat er pr omi nence of di st r i but i on and pr omot i on,
and f i nal l y, t o t he conver si on of t he mass pr oducedpr oduct i nt o a pr omo-
t i onal si gn of i t sel f .
Mor eover , t he t endency of mass pr oduct i on t o i ssue i n sel f - pr omot i ng

pr oduct s has been r ei nf or ced i n t he case of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y by t he
ver y nat ur e of t he act i vi t y i n whi ch i t i s engaged: pr eci sel y because i t s bus-
i ness i s communi cat i on, t he mechani smf or di st r i but i ng t he pr oduct i s t he
same as t he one f or di st r i but i ng pr omot i onal messages about i t .

Sel f - adver t i si ng by and i n t he medi ahas t aken many f orms, r angi ng f r om
t he di r ect i nser t i on of spot ads ( e. g. , f or " ot her books i n t he ser i es" ) t o
t he use of audi ence bui l d up f or t he sequel ( Ri char dson' s Pamel a, St al -
l one' s Rocky I - I V) . Mor e gener al l y, t he mass cul t ur al ar t i f act adver t i ses i t -
sel f t hr ough t he sheer . vi si bi l i t y t hat t he or gans of mass communi cat i on
aut omat i cal l y conf er on what ever t hey t r ansmi t . Such vi si bi l i t y, i ndeed,
can cr eat e t he success i t f eeds on; and i n j ust t hat spi r i t ever y mass medi -
um, f r ommusi c and l i t er at ur e t o t heat r e, f i l m, and br oadcast i ng, has deve-
l oped ( and const ant l y updat es) i t s own rost er of st ar s, hi t s, and cl assi cs .
Li ke t he r egi st er ed t r ade-mar k whose pr ot ot ype t hey ar e, t he f unct i on of
t hese bi g names and t i t l es i s at once t o r at i f y and push t o t he cent r e of
t he st age t he pr oduct s whi ch t he i ndust r y bel i eves can most r eadi l y be
sol d. The game of cel ebr i t y al so pr ovi des a r eady-made mar ket f or t he
secondar y cul t ur al pr oduct s ( l i t er ar y gazet t es, f anzi nes, t al k shows, et c . )
whi chhel p t o sust ai n i t . These pr oduct s' whol e l ot t er y- l i ke saga of i nst ant
f ame, whi ch r epl aces t he or al mode of gr adual r eput at i on, onl y f ans t he
f l ames of t hat envi ous i dent i f i cat i on whi ch gi ves t he cel ebr at ed wor ks and
st ar s t hei r pr odi gi ous power i n t he f i r st pl ace t o move t he mer chandi se
and t o keep i t movi ng.
The pr omot i onal act i vi t i es of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y f an out al ong al l i t s

medi a br anches, bi ndi ng t hemt oget her i n a spr eadi ng syst emof i nner r ef er -
ences t hat conver t s t he whol e i nt o a si ngl e pr omot i onal i nt er t ext . Aut hor s
appear on TV, newspaper s publ i ci se movi es, and r adi o, suppl ement ed f i r st
by f i l mand l at er by t el evi si on, pr ovi des a vi t al adver t i si ng out l et f or t he
r ecor di ng i ndust r y. Nor i s al l t hi s i nt ermedi a pr omot i on i nci dent al t o
pr ogr amme cont ent . Wher e t he pr oduct i s desi gned f or appr opr i at i on .
t hr ough a set of r epeat ed act s, t he pr esent at i on of an ext r act , chapt er , or
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epi sode can doubl e bot h as anadandas f i r st - or der pr ogr ammi ng . Besi des
t he pur e case, exempl i f i ed by t he publ i cat i on of book ext r act s i n maga-
zi nes, or by t he br oadcast medi a' s use of r ecor ds andmusi c vi deo, cul t ur e
i ndust r y news andgossi p about i t sel f comes t o ser ve as ast apl e- of i t s own
ent er t ai nment f ar e.
As a f ur t her ef f ect of popul ar cul t ur e' s i nt egr at i on wi t h adver t i si ng, t he

r i se of newmedi a t echnol ogi es, f r omt he r ot ar y pr ess t o r ecor di ng and
br oadcast i ng, has combi ned wi t h commer ci al l ogi c t o syst emat i cal l y subor -
di nat e some f orms, of medi a pr esent at i on t o ot her s, as t hei r ant i ci pat or y
pr omot i on. Si nce a pr i nt ed t ext , phot ogr aph, r ecor d, or br oadcast has a
l ar ger audi ence and i s easi er t o val or i se as a commodi t y t han t he ( st aged)
per f ormance on whi ch i t i s based, t he l at t er t ends t o be t r ansf ormed i nt o
an adver t i sement f or i t s r epl i ca. Not onl y, as a r esul t , do l i ve event s, even
when commodi f i ed t hr ough a gat e, come t o be st aged expr essl y f or t hei r
mass-medi at ed r epr oduct i on ( Br uce Spr i ngst een, Li ve! ) ; but al so, wher e
such f abr i cat ed r epr oduct i on has al r eady occur r ed, t he " l i ve" i s i t s
r educed t o si mul at i ng t he "or i gi nal " t r anscr i pt i on, andt he aur aof i t s " l i ve-
ness" becomes j ust a pr omot i onal devi ce f or i nvest i ng t he st udi o r ecor ded
per f ormance wi t h a pseudo- aur at i c r esonance of i t s own.
For t hi s r eason, pop st ar s, poet s, and publ i shi ng academi cs ar e per i odi -

cal l y encour aged by t hei r commer ci al handl er s t o t ake t hei r pr oduct out
can t he r oad. Whet her i n t he f ormof a r ock concer t or a publ i c l ect ur e
t he r esul t i n ever y case i s an ambi guous per f ormance, del i ver ed on t wo
l evel s, i n whi ch t he aspect of i mmedi acy essent i al t o a cul t ur e' s l i vi ng sub-
st r at umi s cont i nuousl y nul l i f i ed by t he pr omot i onal r ol e whi ch t he l i ve
per f ormance i s cont ext ual l y cal l ed upon t o pl ay.

Al l i n al l , t hen, t he uni on of cul t ur e and adver t i si ng has done mor e t han
j ust col oni se t he f ormer by ext endi ngt he sway of t he l at t er : i t has br ought
about t he i nt er f usi on of what ar e al r eady t woext r emel y densepr omot i onal
appar at us. The f orms of pr omot i on and pr omot i onal cul t ur e t hat have
r esul t ed f r omt hi s uni on have t ended cor r espondi ngl y, t her ef or e, t o be-
come even mor e convol ut ed and compl ex .
Let us f i r st consi der some of t he r ami f i cat i ons of what Smyt he, Bagdi ki -

an, and ot her s have dubbed t he " f r ee l unch" . z° Set t i ng asi de t he vexed
quest i on of t he "audi ence commodi t y and i t s wor k, " t he economi c pr i n-
ci pl e denot ed by t hi s t ermi s si mpl e enough. I n t he mar r i age of conveni ence
bet ween adver t i si ng and t he i nf ormat i on/ ent er t ai nment i ndust r y, t he l at -
t er at t r act s an audi ence f or t he f ormer i n r et ur n f or i t s subsi di sat i on t hr ough
t he sal e of space and t i me. To t he ext ent of t hi s subsi dy, medi apr oduct i on
and del i ver y cost s ar e bor n by t he sponsor and t he consumer get s a " f r ee
l unch" - i n r et ur n f or t he l at t er ' s vol unt ar y subj ect i on t o t he ads car r i ed
al ongwi t h t hepaper , event , or pr ogr amme. Pr i ce subsi dy var i es f r ommedi -
umt o medi um, r ar el y t ot al i n t he case of pr i nt and 100%i n t he case of
r adi o and net wor k TVWi t h br oadcast medi a, t he r equi si t e r ecept i on equi p-
ment has t o be pr i vat el y pai d f or , wi t h a f ur t her gai n f or t he el ect r oni c
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compani es t hat spawned t he medi a i n t he f i r st pl ace. Nonet hel ess, once
you have your set , t he pr ogr ammi ng comes (gr at i s) , any amount "of i t , ul t i -
mat el y suppor t ed by a hi dden char ge bui l t r i ght i nt o t he pr i ce of al l adver -
t i sed consumer goods.
As concer ns cont ent , t he most obvi ous ef f ect of medi a dependency on

adver t i si ng i s t o cr eat e a si t uat i on wher e not onl y ar e ads desi gned wi t h
avai l abl eadver t i si ng oppor t uni t i es i nmi nd, but t he non- adver t i si ng com-
ponent i t sel f , i . e . , t he space bet ween t he ads, i s al so f ashi oned t o sui t t he
ads wi t hi n i t s space. To some degr ee t he obj ect i ves of adver t i si ng andr egu-
l ar pr ogr ammi ngal r eady coi nci de i n t he l at t er ' s pur sui t of hi gh r at i ngs. By
at t r act i ng amass audi ence t o i t sel f a pr ogr ammeor publ i cat i on al so cl ear -
l y at t r act s at t ent i on t o t he bi l l - boar ds i n i t s mi dst . At t hi s l evel , per haps,
t he car r yi ng of pai d ads onl y ser ves t o r ei nf or ce t he i nher ent t endency
of al l commer ci al i sed cul t ur e, f r omnews t o t he ser i ous ar t s, t o embr ace
t he val ues of popul ar i t y, di ver si on, and f un .
The ef f ect , however , goes deeper . What mat t er s t o adver t i ser s i s not j ust

t he scal e but t he composi t i on of t hei r audi ence. Thi s i s par t l y a quest i on
of opt i mi si ng t hemi x i n t erms of t he aver age di sposabl e i ncome. ( Aspec-
t acul ar i nst ance, i n t he ear l y 1920s, was t he f at e of t he Br i t i sh Dai l y Her -
al d. Despi t e br eaki ng al l ci r cul at i on r ecor ds, t he paper went br oke because
i t s l ar gel y wor ki ng- cl ass r eader shi p was t oo down-mar ket t o at t r act suf f i -
ci ent adver t i ser suppor t . " Wi t h gr owi ng af f l uence, however , and t he mass
mar ket ' s envel opment of mor eandmor e soci al l ayer s, t he pr obl ems of au-
di ence composi t i on have become mor e compl ex. Adver t i ser s, i n r esponse,
have sought t o t ar get t he speci f i c mar ket s t hey want , adopt i ng campai gn
st r at egi es whi ch, wi t h t he r i se of demogr aphi cs and psychogr aphi cs, have
become ever mor e sophi st i cat ed and st at i st i cal l y pr eci se.
Asi mi l ar dynami c has l ed t o a pr ocess of di f f er ent i at i on among t heme-

di achannel s as wel l , so t hat t hemat i cal l y, i deol ogi cal l y, - and st yl i st i cal l y
t he non- adver t i si ng cont ent s of TVshows, magazi nes et c. , have come t o
be angl ed and coded i n t erms of t he same economi cal l y f unct i onal gr oup
i dent i t i es ( of age, sex, i ncome, " l i f e- st yl e, " et c. ) as t hose under l yi ng t he ads
t hemsel ves . Not al l pr oduct s, however , have such si ngul ar t ar get mar ket s.
As a r esul t , cr oss- cut t i ng t he t endency t o audi ence f r agment at i on, a mi d-
mar ket mi ddl e- of - t he- r oadi smhas al so come t o be suf f used, whose over -
ar chi ng ef f ect , beyond t or por , has been t o anchor t he f al se uni ver sal i t
pr oj ect s ever ywher e: t hat gr eat mass cul t ur al mi r age of t he normal i sed
"mi ddl e cl ass. "
The r esembl ance bet ween ads and t hei r medi a sur r ounds spr eads al so

t o st yl e. Li ngui st i c, acoust i c, andpi ct or i al compr essi on has shaped t he l an-
guage of t el evi si on as pr of oundl y as i t had ear l i er shaped t he sensor y and
i deat i onal t ext ur e of newspaper s and r adi o. Hence, t he pr eval ence wi t hi n
popul ar medi a of qui ck- f i r e and l aconi c f orms of communi cat i on, t hei r
sensor y pl ay wi t h vi sual and audi t or y puns, t hei r i nconsequent i al sequenc-
i ng of onemessage af t er anot her , and t hei r magazi ne- t ype f ormat s whi ch
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reconf i gur e l i f e and i t s exper i ence i nt o anever - shi f t i ngmosai c of di spar at e
shi ny bi t s . Moder ni st poet i cs, as t he l i t er ar y and vi sual ar t of t he ear l y t wen-
t i et h cent ur y expl i ci t l y at t est s, t r ansf ormed t he r esul t s i nt o a nowt r i um-
phant poi nt of aest het i c pr i nci pl e - whose pr osai c basi s cont i nues t o l i e
i n t he hi gh cost of medi a space and t i me, and t he compr essi onal ef f ect s
of t hi s on t he synt ax and semant i cs of al l f orms of mass-medi at ed t al k .
At a deeper l evel , t hough, t he f r ee l unch comes t o r esembl e i t s - ac-

companyi ng ads not j ust because of t he common reper t oi r e of si gni f yi ng
f orms and el ement s t hey bot h put i nt o pl ay, but because, pr eci sel y as a
f r ee l unch, i t i s equal l y pr omot i onal i n i nt ent . I n i t s capaci t y as an audi ence
magnet f or a par t i cul ar ad- car r yi ng channel , t he spor t s page of t he
newspaper , or an epi sode of Dal l as, or r ock concer t si mul cast ef f ect i vel y
adver t i ses t he whol e channel i n whi ch i t appear s. I n so doi ng, i t ser ves
as an ad f or ot her ads. I ndeed, si nce mass-medi at ed i nscr i pt i on, even on
a f i r st or der l evel , t ends t o doubl e as pr omot i on f or i t sel f , what pr esent s
i t sel f on t he sur f ace as t he l i t er al and sel f - evi dent cont ent of mass medi a
pr ogr ammi ng, i s act ual l y const i t ut ed as a f ormof adver t i si ng r ai sed t o at
l east t he power of t hr ee.
The r equi r ement s of moder n mass mar ket i ng t hus r ever ber at e wi t hi n

t he convol ut ed hypeci r cui t s of t hecommer ci al i sed si gn t o pr oduce amass
cul t ur al envi r onment t hat i s not j ust pr omot i onal i n f eel and f unct i on, but
pr omot i onal i n dept h. At ever y poi nt i n i t s pr ogr ammat i c f l ow, l ayer upon
i nt er - connect ed l ayer of adver t i si ng act i vi t y i s al ways happeni ng, and ev-
er y l ayer r ef er s us t o anot her l ayer , and so on i n an endl ess dance.
Wi t hi n t hi s sel f - r ef l ect i ng vor t ex even t he commodi t y, as adver t i si ng' s

r eal - wor l d r ef er ent , l oses i t s anchor i ngf i nal i t y. Some ads ar e ads f or ot her
ads as wel l f or i mmedi at el y pur chasabl e commodi t i es, and somepr oduct s
( especi al l y cul t ur al ones) do doubl e- dut y as ads f or ot her . pr oduct s as wel l .
Thus when Mi chael Jackson di d a vi deo f or Pepsi , Pepsi was i n t he same
pr ocess boost i ngMi chael Jackson; and t hei r mut ual pr omot i on, each t i me
t he ad was br oadcast , al so hel pedboost t he r at i ngs of t he net wor k car r y-
i ng i t by at t r act i ng, wi t h some pr edi ct abl e f ol l ow- t hr ough, a pr opor t i on
of t he channel - f l i pper s whohappened t o be l ooki ng out f or j ust such i m-
ages at t he t i me.
Under l yi ng t he f eel i ng of pr of ound, i f f asci nat i ng, hol l owness t hat t he

decept i vel y l egi bl e sur f aces of mass-medi at ed cul t ur e t end t o evoke i s t he
cur i ous st r uct ur al devel opment t hey i nst ant i at e. Thi s i s t he f act t hat t he
mass pr oduct i on of cul t ur e vi a audi o- vi sual medi a has br ought about not
j ust t he mer ger of ci r cul at i ng si gns and ci r cul at i ng commodi t i es, but t he
mer ger of bot h wi t h t he adver t i si ng act i vi t y t hat was or i gi nal l y t hei r medi -
at i ng t erm. What commodi t y pr oduct i on has sever ed i t s f ur t her devel op-
ment has r e- uni t ed, t hough not i n t he same way. For t hi s t i me, not soci al
i nst i nct and ever yday conveni ence, but t he ext r uded ci r cui t of commer -
ci al si gni f i cat i on, wi t h i t s ever - ext endi ng pr omot i onal act i vi t y, has pr ovi d-
ed t hepr i nci pl e of uni t y, and onl y on condi t i ont hat t he r ej oi ned spher es
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of cul t ur e and commer ce, si gni f i cat i on and commodi t y pr oduct i on, bot h
submi t t o i t s empt y embr ace. Empt y, because pr omot i on al ways def i nes
i t sel f by r ef er ence t o somet hi ng el se, i n r el at i on t o whi ch i t s own per pet u-
al pr esence i s t he per pet uat i on of a l ack, a cont i nual r emi nder of t he un-
sat i sf i ed desi r e i t i s desi gned t o pr ovoke. Pr omot i onal cul t ur e i s t hus
i nher ent l y ni hi l i st i c because sust ai ni ng t hi s ar t i f i ci al and unbr i dgeabl e gap
- cul t i vat i ng demand, movi ng t he commodi t i es, st i mul at i ng ci r cul at i on
- i s t he whol e and onl y poi nt of t he exer ci se.

5: Gener al Exchange

To compl et e t he pi ct ur e, t her e ar e t wo f i nal ext ensi ons of pr omot i onal
act i vi t y t hat I must ment i on. Bot h have al r eady been al l uded t o, but t hei r
f ul l er si gni f i cance i n t he unf ol di ng di al ect i c of cul t ur e andeconomy coul d
not be cl ear l y st at ed t i l l now. Wi t h t hei r devel opment , i n f act , pr omot i on-
al act i vi t y i s br ought i nt o l i ne wi t h yet a f ur t her st age i n t he evol ut i on of
commodi t y pr oduct i on: t hat of t he commodi t y' s uni ver sal i sat i on as a so-
ci al f orm, wher ei n t he modal i t i es of commer ci al ci r cul at i on, havi ng com-
pl et el y permeat ed t he mass cul t ur al f i el d, begi n t o gener al i se beyond t he
boundar i es of commer ce i n t he or di nar y sense.
The Fr ench soci ol ogi st Jean Baudr i l l ar d has t ermed t hi s ul t r a-

commodi f i ed or der t he soci et y of " gener al i sed exchange" . 22 To whi ch one
need onl y add t hat , wi t h t he ar r i val of gener al i sed exchange, t he pr omo-
t i onal act i vi t y t hat has al ways been i nt r i nsi c t o commodi t y pr oduct i on,
and t hat has become i ncr easi ngl y pr omi nent as t hat mode has spr ead, has
l i kewi se begun t o gener al i se; and t hat , as i t has done so, t he ent i r e space
of si gni f i cat i on has begun t o be r econst i t ut ed as one vast , i mpl osi ve and
mul t i pl y i nt er - connect ed pr omot i onal cul t ur e.
The f i r st of t heseext ensi ons concer ns t he way t hat pr omot i onal i smhas

come t o shape, not j ust t he commer ci al out put of medi a, but publ i c di s-
cour se as such. The newel ement her e i s not si mpl y t hat publ i c i nf orma-
t i on channel s havebeen i ncr easi ngl y used t o t r ansmi t commer ci al messages,
f or t he hi st or i es of t he assembl y and t he mar ket - pl ace have l ong been i n-
t er t wi ned. Nor i s t her e any novel t y t o t he way i n whi ch news and opi ni on
have t hemsel ves become commodi t i es, f or i n t hi s t he cont empor ar y me-
di a have si mpl y f ol l owed a t r aj ect or y newspaper s had al r eady set . What
i s new, however , i s t hat t he doubl i ng and r edoubl i ng of pr omot i onal ac-
t i vi t y wi t hi n commer ci al medi a, whi ch qual i t at i vel y i nt ensi f i ed as t he t i e-
i n bet ween pr oduct adver t i si ng and t he cul t ur e i ndust r y gr ew, has t r ans-
f ormed t he whol e pr ocess of publ i c communi cat i on t o t he poi nt wher e
t he i nt er change of pol i t i cal and cul t ur al i deas has i t sel f come t o r esembl e
not hi ng so much as a permanent adver t i si ng cont est bet ween r i val br ands
and f i rms .
Thi s has i nvol ved mor e t han a t act i cal shi f t . Mai nst r eamel ect or al pol i t -

i cs, and i ndeed t he compet i t i ve pr opaganda of i nt er nat i onal r el at i ons as
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wel l , have come t o be conduct ed not onl y by means of adver t i si ng but
t o an i ncr easi ng degr ee i n t erms of who can manage t he whol e busi ness
of adver t i si ng best . Nor i s t hi s cr i t er i on of sui t abi l i t y ent i r el y i r r at i onal ,
si nce i n a pr omot i onal cul t ur e t he capaci t y t o pr omot e becomes anobj ec-
t i ve at t r i but e of pol i t i cal l eader shi p. The head of st at e i s aut omat i cal l y a
medi a st ar and, as we know, medi a st ar s who knowhowt o manage t hei r
own i mage can al so become heads of st at e.
Awhol e anal ysi s woul d be needed t o showhowot her i nst i t ut i onal agen-

ci es t hat si mi l ar l y compet e f or publ i c at t ent i on, f avour , or f unds -
chur ches, school s, hospi t al s, char i t i es, pr of essi onal gr oups, i deol ogi cal l ob-
bi es, et c . - have si mi l ar l y come t o r ecast t hei r pr opagandi st i c act i vi t i es
al ong quasi - commer ci al l i nes . Suf f i ce t o say t hat , j ust . as t he mass-medi at ed
scene of publ i c opi ni on comes t o be r econst i t ut ed as asi mul acr umof t he
mass comsumer mar ket , so al l i t s pl ayer s, what ever t hei r pol i t i cal or i deo-
l ogi cal obj ect i ves, come t o modi f y t hei r means and ul t i mat el y t hei r ends
i n l i ne wi t h t he publ i c r el at i ons mode t hi s i mpl i es . Fr ombot h di r ect i ons,
t hen, pol i t i co- i deol ogi cal , and commer ci al di scour ses have begun t o i n-
t er penet r at e. I n pl ace of t hei r di f f er ence an i nt er - r el at ed compl ex of me-
di a ci r cui t s, publ i c and pr i vat e, f or ( what one mi ght cal l ) gener al i sed
pr omot i onal exchange has ar i sen .
The second way i n whi ch pr omot i onal act i vi t y has ext ended t o si gni f y-

i ng pr act i ces beyond t he st r i ct l y commer ci al spher e i s as an out gr owt h
of t he pr ocess i n whi ch t he human i ndi vi dual , as wel l , has been caught
up i n t he expandi ng syst emof exchange. To t hi s pr ocess t her e have been
t hr ee di st i nct moment s, each of whi ch has gener at ed i t s own f orms of i nt er -
i ndi vi dual compet i t i on, and i t s ownl evel of r el at ed pr omot i onal pr act i ce .
Most i mmedi at el y commer ci al i n char act er i s t he compet i t i on t hat

mar ket - based soci et y has set up bet ween al l " f r ee" i ndi vi dual s as owner s
and t r ader s of t hei r own l abour power. Of speci al si gni f i cance, br acket i ng
al l t he mat er i al di mensi ons of t hi s cont est , i s t he i ncr easi ng ext ent t owhi ch
t he cont est f or j obs andmor egent eel l y, f or posi t i ons, has t akenon i ncr eas-
i ngl y ot her - di r ect ed f orms . The j ob i nt er vi ew, t he r esume, depor t ment at
wor k, t he choi ce of consumpt i on st yl e, t he pr oj ect ed f ami l y f r ont , al l be-
come not j ust i ndi ces of success but permanent zones of compet i t i on i n
t he st r uggl e t o get ahead. As a soci al psychol ogi cal cor r el at e, sel f -
pr omot i onal car eer i sm- Hobbes pl us Nar ci ssus - has been i nst al l ed as
t he normal i sed f ormof adapt i ve behavi our and i dent i t y.
The st eady i nt ensi f i cat i on of st at us compet i t i on bet ween i ndi vi dual s as

consumer s i s cl osel y r el at ed . Agai n, t he cont est has a mat er i al di mensi on
( t he mor e weal t h, t he mor e scope f or compet i t i ve di spl ay) but even mor e
cl ear l y t han i n t he case of posi t i onal compet i t i on, wi t h i t s cr edent i al i sm
and l i f est yl e management , such compet i t i on unf ol ds as a game of st aged
appear ances. I ndeed, gi ven t he i nst abi l i t y of consumpt i on- based hi er ar -
chi es i n t he f ashi on- dr i ven cent r es of advanced capi t al i sm, t he appar ent ,
her e, i s vi r t ual l y synonymous wi t h t he r eal . Thevogui shbecomes out mod-
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ed, onl y t o be r esur r ect ed as hi gh camp - bet ween whi ch t her e may be
t he onl y di f f er ence of i nt ent i on i mpl i ed by ot her mar ks of sophi st i cat i on
( or i t s absence) whi ch t he possessi ng act or dr apes ar ound t he st age. The
gi ddi er t he game, t hemor e i t r esol ves i nt o amer est r uggl e t o est abl i sh t he
dr amat ur gi cal cr edent i al s of t he consumer / act or s who conduct i t - a
pr omot i onal par ody of t he r omant i c i deal t hat i ndi vi dual s shoul d r e- cr eat e
t hemsel ves as ar t i st s, and t hei r own l i ves as wor ks of ar t .
The pr i macy of pr omot i on, however , i n i nt er - i ndi vi dual exchange as-

ser t s i t sel f most cl ear l y wi t h t he emer gence of yet a t hi r d f ormof st at us
cont est i n whi chwhat i s at st ake i s t he si gn- exchangeval ue of i ndi vi dual s,
not as wor ker / pr of essi onal s nor as accumul at or s of st at us- bear i ng i nsi gni a,
but as exchangeabl e ( and consumabl e) t okens i n t hemsel ves . Her e, above
al l , t he pol i t i cal economi st of cul t ur e encount er s Gof f man' s i mpr essi on-
managi ng sel f , br ought t o i t s hi ghest pi t ch of anxi et y and al i enat i on,
per haps, i n t he r at i ng- dat i ng r i t ual s of hi gh school and beyond wher ei n
t he f ami l i al coupl e at t he cent r e of t he cont empor ar y ki nshi p syst emcon-
t i nues t o be i nt er - gener at i onal l y r epr oduced.
I n ef f ect , t he f r eer i ndi vi dual s havebecome t o f orml i ai sons and at t ach-

ment s, t hemor e t hey have been const r ai ned by t he ensui ng compet i t i on
f or sui t abl e par t ner s wi t h whomt o st r at egi se t hei r per sonal l i ves, car ef ul
t o cul t i vat e t hei r ownassoci at i ve wor t h. Si nce at l east Shakespear e' s t i me,
i t i s Romant i c Love t hat has pr ovi ded t he mai n mot i ve and al i bi f or t hi s
gi gant i c r oundal ay, z3 whose obj ect i ve on al l si des i s t o maxi mi se t he sel f ' s
t r ade- i n val ueon t hemar r i age/ f r i endshi p/ per sonal i t ymar ket ( vi a publ i ci t y-
consci ous al l i ances and sel f - pr est at i ons) and t o get as good a bar gai n i n
r et ur n as one can. Themoder n de- pat r i ar chal i sat i on of r omance and t he
emer gence of an i nt er - subj ect i ve r het or i c of car i ng and shar i ng abol i sh
nei t her t he mar ket char act er of t hi s pr ocess nor i t s myst i f i cat i on as Love.
They r epr esent , r at her , t he enl i ght ened adapt at i on of such r omant i c i deol -
ogy t o amor e advanced, i . e. , mor e egal i t ar i an, secul ar , andpsychol ogi cal -
l y sel f - consci ous st age i n t he devel opment of t heexchange syst emi nwhi ch
i t i s soci al l y r oot ed.
I n t hi s r espect , as i n ot her s, t he wi der commodi f i cat i onof t he i ndi vi du-

al has been r ei nf or cedby t he spr eadof mar ket - der i ved norms concer ni ng
t he abst r act equi val ence of per sons. Wi t h t he ascendancy of t hat pr i nci -
pl e, t he bar r i er s of ascr i bed st at us ( especi al l y as t hey af f ect yout h andwom-
en) have successi vel y cr umbl ed, l eadi ng t o amar ked l i ber al i sat i on i n t erms
of i nt er per sonal t r ade. Si ngl es cl ubs, dat i ng ser vi ces, and ` compani onswant -
ed' sect i ons i n t he cl assi f i ed ads r epr esent onl y t hemost vi si bl e cont em-
por ar y r esul t of such accel er at ed ci r cul at i on, whi ch has necessar i l y
unf ol ded mai nl y i n t hepr i vat e domai n. Yet t he f act t hat t he i nt er - i ndi vi dual
quasi -mar ket has her e f ol dedover i nt o t he capi t al i st mar ket i ndi cat es t hat ,
j ust as gener al i sed exchange est abl i shes deepeni ng l i nes of cont i nui t y be-
t weenpubl i c andcommer ci al communi cat i onso, t oo, does i t connect t he
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money economy and i t s pr omot i onal suppor t s wi t h even t he most i nt i -
mat e t r ansact i ons of pr i vat e l i f e as wel l .

Such l i nkages, of cour se, ar e not onl y economi c. Beyond t hedi r ect pr o-
vi si on of adver t i si ng ser vi ces, t he commer ci al spher e al so i ncor por at es t he
pr omot i onal moment of i nt er - i ndi vi dual exchange i deol ogi cal l y, by t heway
i n whi ch i t s f or ms and i mper at i ves ar e embedded i n t he human i nt er est
st or i es and gl ossi l y consumer i sed envi r onment s t hat compr i se t he f i gur e
and gr ound of t he cul t ur e i ndust r y' s r egul ar pr ogr ammat i c f ar e. The i n-
scr i pt i on of gener al i sed i nt er - i ndi vi dual exchange and i t s pr omot i onal
cor r el at e i n t he pi vot al i mages and i deol ogy of ad- car r yi ng medi a ser ves
bot h t o nat ur al i se t he f or mer and t o make t he l at t er seemcr edi bl e by soak-
i ngt hemi n t he est abl i shedf or ms of ever yday l i f e. The pr i macy of pr omo-
t i on i n t he pr i vat e and publ i c r eal ms t hus becomes mut ual l y
sel f - conf i r mi ng, and t he i ncommensur abi l i t y of t hese t wo spher es i n cl as-
si c bour geoi s t hought ( " hommeet ci t yoen" ) r esol ves i nt o t he i l l usor y t wo-
si dedness of a Moebi us st r i p, on whi ch i s i nscr i bed one si ngl e and con-
t i nuous pr omot i onal t ext .

 

.
At t he l evel of pr i vat e i nt er act i on, t hen, as wel l as at t he l evel of t he po-

l i t i cal pr ocess, t he ext ensi ons of exchange pr ogr essi vel y absor b al l maj or
di mensi ons of si gni f yi ng pr act i ce i nt o t he di scour se of pr omot i on. And
wi t h t hi s devel opment , whose or i gi ns can be t r aced t o t he mer ger of ad-
ver t i si ng and ent er t ai nment i n t he f or mat i ve phase of cor por at e capi t al ,
pr omot i onal cul t ur e can be sai d t o have become not j ust hegemoni c, but
al l - i ncl usi ve.

-

 

6: Beyond Pr omot i on? Beyond Exchange

The f ur t her t hought t o whi ch such r ef l ect i on l eads i s t hat t he compl ex
el sewher e dubbed " post - moder ni sm, " " and i t sel f hel d t o have become
cul t ur al l y domi nant , i s, i f di f f er ent l y account ed f or , t hesel f - samecompl ex,
nowt he t er m" post moder ni sm" has i t s uses. The char act er i st i cs i t dr aws
t oget her - mul t i - per spect i val i sm, de- cent er i ng; sel f - r ef er ent i al i t y, et c. , -
do i ndeed combi ne. Andt he pr e- f i x ( " post - " ) dr aws at t ent i on t o a r eal di f f er -
ence bet ween t hi s conf i gur at i on and t he mor e ut opi an and cont est at i ve
st r ai ns of " hi gh" moder ni smt hat f l our i shed ear l i er t hi s cent ur y wi t h Joyce,
cubi sm, and j azz .

I t i s i mpor t ant , however , nei t her t o over st r ess t he di scont i nui t y nor t o
concede t oo much t o t he cul t ur al i st not i on t hat t he symbol i c somehow
devel ops accor di ng t o i t s ownt r anscendant l ogi c. To t he cont r ar y, as I have
suggest ed, t he endl ess i nt er t ext ual cont or t i ons t hat const i t ut e post -
moder ni t y ar e not j ust r oot ed i n a l ar ger soci al hi st or y: t hey ar e t he ef f ect
of a st r uct ur al mut at i on wi t hi n mar ket soci et y whi ch, by f usi ng economy
andcul t ur e t oget her and usher i ng i n a wor l dof gener al i sed exchange, has
depr i ved t he cul t ur al moment of even t hat degr ee of aut onomy whi chgave
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i t s f ormer act i vi st par t i sans, r omant i c andavant - gar de, t hei r sembl ance of
r adi cal pr act i cal i t y.
Of cour se, t o acknowl edge t hat al l si gni f yi ng act i vi t y has beenabsor bed

i nt o a syst em of expandi ng si gn- ci r cul at i on t o whi ch pr omot i on has be-
come cent r al i s not , i n i t sel f , t o be cr i t i cal . Ar t , f or exampl e, has l ong si nce
made i t s peace wi t h t hecor por at e boar dr oom, and i n t he amor al neut r al i -
t y of cont empor ar y cool - epi t omi sed by f i gur es l i ke War hol andBowi e
- t he per vasi veness of t he pr omot i onal i s accept ed as an obvi ous and i n-
escapabl e f act . Never t hel ess, r eal i smi s bet t er t han mi sr ecogni t i on, and t o
gr asp t he essent i al l i nk bet ween t he f orms and spi r i t of our cul t ur e and
t heascendancy of pr omot i onal i smi s t o gai n a per spect i ve, beyond t he f l at ,
di ssol vent i r oni es of post -moder ni t y i t sel f , f r omwhi ch a cr i t i que, gr ounded
i n t he possi bi l i t y of an act ual super cessi on, becomes at l east t hi nkabl e.
Thi nkabl e? How? The cat egor y of pr omot i ondi r ect s us t o a soci al f orm,

t he commodi t y, whose di al ect i cal capaci t y t o engender pr ogr essi ve change,
Mar xi sm, and acent ur y of upheaval , hasbeen made i nt o an ar t i cl e of f ai t h.
Yet i f pr omot i onal cul t ur e i s al l - i ncl usi ve does i t not smot her i t s owncon-
t r adi ct i ons? I f i t expr esses a uni ver sal devel opment ; t he gener al i sat i on of
exchange, i s t her e any hi st or i cal war r ant f or posi t i ng or st r i vi ng f or a di f f er -
ent cul t ur al f ut ur e? What space, i n shor t , does t he t endency t o pan-
pr omot i onal i sm- or a cr i t i que t hat pr oj ect s i t - l eave f or t r ansf ormat i ve
pr act i ce, par t i cul ar l y ( si nce t hat i s what concer ns us her e) i n t he cul t ur al
spher e? I n r esponse I woul d of f er j ust t hr ee obser vat i ons .
The f i r st i s t hat t o sei ze on adver t i si ng as t he essent i al mode i n whi ch

t he si gni f yi ng pr act i ces of advanced capi t al i st soci et y ar e set i s not si mpl y
t o r et ur n t he di scussi on t o Mar x, st i l l l ess t o cer t ai n r ot e f ormul ae about
cl ass conf l i ct and i deol ogy whi ch became associ at ed wi t h hi s name. I t i s,
r at her , t o f i nd a newrel evance t o t hat br oader debat e about soci et y and
economy whi ch at t ended t he whol e bi r t h ( f r om1750- 1850) of moder n
capi t al i sm, and whi ch cent r ed on t he pr obl emat i c of exchange. zs
Mar x' s owncont r i but i on t o t hi s debat e wasno doubt pat h- br eaki ng. But

even as an anat omy of economi cal l y based soci al r el at i ons, hi s wor k was
al so f l awed, and f l awed pr eci sel y by what made i t power f ul : i t s i nsi st ence
on t he soci al ( not j ust economi c) cent r al i t y of pr oduct i on .
Mar x' s pr oduct i vi smwas i t sel f i n r eact i on t o t he over - emphasi s i n l i ber -

al economi c t heor y on di st r i but i on and exchange. What ever t he vi r t ues
of t hi s cor r ect i on, at t he l evel of cul t ur al anal ysi s i t l ef t a gap t hat Mar x' s
f ol l ower s coul d onl y f i l l by devel opi ng t he domi nat i on model sket ched
out i n t heGerman I deol ogy andt hebase/ super st r uct ur e not i on ment i oned
l at er on. zb The resul t , f or r adi cal t heor y, has been an anachr oni sm: on t he
one hand, amap of t he cul t ur al r el at i ons of advanced capi t al i smt hat ex-
t r apol at es f r omt hose of pr evi ous cl ass soci et i es, par t i cul ar l y medi eval Eu-
r ope; on t heot her , an act ual f ormof soci et y i n whi ch, pr eci sel y as a r esul t
of t he commodi f i cat i on pr ocess t hat def i nes i t , such a shar pl y st r at i f i ed
mode of cul t ur al or gani sat i on has t ended mor e andmor e t o br eak down.
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Wi t hi n Amer i can t hought , i t was t he non-Mar xi st Vebl en17 who di d
most t o r e- i nt r oduce i nt o cul t ur al di scussi on t he i mpor t ance of ci r cul at i on
and exchange. But Vebl en hi msel f was wor ki ng agai nst t he backgr ound
of an ol der t r adi t i on, and her e, at l east wi t h r espect t o t he cr i t i que of con-
sumer i smand st at us compet i t i on, t he key voi ce r evi ved was undoubt edl y
t hat of Rousseau.
Rousseau, f or hi s par t , absol ut i sed t he pr obl em. For hi m, compet i t i ve

di spl ay - as evi denced i n t he f opper i es and sal on cul t ur e of ei ght eent h
cent ur y Par i s - was not onl y hi st or i cal l y pr i or t o t he r i se of t he mar ket ,
but pr i or t o t he i nst i t ut i onal i sat i on of soci al l i f e as such. I t was, i ndeed,
t he pr i mal consequence of associ at i on i t sel f , t he Adami c f al l f r omwhi ch
al l subsequent soci al evi l f l owed. Under t he ci r cumst ances (went t he ar gu-
ment i n hi s Essay on I nequal i t y) pr ogr ess meant r egr ess and t hemost t hat
coul d be accompl i shed was a mi t i gat i on of t he soci al i nequal i t y and cul -
t ur al hypocr i sy t hat , i n a st at e of devel oped ci vi l i sat i on, wer e st at us com-
pet i t i on' s ent r enched bad ef f ect s . Hence hi s ar gument s, on t he one hand,
f or a newcont r act t o r econst i t ut e t he col l ect i vi t y as a l egi t i mat ed power ,
and, on t he ot her , f or a nat ur al i st r ef ormof educat i on/ soci al i sat i on t o max-
i mi se t he pr e- soci al i ndi vi dual ' s r eal mor al capaci t y.
Rousseau' s sol ut i on has been at t acked f r omal l si des. But beyond a shar p-

er appr eci at i on of t hepr oper t y quest i on i t cannot be sai d t hat pr ogr essi ve
pr axi s has f ound a bet t er way. At t hemost r adi cal l evel , at t empt s have been
made (most r ecent l y i n Chi na) t o abol i sh compet i t i ve ci r cul at i on as such.
These, t hough, have i nvar i abl y f ounder ed by exacer bat i ng t he cont r adi c-
t i on bet ween i ndi vi dual and soci et y t hey hoped t o t r anscend. The pen-
dul um, i n consequence, hasbegun t o swi ng t heot her way - wi t h r ef orm
movement s i n soci al i st soci et i es, l i ke t hose i n capi t al i st ones, t endi ng t o
accept t hat t he wheel of exchange cannot be st opped, or even ( her esy of
her esi es) t hat a modest r est or at i on of t he mar ket mi ght have a l i ber at i ng
ef f ect . Radi cal t hought , i t seems, i s bei ng pr essed t o adopt t he not i on of
a " sel f - l i mi t i ng r evol ut i on, " 28 a r evol ut i on i n whi ch t he communi t y gai ns
power , but not wi t hout l eavi ng t he ci r cul at i on of goods and si gns some
scope f or pl ay.

I t woul d be wr ong t o .concl ude, however , t hat a di al ect i cal appr oach must
be abandoned al t oget her . To decoupl e t he pr obl emat i c of advanci ng ex-
change f r omt he( st i l l vi t al ) i ssues of cl ass, pr i vat e pr oper t y, and economi c
di st r i but i on does not at al l mean t hat pr omot i onal cul t ur e shoul d be r egar d-
ed as homogeneous or wi t hout cont r adi ct i on.
Conf l i ct s, f or one t hi ng, ar e cont i nual l y pr ovoked by t he unset t l i ng i m-

pact of t he ever - expandi ng mar ket on exi st i ng val ues, par t i cul ar l y wher e
t hese ser ve as mor al r est r ai nt s t o t r ade. 29 The cur r ent cont r over sy over
st r eet pr ost i t ut i on, whi ch above al l concer ns i t s adver t i si ng aspect , i s a cl ear
case i n poi nt . Such i ssues - coded as l i ber al ver sus conser vat i ve, i ndi vi dual
ver sus soci et y, f or and agai nst " t he f ami l y" et c. , - cr eat e t he basi s f or an
ongoi ngcul t ur al pol i t i cs whi ch, at t he l i mi t , can even combi ne wi t h ot her



DEMONPOLI TI CS

aspect s of t he si t uat i on ( Wei mar Ger many, Nor t h Amer i ca i n t he 1960s,
I r an i n t he l at e 1970s, et c. ) t o pr ovoke a t ot al soci al cr i si s .

I t i s har d t o def i ne t hi s dynami c i n ways t hat do not capi t ul at e t o one
or ot her of i t s pol es. Suf f i ce t o say t hat whi l e t he cont r adi ct i on i s mat er i al
( i n t he soci ol ogi cal sense) i t s expr essi on i s cul t ur al ; and t hat t he most i m-
por t ant zone of combat i s at t he i nt er f ace bet ween pr omot i on( as pr opagan-
da f or t r ade) and t he ent r enched val ues t hr ough whi ch a soci al f or mat i on,
and, i ndeed, t he soci al as such, i s cul t ur al l y r epr oduced.

My f i nal poi nt concer ns medi a. I have al r eady not ed t hat wi t h t he de-
vel opment of t echni ques f or r ecor di ng, si mul at i ng, and mass r epr oduc-
i ng t he l i ve, t he l at t er has i ncr easi ngl y come t o be subor di nat ed as
pr omot i on f or t he f or mer ; and t hat t hi s devel opment mi r r or s and i nt er -
sect s wi t h t he pr omot i onal r educt i on ( vi a i nt er - i ndi vi dual st at us compet i -
t i on) of ever yday l i f e i t sel f . As aphi l osophi cal anal ogue, t he Gr andTheor i st s
of our cul t ur e, mor bi dl y f asci nat ed wi t h t hedeat h of meani ng t hat has ac-
compani ed t hepr ol i f er at i on of cr oss- r ef er r i ng t ext s, have decl ar ed war on
t he t r adi t i onal pr i vi l egi ng of t he spoken wor d as t he f ount of t hought and
speech. I n Gr ammat ol ogy, Der r i da has i nsi st ed t hat speaki ng i s onl y a spe-
ci al case of wr i t i ng and t hat t he aut hent i ci t y val ues whi ch r omant i cs, t r adi -
t i onal i st s, and myst i cs f r omPl at o t o Hei degger have i dent i f i ed wi t h t he
human voi ce r est on a myt hi c vi ew of l anguage - one t hat moder n l i n-
gui st i cs has f or t unat el y begun t o cor r ect .

What ever t he phi l osophi cal mer i t s of t hi s l i ne of r easoni ng i t s pol i t i cal
val ue i s ent i r el y suspect si nce i t seems onl y t o r at i f y a movement t hat has
pr oduced a cul t ur e based on subst i t ut i ons, vacui t i es, and out war d show.
To di smi ss t he f ace- t o- f ace, t he i mmedi at e, t he or al i s i ndeed t o deval ue
a di mensi on i n whi ch val ues ar i se count er t o pr omot i onal cul t ur e, ones
t hat can be appeal ed t o, at t he ver y l east , as est abl i shi ng t he basi s of a cr i -
t i que. Nor does such a cr i t i que have t o conf i ne i t sel f t o nost al gi a and l a-
ment . For , as ever y act i vi st knows, t al k - f or al l i t s i mpover i shment -
i s st i l l t he l east pr omot i onal l y medi at ed of medi a. Not onl y does i t t hus
r emai n t he oxygen of t r adi t i ons and i nst i t ut i ons ; i t i s al so par excel l ence
t he communi cat i ve mode i n whi ch newi deas ar i se and popul at i ons can
mobi l i se t hemsel ves, i f onl y f or an i nst ant , t o asser t t hei r deepest , most
emanci pat or y desi r es .
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WEOBJECTSOBJECT:
PORNOGRAPHYANDTHEWOMEN' SMOVEMENT

Ei l een Mani on

"Awoman has a pr oduct and she shoul d use i t . "
Chuck Tr aynor t o Li nda Lovel ace, quot ed i n Or deal

"Al l st r uggl ef or di gni t y and sel f - det ermi nat i on i s r oot ed i nt he st r uggl e f or act ual
cont r ol over one' s own body, especi al l y cont r ol over access t o one' s body . "

Andr ea Dwor ki n, Por nogr aphy. - Men Possessi ng Women

0

00aw

Si nce t he mi d- sevent i es i n t he Uni t ed St at es and t he l at e sevent i es her e i n
Canada, f emi ni st s havebeendi scussi ng por nogr aphy as a pr obl emf or women, a
danger t owomen, not j ust a sympt omof mi sogyny, but al so one of i t s causes .
Lar ge number s of women repor t t hat t hey bot h f ear assaul t t r i gger ed by
por nogr aphy, and exper i ence por nogr aphy i t sel f - as vi ol ent assaul t . As Susan
Gr i f f i n put i t : " Por nogr aphy i s sadi sm. " 2 I t s ver y exi st ence humi l i at es us .

Mor e and mor e f or cef ul l y women have been demandi ng t hat somet hi ng be
done about por nogr aphy . St r at egi es di f f er . Femi ni st s wi t h ci vi l l i ber t ar i an
backgr ounds advocat e open di scussi on, demonst r at i ons, educat i on, consumer
boycot t s . The mor e i mpat i ent pr ef er t he consci ousness r ai si ng of di r ect act i on,
as i n t he bombi ng of Vancouver ' s Red Hot Vi deo. Ot her s l ook t o t he st at e t o
enf or ce exi st i ng obsceni t y l aws or t o f r ame new l egi sl at i on whi ch woul d
suppr ess por nogr aphy, not because i t i s sexual , but because i t i s hat e l i t er at ur e
and i nci t es vi ol ence. As Susan Br ownmi l l er decl ar ed: "Por nogr aphy i s t he
undi l ut ed essence of ant i - f emal e pr opaganda. " 3

Though ant i - por nogr aphy t act i cs var y, f emi ni st s gener al l y agr ee t hat
por nogr aphy i s a bad t hi ng, t hat i t does harmt o women, and t hat i f we have
t r oubl e def i ni ng i t , 4 we st i l l r ecogni ze i t whenwesee i t . Thi s i s not unr easonabl e
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si nce t he por nogr aphy most f emi ni st s at t ack does not di sgui se i t sel f . However ,
when we l ook cr i t i cal l y at ot her cul t ur al pr oduct s - adver t i sement s,
mai nst r eam movi es and t el evi si on pr ogr ams - t hey of t en r esembl e
por nogr aphy .

One pr obl emwi t h t he f emi ni st consci ousness r ai si ng t hat has t aken pl ace
ar ound por nogr aphy i s t hat i t i nt ends t o gener at e f ear andanxi et y, or t o br i ng t o
t he sur f ace f ear s women al r eady exper i ences I n our soci et y, ever y young gi r l ' s
devel opi ng sexual i t y i s hedged wi t h awar eness of f r i ght eni ng possi bi l i t i es :
vi ol ent assaul t ' and unpl anned pr egnancy . As adol escent s, we l ear n bot h t o f ear
men and t o mi st r ust our ownamor phous desi r es, whi ch may bet r ay us. Femi ni st
di scussi ons of por nogr aphy addr ess t hese f ear s and emphasi ze por nogr aphy' s
danger t o women, epi t omi zed i n Robi n Mor gan' s sl ogan: "Por nogr aphy i s t he
t heor y, and r ape t he pr act i ce. " 6 Gl or i a St ei nemmakes t he same poi nt i n her
essay, "Er ot i ca vs . Por nogr aphy . " Fol l owi ng a br i ef di scussi on of t he f emi ni st
movement ' s havi ng r ai sed i ssues such as r ape, wi f e bat t er i ng and enf or ced
pr ost i t ut i on t o publ i c consci ousness, she says : "Such i nst ances of r eal
ant i women war f ar e l ed us di r ect l y t o t he pr opaganda t hat t eaches and
l egi t i mi zes t hem- por nogr aphy . " '

Por nogr aphy makes us ner vous f or a number of ot her compl ex r easons .
Beyond t he f ear t hat i t i nci t es vi ol ence, i t r epr esent s ananal ogue of what al cohol
symbol i zed f or ni net eet h cent ur y f emi ni st s at a t i me when most r espect abl e
women di d not dr i nk. Not onl y was al cohol f or t hema l ower cl ass soci al evi l
cont r i but i ng t o domest i c vi ol ence andpubl i c cor r upt i on ( associ at ed as dr i nki ng
was wi t h par t y pol i t i cs) , but i t was al so, f or mor epower f ul menof t hei r owncl ass,
a gl ue, a muci l age bondi ng mal es i n excl usi ve encl aves of f - l i mi t s t o " good"
women. Ni net eent h cent ur y f emi ni st s i magi ned t hat i f t hey coul d r emove t he
al cohol , t hese mal e bast i ons woul d open up and admi t t hem. Si mi l ar l y f or
f emi ni st s t oday, por nogr aphy r epr esent s a uni f yi ng f or ce i n mal e power
gr oupi ngs . Por nogr aphy i s qui nt essent i al macho cul t ur e : one t hi nks of
busi nessmen enj oyi ng an eveni ng at a st r i p cl ub - t he "good" women who
aspi r e t o be par t ner s i n t he f i rmmi ght wel l f eel uncomf or t abl e .
We ar e al so uneasy about por nogr aphy f or i t seems t o pr omot e i sol at i on of

men f r omwomen, t he subst i t ut i on of f ant asy f or r el at i onshi p . i f soci al i zat i on
i nt o macho val ues deni es t ender ness and compassi on, por nogr aphy pr omi ses
sexual gr at i f i cat i on wi t hout t he necessi t y of t hose "ef f emi nat e" f eel i ngs . 8 "Real
men, " we somet i mes suspect , don' t need women at al l ,9 or t hey want onl y t he
compl i ant , pr e- packaged woman of t he ski n magazi ne. Por nogr aphy, l i ke
adver t i si ng, appeal s t o awhol e r ange of i nsecur i t i es, evokes envy by suggest i ng
somehow, somewher e, mor e pl easur e i s avai l abl e.

I n addi t i on, f emi ni st s f ear t hat por nogr aphy not onl y di st or t s t he por t r ayal of
f emal e sexual i t y by depi ct i ngwomenas nomor e t han obj ect s- f or -men, but t hat
i t al so bl ocks expl or at i on of women' s " t r ue" sexual i t y . Just when women wer e
begi nni ng t o di scuss what a sexual i t y emanci pat ed f r omdoubl e st andar ds and
pr ocr eat i ve t el eol ogy mi ght mean f or t hem, por nogr aphy t ur ned up i t s vol ume
and dr owned out wi t h a quadr ophoni c bl ast women' s t ent at i ve whi sper s .

Vi ol ence agai nst womenexi st s andwomen must def end t her r i sel ves agai nst
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i t . Our ot her concer ns about por nogr aphy ar e equal l y ser i ous . However ,
f ocussi ng anal ysi s of por nogr aphy on pot ent i al vi ol ence or ot her sour ces of
anxi et y makes i t di f f i cul t t o t hi nk cl ear l y i n t he ensui ng t ense, over - char ged
at mospher e. I ' mnot ar gui ng t hat our anxi et y i s unj ust i f i ed. However , I do t hi nk
t her e' s a r eal danger t hat t he cl i mat e of f ear we ar e hel pi ng t o cr eat e wi l l
st r engt hen r epr essi ve soci al f or ces and t hat someof our demands wi t h r egar d t o
por nogr ahy wi l l backf i r e and r esul t i n unant i ci pat ed l osses f or women. Thus as a
f emi ni st I ' d l i ke t o t ake one st ep back f r om t he f emi ni st di scussi on of
por nogr aphy and l ook at whywe began t o per cei ve por nogr aphy as a pr obl em,
what someof t he cont empor ar y r het or i c about por nogr aphy i s sayi ng, and how
t he cont empor ar y ant i - por nogr aphy consensus' ° f i t s i nt o t he hi st or y of f emi ni st
causes and demands . Si nce I am' pr i mar i l y concer ned about por nogr aphy i n
r el at i on t o t he women' s movement , I wi l l not deal wi t h t he separ at e t hough
r el at ed quest i ons of chi l d por nogr aphy or gay mal e por nogr aphy .

Once upon a t i me t her e wer e norms of cor r ect mascul i ne and f emi ni ne
behavi our . Anumber of f act or s - economi c and soci al changes beyond t he
cont r ol of anyonegr oup- haveensur ed t hat t hesenorms r emai n unchal l enged
i n ver y f ewmi l i eus wi t hi n Nor t hAmer i ca t oday . Femi ni sm, needl ess t o say, has
been di r ect l y i nvol ved i n over t hr owi ng r ecei ved i deas about bot h mal e and
f emal e pr opr i et y. I I Par al l el wi t h t hese changes, por nogr aphy, pr esumabl y t o
cr eat e and sust ai n newmar ket s, has ext ended t he bounds of what can, wi t hout
i ncur r i ng pr osecut i on, be shown and descr i bed. Por nogr aphy al l egedl y br eaks
t aboos of accept abl e r epr esent at i on, of t en i n a cont ext whi ch cl ai ms t o be
f unny, i r oni c, sel f - r ef er ent i al . Por nogr aphy pr ovokes t he shocked r esponse, t he
censor i n our heads who t el l s us t he i mage i s bad or di r t y, and t her ef or e
pl easur abl e. Por nogr aphy cl ai ms t o pushback bar r i er s i n or der t o cont i nue t o
t i t i l l at e. Per haps por nogr aphy even needs censor shi p so t hat i t wi l l have norms
t o vi ol at e.

However , an i mpor t ant el ement i n t he f emi ni st anal ysi s of por nogr aphy has
been t he ar gument t hat por nogr aphy does not , i n f act , vi ol at e norms of mal e
domi nance and f emal e submi ssi veness, but oper at es t o sust ai n t hem. I n t hi s
vi ew, por nogr aphy onl y seems t o have a r adi cal , l i ber at or y appeal t o t he
unconsci ous . I n r eal i t y, por nogr aphy gi ves us t he same ol d wor l d vi ewwe see
ever ywher e el se: men ar e subj ect s, women ar e obj ect s, not even obj ect s t o be
" known, " but di scr et e i t ems t o be scanned, vi ewed, t aken i n, or exchanged, l i ke
bi t s of i nf ormat i on.

But t hen, sowhat ?Why di d f emi ni st s becomeconcer ned about por nogr aphy
i f i t s val ues ar e j ust t hesame as t hosewe see ever ywher e el se i n t he cul t ur e?Why
i sol at e por nogr aphy f or speci al at t ent i on?

I f we' r e not af f l i ct ed wi t h hi st or i cal amnesi a or gui l t y sel f - deni al , we must
r emember t hat i n t he si xt i es most of us assumed sexual openness and
expl i ci t ness had somet hi ng t o do wi t h human l i ber at i on: we wer e cr eat i ng a
j oyous emanci pat or y f est i val whi chwoul d l i ber at e us f r omour f ear s, t i mi di t i es,
hang- ups, doubl e st andar ds . I n t he pr esent cl i mat e, when so many of us see
our sel ves as t he wal ki ng wounded of t he sexual r evol ut i on, t hat vi ew at best
seems nai ve, at wor st a mal e- conspi r at or i al r i p- of f .
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Femi ni st s of t en suggest t hat t he sevent i es' pr ol i f er at i on of por nogr aphy, as
wel l as i t s i ncr eased expl i ci t ness and vi ol ence, i s a mal e chauvi ni st backl ash t o
t he women' s movement . I n por nogr aphy men t ake r evenge on uppi t y women.
Mal e consumer s buy i nt o t he f ant asy and keep " t hei r " women of f bal ance by
br i ngi ng home por nogr aphy or by goi ng out openl y t o vi ew i t . Rel i gi ous
f undament al i st s bl ame t he women' s movement mor e di r ect l y f or augment i ng
t he avai l abi l i t y and popul ar i t y of por nogr aphy . Di dn' t we ur ge women t o be
" l i ber at ed, " i ndependent of men and mar r i age? Many Nor t h Amer i cans can' t
di st i ngui sh t he i dea of l i ber at i on pr omot ed by Gl or i a St ei nemf r omt he or e
mar ket ed by Hel enGur l ey Br own. Di dn' t f emi ni st s r ai se " new" i ssues r el at ed t o
sexual i t y t o publ i c consci ousness? Di dn' t we say t hat " t he per sonal i s
pol i t i cal " ?' 2 For many t hat t r ansl at es i nt o " t he pr i vat e i s publ i c" - so t her e we
get por nogr aphy t aki ng us at our wor d and maki ng women' s pr i vat es publ i cal l y
vi si bl e j ust about ever ywher e we t ur n. Howcan we obj ect t o t hat ? mi ght t he
j er emi ahs ask, andhowshal l we r espondt o such a ni ght mar i sh per ver si on of our
message?

For f emi ni st s, t her e i s not hi ng l i ber at ed, l i ber at i ng, or l i ber t ar i an i n t he
cur r ent avai l abi l i t y of expl i ci t sexual i mages cat er i ng t o al l speci al i zed t ast es . At
best t hi s wi de open mar ket const i t ut es " r epr essi ve t ol er ance; " at wor st , sexi st
pr opaganda as nef ar i ous as Mei n Kampf . On t he evi l ness of por nogr aphy,
f emi ni st s and f undament al i st s ar e at one. They di f f er , of cour se, on why i t ' s so
bad.

Femi ni st s have i sol at ed por nogr aphy as a pr obl emas a r esul t of t wo par al l el
t r ends wi t hi n t hewomen' smovement . One i s t he f ocus onmal evi ol ence, whi ch I
ment i oned ear l i er , and t he ot her i s t he at t empt t o devel op awomen' s per spect i ve
t hat cal l s i nt o quest i on mal e "uni ver sal " val ues . Whet her or not connect i ons
bet ween por nogr aphy and r ape can be demonst r at ed "sci ent i f i cal l y" i n
l abor at or y exper i ment s wi t h bi zar r e met hodol ogi es and dubi ous t heor et i cal
assumpt i ons, women asser t t hat t he degr adat i on of women i mmedi at el y vi si bl e
t o t hemi n por nogr aphy i s r eason enough t o bel i eve t hat boys and men who
regul ar l y consume i t must be cor r upt ed . Beyond t hat , women quest i on t he way
por nogr aphy depi ct s sexual i t y, cl ai mi ng t hat i t ' s not about sex at al l , but onl y
about domi nance, or t hat i t r epr esent s onl y mal e sexual i t y.

Thi s concer nwi t h por nogr aphy can be cor r el at edwi t h escal at i ng f r ust r at i on
over t he r esi st ance of " t he syst em" t o gr ant our j ust and r easonabl e demands .
Dur i ng t he l at e si xt i es andear l y sevent i es, enormous amount s of i nvest i gat i ons
wer e done, i nf ormat i on was col l ect ed, anal yses wer e made; we di scover ed and
demonst r at ed howempt y was t he egal i t ar i an r het or i c of our soci et y when i t
came t omen andwomen' s r eal l i f e pr i vi l eges andoppor t uni t i es . Thenby t he l at e
sevent i es, many t hi ngs seemed t o be get t i ng wor se i nst ead of bet t er . I ncr eased
di vor ce r at es and t he j ump i n si ngl e par ent f emal e- headed househol ds, we
r eal i zed, wer e l i ber at i ng many women i nt o pover t y . 13

However , j ust as ni net eent h cent ur y f emi ni st s over est i mat ed t he pot ency
t hat woul d accr ue t o t hemwi t h t he vot e, we al so may at f i r st haveexagger at ed
t he power of l egal change. Hi st or i cal l y f emi ni st s of t en conf l at ed l egal r i ght s wi t h
pol i t i cal power and assumedonedevol ved di r ect l y f r omt he ot her . 14 Per haps we
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al so assumed, i n t he ear l y days of t he cont empor ar y movement , t hat cogent
ar gument , al ong wi t h t i dyi ng upof t he l aw, woul dbe enough, or al most enough,
t o af f ect change. Our ear l y opt i mi smhas si nce gi ven way t o r age, and we have
been f or ced t o exami ne aspect s of our cul t ur e whi ch mai nt ai n mal edomi nance
at t he i r r at i onal l evel and under cut our r at i onal demands .

Thi s sear ch has l ed some f emi ni st s l i ke Nancy Chodor ow and Dor ot hy
Di nner st ei n 15 t o t ake a cl oser l ook at mot her i ng anduse psychoanal yt i c t heor y
t o expl or e mi sogyny and per sonal / cul t ur al ambi val ence t owar d women. I t has
l ed ot her s t o por nogr aphy, whi ch, i nsof ar as i t bl at ent l y sneer s at us, t edi ousl y
i nsi st s we ar e not hi ng but cunt s, bunni es, pussi es, and chi cks, seems l i ke t he
gr andi ose r evenge of t he (mal e) i nf ant i l e i magi nat i on. For , adopt i ng t he vi si on
por nogr aphy pr esent s of women, whowoul d t r ust us wi t h any aut hor i t y i f al l we
r eal l y want , no mat t er what our pr et ensi ons, i s a good l ay? But t henwho woul d
t r ust t he menwe see i n por nogr aphy ei t her ?Woul d webuy used car s f r omt hem
or el ect t hemt o pol i t i cal of f i ce? No mat t er what t hei r pr et ensi ons, al l t hey want
i s a good l ay . Suppose weas women real l y do l ook at por nogr aphy wi t h our own
eyes and not as we i magi ne men l ook at i t . Thi s may seeml i ke a r i di cul ous,
ut opi an wi sh, gi ven t he power r el at i ons of our cul t ur e. But t henwhocanendow
us wi t h t he l egi t i macy of our own per spect i ve?

I f we do l ook agai n at por nogr aphy, I t hi nk we' l l see not onl y women' s
degr adat i on, but al so human pat hos and pai n. Par adoxi cal l y, f emi ni st
condemnat i on of por nogr aphy acccept s t he br i t t l e mal e f ant asy - t hat t he r eal -
l i f e, unr el i abl e peni s i s magi cal , power f ul , i r r esi st i bl e - andover l ooks t he f ear s
and i nsecur i t i es such f ant asy i s meant t o di ssol ve .

I r eal i ze t hat I ' ve st r ayed her e f r om f emi ni st or t hodoxy and r ai sed
pr ovocat i ve quest i ons whi ch some may r egar d as f r i vol ous. Nonet hel ess, i n
t aki ng uppor nogr aphy as a pol i t i cal i ssue, I t hi nk wehave not t akenaccount of
hi st or i cal par al l el s wi t h var i ous ni net eent h cent ur y f emi ni st s' mor al and
pol i t i cal concer ns . For a f ewmoment s, I woul d l i ke t o expl or e some of t hese and
t hen r et ur n t o cont empor ar y f emi ni smand por nogr aphy .

Ni net eet h cent ur y f emi ni smwas not l i mi t ed i n scope t o a uni di mensi onal
st r uggl e f or women' s suf f r age, as hi st or i ans woul d havehadus bel i eve f or many
year s . Women' s demands f or ci vi l r i ght s andexpandedpar t i ci pat i on i n t hewor l d
out si de t he home wer e l i nked wi t h a wi de r ange of ot her i ssues, i ncl udi ng
concer ns r el at ed t o sexual i t y . Di scussi ons of " vol unt ar y mot her hood" r ai sed t he
possi bi l i t y of women' s sexual aut onomy wi t hi n mar r i age. ' 6 A f ew ut opi an
communi t i es and f r ee l ove advocat es went f ur t her , , quest i oned t he sanct i t y of
mar r i age and champi oned women' s r i ght t o a sexual i t y f r ee of mar r i age' s
excl usi vi t y . Nonet hel ess, most f emi ni st s f or esawa t r ansf ormed i nst i t ut i on of
mar r i age, pur ged of bot h mal e supr emacy and sexual i gnor ance. " However , on
t he dar ker si de, women di d r ecogni ze t hat sexual i t y coul d pose a t hr eat , and
t hei r f ear s became or gani zed ar ound var i ous campai gns deal i ng wi t h
pr ost i t ut i on, whi t e sl aver y and "soci al pur i t y . "

El l enDuboi s and Li ndaGor donhavepoi nt ed out t hat f or ni net eent h cent ur y
f emi ni st s t he pr ost i t ut e r epr esent ed t he "qui nt essent i al sexual t er r or , " " ' f or she
epi t omi zed f emal e vi ct i mi zat i on at t he hands of l ust f ul , expl oi t at i ve men.
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Ref ormer s i n bot h Br i t ai n and t he Uni t ed St at es f ocussed t hei r ener gy bot h on
r escui ng pr ost i t ut es f r omt hei r degr aded l i f e and onopposi ng st at e r egul at i on of
pr ost i t ut i on . Li censi ng pr ost i t ut es and coer ci ng t hem i nt o physi cal
exami nat i ons, r ef ormer s ar gued, cyni cal l y at t empt ed t o pr ot ect men f r om
vener eal di sease at t he expense of t hewomen' s ci vi l r i ght s . Si nce t he def i ni t i on
of pr ost i t ut i on even at t he t ur n of t he cent ur y was not or i ousl y vague, ' 9 and
coul d i ncl ude non- commer ci al ext r amar i t al f emal e sexual act i vi t y, t he danger of
i nf r i ngement onany woman' s ci vi l r i ght s was evi dent . However , many f emi ni st s
al so i magi nat i vel y i dent i f i ed wi t h t he act ual pr ost i t ut e and made her out r age
t hei r own.

I n Br i t ai n, Josephi ne But l er l ed t he f emi ni st wi ng of t he ant i - Cont agi ous
Di seases Act s movement . The Cont agi ous Di seases Act s, a ser i es of l aws passed
bet ween 1864 and 1869, pr ovi ded f or t he " sani t ar y i nspect i on" of al l eged
pr ost i t ut es near desi gnat ed mi l i t ar y depot s i n Engl and and I r el and . Some
doct or s and pol i t i ci ans want ed t o see t he Act s ext ended t o t he ci vi l i an
popul at i on. Si mi l ar l y i n ni net eet h cent ur y Amer i ca, f emi ni st s t ook par t i n
st r uggl es t o oppose t he passage of such r egul at or y l egi sl at i on . 2° I n Canada, a
Pur i t y Educat i on Associ at i on exi st ed i n Tor ont o bet ween 1906 and 1915, and a
Nat i onal Counci l f or t he Abol i t i on of Whi t e Sl aver y was f ounded i n 1912, but
most of t he act i vi t y ar ound sexual concer ns was connect ed wi t h t he Women' s
Chr i st i an Temper ance Uni on. 2 '

The pr ost i t ut e, however , was not onl y a symbol f or f emi ni st s of women' s
oppr essi on; shewas al so a symbol f or mor al i st s of t he soci al di sl ocat i on caused
by i ndust r i al i sat i on. When we l ook at t he ant i - Cont agi ous Di seases Act s
campai gn i n Br i t ai n or t he ant i - r egul at i oncampai gns i n t he Uni t ed St at es, wesee
t hat mor al i st s and f emi ni st s had concer ns t hat bot h di f f er ed and over l apped.
Femi ni st s want ed t o abol i sh pr ost i t ut i on by "savi ng" pr ost i t ut es and
r echannel i ng men' s sexual i mpul ses i nt o " accept abl e" r el at i onshi ps . They
r ej ect ed t he vi ewt hat t he pr ost i t ut ewas a " f al l enwoman, " a per pet ual out cast , a
pot ent i al pol l ut er of men. I nst ead she was a vi ct i mof "mal e pol l ut i on . . . who
had been i nvaded by men' s bodi es, men' s l aws, and by t hat ' st eel peni s, ' t he
specul um. "22 Femi ni st s deepl y r esent ed t he sexual l i cense men cl ai med f or
t hemsel ves and condemned i nwomen. Bot h f emi ni st s and ot her s i n t he pur i t y
movement advocat ed a "si ngl e st andar d of mor al i t y" f or bot h men and women.
I n addi t i on, f emi ni st s coul d use t he assumed mor al super i or i t y and "passi on-
l essness" of goodwoment o ar gue t hat t hey shoul dwei l d pol i t i cal power t o cl ean
up t he cor r upt publ i c wor l d. 23 However , t hi s st r at egy undermi ned at t empt s t o
make posi t i ve cl ai ms f or women' s sexual i t y .

Ent husi asmf or t he t emper ance, soci al pur i t y and ot her r ef ormmovement s
whi ch ai med at mor al i mpr ovement t hr ough l egi sl at i ve i nt er vent i onwas f uel ed
par t l y by what we mi ght see as f emi ni st concer ns, and par t l y by anxi et y over
ur bani zat i on, commer ci al i zat i on, i ndust r i al i sat i on - al l t he " - i zat i ons" t hat
t hr eat ened f ami l y and r ur al val ues wi t h r ampant , expl oi t at i ve i ndi vi dual i sm. 24
Ver y of t en ot her anxi et i es wer e di spl aced ont o sexual i ssues, whi ch ar e
guar ant eed t o pr ovoke at t ent i on and i ndi gnat i on . However , as we' l l see, women
di d not necessar i l y benef i t f r omt he r esul t i ng cl i mat e and/ or r ef orms .
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By emphasi zi ng t he Vi ct or i an not i on of women' s passi onl essness and mor al
super i or i t y women wer e abl e t o chal l enge mal e sexual pr er ogat i ves wi t hi n and
out si de t he f ami l y and f or ge an ar gument i n f avor of t hei r ownpol i t i cal power .
However , t hi s . l ed f emi ni st s t o sacr i f i ce f or sever al decades an oppor t uni t y t o
def i ne t hei r sexual i t y on t hei r own t erms . ( As we know, numer ous "exper t s"
r ushed i n t o f i l l t he vaccuum. ) Even ear l y bi r t h cont r ol advocat es r an up agai nst
t he f ear t hat cont r acept i on woul d l eavewomen mor e vul ner abl e t o mal e sexual
expl oi t at i on . Thi s r est r i ct ed vi ewof women' s sexual i t y al so made i t i mpossi bl e
f or many f emi ni st s t o under st and t he compl ex r eal i t y of t he pr ost i t ut e her sel f .
Consequent l y t hey coul d be shocked by pr ost i t ut es who r ef used t o behave l i ke
pr oper vi ct i ms andaccept " r escue. " They wer e al so hi ghl y suspi ci ous of wor ki ng
cl ass cul t ur e and mor es, and coul d t ake a r epr essi ve at t i t ude t owar d sexual
act i vi t y on t he par t of young wor ki ng gi r l s . One mi ght even go so f ar as t o ar gue
t hat many or di nar y womenwer e put of f by a vi ewof f emal e sexual i t y t hat di d not
cor r espond t o t hei r own exper i ence. 25

Consequent l y, al t hough f emi ni st s succeeded i n Br i t ai n i n havi ng t he
Cont agi ous Di seases Act s r epeal ed, and bl ocked i n many i nst ances t he passage
of r egul at i oni st l egi sl at i on i n Amer i ca, t hey ul t i mat el y di d not cont r ol t he
di r ect i on of t he pur i t y movement s and t hei r wor k i r oni cal l y hel ped pave t heway
f or l egi sl at i on ai med at r epr essi ng pr ost i t ut i on, whi ch, t hough i t di d not
el i mi nat e t he " soci al evi l , " made t he l i f e of t he pr ost i t ut e her sel f l onel i er , har der ,
and r i ski er .

As l ong as pr ost i t ut i on had been i nf ormal l y t ol er at ed, pr ost i t ut es coul d l i ve
among or on t he f r i nges of t he casual l abor i ng poor . They had a degr ee of
aut onomy, and wer e not usual l y expl oi t ed by pi mps . However , i n Br i t ai n t he
debat e over pr ost i t ut i on was r ai sed t o a mor e i mpassi oned l evel wi t h t he
publ i cat i on ofW.T. St ead' s i nf amous "Mai denTr i but e of Moder n Babyl on" ser i es
i n 1885. St ead' s document at i on of t he sal e of " f i ve poundvi r gi ns" t o ar i st ocr at i c
r akes, al ong wi t h ot her sensat i onal i st i c account s of "whi t e sl ave" t r af f i c, l ed t o
t he passage of t he Cr i mi nal LawAmendment Act ( 1885) whi ch r ai sed t he age of
consent f or gi r l s f r omt hi r t een t o si xt een. However , i t al so gave t he pol i ce
i ncr eased j ur i sdi ct i on over wor ki ng cl ass gi r l s andwomenand enabl ed t hemt o
car r y out r ai ds on l odgi ng house br ot hel s . The cl osi ng of br ot hel s f ai l ed t o
el i mi nat e pr ost i t ut i on, but i t di d r ender pr ost i t ut es subj ect t o ar bi t r ar y exer ci ses
of pol i ce power and i t f or ced t hemt o seek pr ot ect i on f r ompi mps and ot her
underwor l d men. I n 1912 Syl vi a Pankhur st r emar kedof t heWhi t e Sl aver y Act : " I t
i s a st r ange t hi ng t hat t he l at est cr i mi nal Amendment Act , whi ch was passed
ost ensi bl y t o pr ot ect women, i s bei ng used excl usi vel y t o puni shwomen. "26 I t i s
al so wor t h not i ng t hat t he ear l i er 1885 Act pr ohi bi t ed " i ndecent act s" bet ween
mal e consent i ng adul t s, al l owi ng f or t he pr osecut i on of homosexual s .

Par adoxi cal l y, t he pur i t y movement , i n i t s ef f or t s t o est abl i sh " ci vi l i zed
mor al i t y, " a pr e- Fr eudi an not i on of t he passi ons under t he t ot al cont r ol of wi l l
and r eason, hel ped t o l aunch an ai r i ng of t opi cs f ormer l y unt ouchabl e .
I r oni cal l y i n i t s ver y desi r e t o suppr ess passi on and di sr upt i ve sexual i t y i t

cont r i but ed t o a cl i mat e i n whi ch such i ssues coul d be r esear ched and
i nvest i gat ed . Nonet hel ess, t hi s " openness" al so meant behavi our must be mor e
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car ef ul l y scr ut i ni zed . As I have not ed, f or women, especi al l y young wor ki ng
cl ass women, ext r amar i t al sexual act i vi t y of t en became not onl y unaccept abl e
and i mmor al , but al so cr i mi nal , and mor e l i kel y t o r esul t i n ar r est and
i mpr i sonment . 21

Thus i n t he Uni t ed St at es, ni net eent h cent ur y evangel i cal movement s t o
r escue pr ost i t ut es gaveway t o Pr ogr essi ve Er a soci al wel f ar e ef f or t s t o " r ef orm"
t hem. Dur i ng t he post - bel l umer a, f ormer abol i t i oni st s t ur ned t hei r at t ent i on t o
pr ost i t ut i on and br ought t o t he cr usade agai nst "whi t e sl aver y" al l t he ener gy
and mor al ent husi asmt hey' d devel oped i n t he f i ght f or bl ack emanci pat i on.
However , as i n Engl and, l egi sl at i on passed t o el i mi nat e pr ost i t ut i on l ed t o
ar bi t r ar y pol i ce r ai ds, pr essur i ng pr ost i t ut es i nt o dependence on pi mps .
I r oni cal l y t he newref ormat or i es i nst i t ut ed af t er t he t ur n of t he cent ur y t o puni sh
devi ant f emal e sexual behavi our cr eat ed condi t i ons wher eby gi r l s l i ke Mai mi e
Pi nzer , whose l i f e has becomeknownt hr ough publ i cat i on of her l et t er s t o Fanny
Qui ncy Howe, 28 mi ght be pushed i nt o pr ost i t ut i on by t he ver y j ust i ce/ soci al
wel f ar e syst emdesi gned t o r edeemt hem.

The ul t i mat e r esul t of t he al l i ance of f emi ni st s and ot her soci al pur i t y
advocat es was t hat t he f emi ni st di mensi on of t he at t ack onpr ost i t ut i on was l ost
and onl y t he at t ack on t he pr ost i t ut e her sel f sur vi ved. Thi s can be seen at i t s
most vi r ul ent af t er Amer i can ent r ance i nt oWor l dWar 1 . The f eder al gover nment
was so concer ned wi t h mai nt ai ni ng a "pur e" army t hat i t ar r est ed and det ai ned
mor e t han 15, 000 suspect ed pr ost i t ut es . I n addi t i on, i t ' s wor t h not i ng t hat t he
soci al pur i t y campai gns agai nst obsceni t y i n l i t er at ur e, ar t , and popul ar cul t ur e
l ed by Josi ah Leeds andAnt hony Comst ock cr eat ed t he l egi sl at i on ( 1873) under
whi ch t he Sanger s wer e l at er pr osecut ed f or sendi ng women bi r t h cont r ol
i nf ormat i on. Thi s l egi sl at i on al so made i t di f f i cul t f or f emi ni st s t o wr i t e openl y
about t opi cs l i ke r ape and i ncest .
Wecan see t hat ni net eent h and t ur n of t he cent ur y campai gns ar ound sexual

t hemes coagul at ed anxi et i es pr ovoked by, i ncr eased commer ci al i zat i on,
commodi f i cat i on, and ot her t ypes of soci al change, and ul t i mat el y, i n or der t o
al l ay f ear s, l egi t i mat ed mor e gover nment i nt er vent i on, mani pul at i on and
cont r ol . Al t hough we must be car ef ul about dr awi ng hi st or i cal par al l el s i n a
f aci l e way, one t hi ngwecan not e i s t hat publ i c di scussi ons of sexual i ssues ar e
ext r emel y vol at i l e, encour age di spl acement , and pr ovoke r epr essi on as wel l as
permi t enl i ght enment .

Twent i et h cent ur y f emi ni st s cer t ai nl y do not cl ai m, as di d so many of our
ni net eent h cent ur y si st er s, t hat women ar e "passi onl ess" or " sexl ess" and f or
t hat r eason deser vi ng of mor e power and aut hor i t y . However , i n t he f emi ni st
di scussi on of por nogr aphy we f i nd t he assumpt i on t hat men' s sexual i t y i s
essent i al l y di f f er ent f r omwomen' s and mor e pat hol ogi cal . I n Susan Gr i f f i n' s
anal ysi s, sexual i t y i t sel f i s nat ur al and good but menhave cor r upt ed i t wi t h bad
cul t ur al const r uct i ons .29 I n Andr ea Dwor ki n' s vi ew, por nogr aphy l i es about
f emal e sexual i t y, r epr esent i ng woman as "a l ewd, di ssol ut e br azen t hi ng, a
whor e al ways sol i ci t i ng, " but i t t el l s t he t r ut h about mal e sexual i t y : " That men
bel i eve what por nogr aphy says about women . . . Fr omt he wor st t o t he best of
t hem, t hey do. "3° To t ake t hi s poi nt one st ep f ur t her , por nogr aphy por t r ays
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women and t hei r sexual i t y as essent i al l y cont r ol l abl e by men ( bondage
por nogr aphy i s t he l ogi cal r esul t ) ; f emi ni st di scour se on por nogr aphy por t r ays
men and t hei r sexual i t y as essent i al l y cont r ol l abl e by por nogr aphy . Thi s
mi r r or i ng of what i s a di st or t ed i dea of our own sexual i t y ought t o gi ve us
pause.

Al t hough f emi ni st wr i t er s on por nogr aphy do not pr esume women ar e
sexl ess, t hey do i mpl y t hat , l ef t t o our own devi ces, f r ee of mal e coer ci ve
i nt er f er ence, women ar e r easonabl e, sel f - det ermi ni ng bei ngs wi t h a sexual i t y
t hat i s unpr obl emat i c, unpat hol ogi cal , gent l e andgood. 3 ' I n f emi ni st di scour se
onpor nogr aphy al l danger ous, di sr upt i ve aspect s of sexual i t y ar e pr oj ect ed ont o
menor "mal e cul t ur e. " I nt er est i ngl y, t hi s pr oj ect i on mi r r or s what SusanGr i f f i n
t el l s us por nogr aphy does wi t h men' s " good" f eel i ngs ; por nogr aphy pr oj ect s
men' s vul ner abi l i t i es ont owomen so t hat t hese f eel i ngs can be cont r ol l ed. We
rever se t he pr ocess and pr oj ect our unf emi ni ne nast i ness and aggr essi on ont o
men. I nsof ar as such human nast i ness sur f aces i n por nogr aphy, we' d l i ke t o
suppr ess i t . Lor enne Cl ar k pr ovi des a good exampl e of t hi s at t i t ude when she
says : "We ar e not i n any way opposed t o-t hemanuf act ur e, sal e, or di st r i but i on of
mat er i al s whi ch st r ess t he posi t i ve aspect s of humansexual i t y. " 32 As f emi ni st s,
canwe real l y set our sel ves upas cul t ur al commi sar s, deci di ngwhat i s andwhat
i s not " posi t i ve" enough about sex t o be r epr esent ed?
We may not pr eci sel y be passi onl ess anymor e, but some of t hese hi dden

assumpt i ons about our sexual i t y ar e equal l y di st or t i ng . They accompany a
not i on of t he sel f as an ent i t y di st i nct f r omt he body ; f or Andr ea Dwor ki n: "Al l
st r uggl e f or di gni t y and sel f - det ermi nat i on i s r oot ed i n t he st r uggl e f or act ual
cont r ol over one' s own body, especi al l y cont r ol over access t o one' s own
body . "33 But , wemi ght ask her e, ar ewomenembodi edbei ngs or ar ewe owner s of
bodi es who make r at i onal deci si ons about ot her s' r i ght s of way? Thi s i s not a
f r i vol ous, hai r - spl i t t i ng quest i on, i f , af t er al l , wedon' t l i ke por nogr aphy because
i t mar ket s women as sal abl e obj ect s or mal e publ i c pr oper t y accessi bl e t o
anyone. I f we posssess our bodi es, sur el y we can sel l t hemi n a commodi t y
cul t ur e . Onl y i f , as f emi ni st s, we devel op a ver y di f f er ent vi ew of t he sel f , and
ar gue f r omt hat , can sel f - sal e be unt hi nkabl e.

Anot her poi nt of cont i nui t y bet ween ni net eent h and t went i et h cent ur y
f emi ni st s r evol ves ar ound t he wor d "pr ot ect i on. " One of t he most i mpor t ant
emphases on whi ch f emi ni st s and ot her s i n t he soci al pur i t y movement agr eed
was t he pr ot ect i on of t he f ami l y, whi chseemed t hr eat ened by any waywar d and/
or commer ci al i zed sexual i t y. Gi ven t hat t he ni net eent h cent ur y f ami l y was
al r eady an abst r act i on f r omt he l ar ger communi t y, i t ' s a measur e of j ust how
at omi zed our soci et y has become t hat we hear l i t t l e f r ommoder n f emi ni st s
about pr ot ect i on of t he f ami l y, t hough we do hear a good deal about pr ot ect i ng
women and chi l dr en f r om harm resul t i ng di r ect l y or i ndi r ect l y f r om
por nogr aphy .

The at t empt t o demonst r at e such harmempi r i cal l y has been cr eat i ng t he
r eput at i ons of l ar ge number s of behavi our al psychol ogi st s t hese days34
Concer n shi f t s f r omwhat por nogr aphy mi ght encour age men t o do t owoment o
what por nogr aphy encour ages men t o t hi nk about women and sexual i t y. Al l
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such exper i ment s i sol at e por nogr aphi c i mages of women and t henpost ul at e an
ext r emel y si mpl i st i c r el at i onshi p bet ween r epr esent at i on and act i ons or
at t i t udes . They pr esume, as do many f emi ni st s who base t hei r anal yses on
si mi l ar assumpt i ons, t hat seei ng cer t ai n ki nds of i mages " condi t i ons" men t o
degr ade and despi se women. Lor enne Cl ar k makes t hi s poi nt when she says :
"Por nogr aphy i s a met hod of soci al i zat i on. " 35 Such use of t he wor d
"soci al i zat i on" r educes i t t o t he t hi nnest , most psychol ogi cal l y super f i ci al
behavi our i st model . I n t hi s vi ewsexual i t y - or mor e speci f i cal l y mal e sexual i t y
- i s l i f t ed ent i r el y out of t he f abr i c of f ami l y or ot her deep emot i onal
r el at i onshi ps and i s vi ewed as i nf i ni t el y mal l eabl e . I r oni cal l y, t hi s t hi n,
cont i gent vi ewof humanrel at i onshi ps i s j ust t he por t r ai t we get i n por nogr aphy
i t sel f .

I n addi t i on, exper i ment s deal i ng wi t h por nogr aphy assume t hat por no-
gr aphi c i mages and nar r at i ves af f ect vi ewer s/ r eader s i n a way t hat i s ent i r el y
di f f er ent f r omot her t ypes of nar r at i ves and i mages so t hat audi ences wi l l t r eat
por nogr aphy much mor e l i ke " i nf ormat i on" t han t hey wi l l ot her t ypes of popul ar
cul t ur e, t hat t hey wi l l br acket i t i n an ent i r el y di f f er ent way f r omsay, west er ns or
sci ence f i ct i on. 36 Por nogr aphy i n t hi s vi ewbecomes a ki nd of " howt o" manual :
" I t i s a vi vi d depi ct i on of howt o depl oy mal e sexual i t y i n j ust t he way t hat wi l l
achi eve maxi mumef f ect i n mai nt ai ni ng t he st at us quo. " 31

Per haps t he under l yi ng concer n her e i s t he f ear of a ki nd of epi demi c
degener at i on of i nt er pr et i ve ski l l s . We l i ve i n a wor l d whi ch demands an abi l i t y
t o scan mat er i al f or f act s and ar gument s, whi ch encour ages t he di f f usi on of
at t ent i on or concent r at i on, whi ch r el egat es " i nt er pr et at i on, " f ormer l y at t he
cul t ur al cent r e, at l east i n r el i gi on, t o t he r el at i ve per i pher y of l i t er ar y cr i t i ci sm
and psychoanal ysi s . Havemost peopl e' s i nt er pr et i ve ski l l s degener at ed t o such
a degr ee t hat t hey can no l onger di st i ngui sh, at t he most basi c l evel , l i t er al f r om
symbol i c meani ng? Or i s t hi s a pecul i ar l y mal e f oi bl e i n t he r eal m of
por nogr aphy?

I f we ask t hat quest i on, however , we mi ght al so ask our sel ves how
sophi st i cat ed f emi ni st cr i t i ques of por nogr aphy have been? I s t her e r oomf or
i mpr ovi ng our own i nt er pr et at i ons? Does t hi s mat t er i f what wear e engaged i n i s
a st r uggl e f or power ?

One t hi ng t hat di st ur bsme about t he f emi ni st di scussi on of por nogr aphy i s
t he way al l por nogr aphy i s l umped t oget her and f l at t ened out . Woul d we make
t he bl anket st at ement s we make about por nogr aphy i f we wer e di scussi ng any
ot her popul ar genr e? Some f emi ni st s do di st i ngui sh bet ween vi ol ent and non-
vi ol ent por nogr aphy, ar gui ng t hat onl y t he l at t er i s danger ous, but mor e
commonl y we see t he cont ent i on t hat al l por nogr aphy i s obj ect i f yi ng,
degr adi ng, and t her ef or e vi ol ent . I f a young man begi ns by subscr i bi ng t o
Pl ayboy, he wi l l end wi t h a cr avi ng f or snuf f movi es, much t he way we wer e
war ned about t he danger of mar i j uana' s l eadi ng us i nevi t abl y t o her oi n
addi ct i on .

Cer t ai nl y t he por t r ayal of women i n por nogr aphy i s, by and l ar ge, i nsul t i ng,
i r r i t at i ng and wor t hy of cr i t i que. However , when we i nvoke mor e "pr ot ect i on"
f r omt he st at e, we must be car ef ul howwe do i t . I t hi nk t hat t he ver y wor d
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"pr ot ect i on, " gi ven what i t i mpl i es f or women, shoul d make us hesi t at e, f or t he
hi st or i cal r ecor d of " pr ot ect i ve" l egi sl at i on - whet her i n t he r eal mof mor al s or
t he l abour mar ket - i s cer t ai nl y an ambi guous one. When we demand
gover nment pr ot ect i on f r ompor nogr aphy, gi ven t he ar bi t r ar y, pat er nal i st i c,
aut hor i t ar i an modes such l egi sl at i on and i t s enf or cement al ways t ake, ar en' t we
aski ng f or mor eof what wedon' t l i ke i n ot her ar eas? I nsi st i ng onour need t o be
pr ot ect ed, wehol d ont o t he r ol e of vi ct i mor pot ent i al vi ct i m, t he ver y posi t i on
f r omwhi ch our ef f or t s as f emi ni st s ar e desi gned t o ext r i cat e us .38 Our st at us as
vi ct i ms of mal e vi ol ence may seemt o gi ve us a ki nd of mor al aut hor i t y . And t he
det achment we cl ai mf r ommal e sexual pat hol ogy may gi ve us an ar gument f or
appr opr i at i ng mor e power . But hi st or i cal l y i n t he gender bat t l es we have seen
how l i mi t i ng and undermi ni ng t hese t act i cs wer e, as wel l as how t hey of t en
backf i r ed i n t hei r ul t i mat e ef f ect s . I t hi nk t oday we shoul d j et t i son t hemi n our
cur r ent st r uggl es .

Of cour se women do suf f er r eal l i f e act s of vi ol ence ever yday . Thi s i s a f act
whi ch bei ng f ast i di ous about wor ds l i ke " pr ot ect i on" wi l l not make go away .
Cer t ai nl y a gooddeal of our anger about por nogr aphy r esul t s f r omour f ear t hat
we may bevi ct i mi zed ei t her by t he manwhose f r ee- f l oat i ng psychot i c mi sogyny
has been set of f by por nogr aphy, or by t he mor eor di nar y mal ewho sees r ape as a
mi nor peccadi l l o, f or i f sex i s a commodi t y, i sn' t r ape j ust pet t y t hef t ?

Si nce our cul t ur e const i t ut es i t sel f t o such an ext r eme degr ee f r omi mages
and spect acl e, i t ' s i nevi t abl e t hat pol i t i cal st r uggl e wi l l r evol ve ar ound j ust such
i ssues . For t he i mage of woman as mor oni c sex obj ect , we woul d l i ke t o
subst i t ut e t he i mage of woman as compl ex per son, act i ve subj ect - someone t o
be r eckonedwi t h and r egar ded ser i ousl y. I t ' s qui t e obvi ous t hat i n t hi s st r uggl e
over i mages we can' t st op wi t h por nogr aphy ; we al so have t he whol e domai n of
adver t i si ng t o cont end wi t h, not t o ment i on a st agger i ng pr opor t i on of our
t el evi si on, movi es and books . Af t er al l , one coul d ar gue t hat many mai nst r eam
movi es ar e mor e danger ous t han por nogr aphi c ones . i nsof ar as t hey ar e bet t er
made, wi t hmor e t al ent ed di r ect i on and act i ng, mor e sophi st i cat ed nar r at i on and
f i l mi ng, t hey ought t o be mor e power f ul , mor e compel l i ng t han t he l ow budget
dr i vel r egul ar l y t ur ned out by t he ski nf l i ck t r ade.

Thi s i s not t o say t hat j ust because humi l i at i ng i mages per vade our cul t ur e
weought t o f or get about por nogr aphy as an i ssue, but we shoul d be car ef ul not
t o l egi t i mi ze ot her sexi st i mages by f ocussi ng excl usi vel y on por nogr aphy . I
don' t t hi nk we can sol ve our " i mage pr obl em" wi t h bet t er def i ni t i ons of
obsceni t y, i ncl usi on of an accept abl e def i ni t i on of por nogr aphy i n t he cr i mi nal
code, or mor e censor shi p. I nst ead of demandi ng mor e r est r i ct i ons f r omt he
st at e, we shoul d demand mor e r esour ces - f or women ar t i st s, f i l mmaker s,
publ i sher s . "Bet t er " censor shi p wi l l not benef i t women, but i t wi l l cer t ai nl y
benef i t pol i ce f or ces and pr osecut or s who wi l l see t hei r al r eady f at budget s
swel l .

A new appr oach t o l egi sl at i on on por nogr aphy has been pr oposed i n
Mi nneapol i s by Cat her i ne MacKi nnon and Andr ea Dwor ki n. Thei r or di nance
woul dpermi t ci vi l l i t i gat i on agai nst por nogr apher s by womenwho cl ai med t hat
harm had occur r ed t o t hem: t hat t hey had been coer ced i nt o maki ng
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por nogr aphy; t hat t hey had been f or ced t o vi ew i t ; or t hat t hey had been
assaul t ed due t o por nogr aphy . MacKi nnon' s pur pose i s t o t r ansf er t he debat e
out of i t s cur r ent l egi sl at i ve cul de sac and r ai se i n t he cour t s t he i ssue t hat
por nogr aphy vi ol at es women' s ci vi l r i ght s .

Thi s appr oachhas some at t r act i ve f eat ur es, si nce i t does shi f t emphasi s f r om
t he i dea t hat sexual expl i ci t ness per se i s of f ensi ve t o t he not i on t hat cer t ai n
ki nds of sexual r epr esent at i on ar e harmf ul because t hey pr omot e i nequal i t y .
Nonet hel ess, I st i l l wonder whet her we can or want t o l egi sl at e onl y a cer t ai n
ki nd of sexual r epr esent at i on - i . e . , sex under condi t i ons of mut ual i t y,
r eci pr oci t y, equal i t y . Do we real l y want t o say t hat our ci vi l r i ght s i ncl ude t he
r i ght t o see onl y cer t ai n ki nds of i mages?

Sexual i t y has shoul der ed an enormous wei ght of expect at i ons i n our
cul t ur e39 expect at i ons t hat sexual " f ul f i l l ment " wi l l compensat e f or t he sensual
i mpover i shment of ur ban l i f e, t he emot i onal i mpover i shment of a cul t ur e t hat
pr omot es t hi n soci abi l i t y at t he expense of l ong- t erm deep connect i on, t he
spi r i t ual i mpover i shment r esul t i ng f r omt he abst r act qual i t y of most wor k .4o
Por nogr aphy capi t al i zes on t hese expect at i ons, i nduci ng us t o bel i eve t hat
sexual " f ul f i l l ment " i s avai l abl e but el usi ve, j ust l i ke t he gr at i f i cat i on of a Sal em,
a Budwei ser - i t ' s t her e f or sur e, i n t he next , al ways t he next act of
consumpt i on.

As women, we ar e mor e awar e of t he f r aud her e; we not onl y r ecei ve t he
i l l usor y pr omi se of f ul f i l l ment , we ar e t he pr omi se. The t er r i bl e i r ony of f emal e
sexual i t y i s t hat women ar e expect ed t o embody a oneness wi t h t he body, a
physi cal sel f - conf i dence associ at ed wi t h i deal mot her hood - t hi s t hey ar e
supposed t o gi ve t o men. However , i t ' s r ar e f or women t o devel op a t r ue
conf i dence i nt hei r owndesi r e and desi r abi l i t y si nce f emal e sexual devel opment
i s so permeat edwi t h f ear , and ever ybody' s i dent i t y i s const ant l y undermi ned i n
t hi s cul t ur e of envy .

Por nogr aphy conf r ont s us not onl y wi t h mal e power , but al so wi t h mal e
r esent ment , r esent ment at what has seemi ngl y been pr omi sed and t hen
wi t hhel d. We, on t he ot her hand, shoul d know t hat t hi s sensual pl easur e
does not bel ong t o us, i s not our s t o gi ve or deny f or i t i s not a t hi ng, not
a pr oduct , but , wher e i t exi st s, i s act i vi t y, pr ocess, f eel i ng, r el at i onshi p . I n
sexual i t y wewoul d l i ke t o pr eser ve some pr i vi l eged ar ea, some space f r ee f r om
t he commodi f i cat i on of so much of t he r est of our l i ves . When sexual i t y seems
l i ke t he l ast vest i ge of our r omant i c i ndi vi dual i t y, por nogr aphy i nsi st s t hat her e
t oo t her e' s not hi ng but a ki nd of Eat on' s cat al ogue of i mages - ar est r i ct ed code
r educi ng al l " sel f - expr essi on" t o gr ot esque banal i t y .

Thi s paper i s meant t o be pr ovocat i ve. I t may seeml i ke a bet r ayal of t he
f or ces of good, an over - i nt el l ect ual i zed sel l - out t o t he por nocr at s . However , I ' m
wr i t i ng i t because as a f emi ni st I ' mconcer ned about our di r ect i ons, demands
and al l i ances. We shoul d keep i n mi nd when f ormi ng pol i t i cal al l i ances on t hi s
i ssue t hat , no mat t er what we say, most peopl e wi l l become i ndi gnant about
por nogr aphy, not because t hey see i t as mi sogyni st i c, but because t hey see i t as
sexual , and f or t hat r eason i t r ai ses al l ki nds of anxi et i es about " pr oper " gender
r el at i ons we cal l i nt o quest i on i n ot her cont ext s .
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Aswesawwi t h t he f i r st waveof f emi ni sm, sexual i ssues f ocussed al l ki nds of
ot her f ear s . Today we have even mor e t o be af r ai d of - aci d r ai n, nucl ear
r eact or s, chemi cal wast es - t o name but a f ew at r andom. To even t he most
opt i mi st i c, our wor l d seems qui t e out of cont r ol . A r e- or der i ng of gender
r el at i ons, al ong wi t h suppr essi on of sexual expl i ci t ness, can t ake on power f ul
at t r act i on. We see t hi s i n Amer i can r i ght - wi ng ant i - f emi ni sm.

A number of ot her t hi ngs di st ur b me about f emi ni st di scour se on
por nogr aphy . Of t en we cat ch an echo of t he ni net eent h cent ur y t emper ance
movement ' s assumpt i on t hat el i mi nat i ng dr i nk woul d abol i sh wi f e beat i ng i n
moder n f emi ni st s' not i on t hat suppr essi ng por nogr aphy woul d r educe r ape and
ot her f orms of act ual mal e vi ol ence. I n addi t i on, a cont empt f or " f r eedomof
expr essi on" cr eeps i nt o many f emi ni st s' wr i t i ngs . "Ci vi l l i ber t ar i an" i s becomi ng
an i nsul t , not yet qui t e equi val ent t o " f asci st . " Al t houghwemay be di si l l usi oned
wi t h l i ber al pol i t i cal phi l osophy and agr eet hat " f r eedomof expr essi on" i s at best
an abst r act i on and at wor st a cyni cal def ense whenwe' r e t al ki ng about a mul t i -
mi l l i on dol l ar i ndust r y l i ke por nogr aphy, i t st i l l seems t o me danger ous t o
encour age gover nment t o get mor e i nvol ved i n t he busi ness of def i ni ngwhat we
ar e al l owed t o see or r ead. I f we concer n our sel ves wi t h por nogr aphy as an
i ndust r y r at her t han as apur veyor of bad i deas, wemi ght t hi nk i n t erms di f f er ent
f r om censor shi p: e . g . , uni oni zi ng wor ker s i n t he i ndust r y, pr event i ng
monopol i es, i nvest i gat i ng di st r i but i on net wor ks, t axi ng pr of i t s mor e r i gor ousl y .
We shoul d never l ose si ght of t he f act t hat t he por nogr aphy i ndust r y coul d not
exi st wi t hout i t swomenwor ker s . Womenwhowr i t e about por nogr aphy must not
i dent i f y wi t h t hese women sol el y at an abst r act l evel , as di d many ni net eent h
cent ur y f emi ni st s wi t h pr ost i t ut es . We know what ki nds of pr essur es dr i ve
women i nt o t he sex t r ades ; we knowhowexpl oi t ed t he women whowor k i n t he
st r i p cl ubs, sex act s, and ski n f l i cks ar e. I n maki ng demands on t he st at e, we
shoul d be ver y war y of f al l i ng i nt o t he same t r ap as f i r st wave f emi ni st s. I nst ead
we need t o f i nd ways of suppor t i ng t hese women. Pushi ng por nogr aphy f ur t her
i nt o a shadowwor l d wher e, l i ke dr ugs, por nogr aphi c mat er i al s ar e i l l egal but
cl andest i nel y avai l abl e wi l l onl y make t he l i ves of t he women i n t he i ndust r y
mor e r i sky, mor e endanger ed4'

I n addi t i on, I t hi nk we must be car ef ul as women, who have never had t he
same " f r eedomof expr essi on" as men, ei t her because we wer e not al l owed t o
speak i n publ i c f or ums, or because when we di d speak our wor ds car r i ed no
aut hor i t y, wer e di smi ssed as hyst er i cal r avi ngs, we must be car ef ul at t hi s
j unct ur e, not t o deni gr at e " f r eedomof expr essi on, " but t o demand i t , sei ze i t ,
appr opr i at e i t , al l ow i t t o one anot her . Hi st or i cal l y as women we have been
si l enced, and t oday we do not have t he access or deci si on maki ng power i n
r el at i on t o mai nst r eammedi aweneed. Por nogr aphy has become symbol i c f or us
of t he bl at ency of mal e supr emacy, act ed out , r epr esent ed andenj oyed. I t seems
par t i cul ar l y i nsi di ous because i t di r ect s i t s appeal t o t he most vul ner abl e ar eas
of t he psyche. The pr ol i f er at i on of por nogr aphy i s cer t ai nl y par t of a whol e
cul t ur al or der t hat undermi nes our sense of secur i t y and aut hor i t y, but
di spl aci ng t oo much anxi et y ont o i t may not onl y wast e some of our t i me and
ener gy, but al so may encour age t he st at e t o t hi nk i t can t hr owus a censor shi p



sop and keep us happy, may even backf i r e i n an unexpect ed wave of r epr essi on
pr ovoked by f ear s we' ve hel ped t o gener at e.
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THEEND/ SOFWOMAN

N.P. Ri cci

As t he ar chaeol ogy of our t hought easi l y shows, mani s an i nvent i onof
r ecent dat e. And one per haps near i ng i t s end.

Mi chel Foucaul t , The Or der of Thi ngs'

Wi t h t he di sappear ance of man, what happens t o woman? Havi ng
onl y r ecent l y gai ned avoi ceas women, f emi ni st s ar e nowconf r ont ed wi t h
t he pr oposi t i on t hat t o speak as a woman i s mer el y t o r ei nscr i be onesel f
wi t hi n t he l ogi c of an andr ocent r i c epi st emol ogy, t he ver y l ogi c, i n ot her
wor ds, whi chf emi ni st s have been t r yi ng t o combat . The decent er i ngof t he
subj ect advocat ed by Mi chel Foucaul t and ot her Fr ench t heor i st s has
moved us, appar ent l y, beyond sexual i dent i t y, i nt o a newl andscape wher e
mencanbe womenandwomenmen, and wher e subj ect s ar esi mpl y pr oper
nouns. But i f t he di sappear ance of ' man, ' t he di ssol ut i on of t he sover ei gn
Car t esi an ego, ensur es t hat "Menwi l l no l onger speak f or manki nd[ , s] houl d
women, by i mpl i cat i on, no l onger , i . e . never speak as women?" ' Whi l e,
wr i t er s l i ke Foucaul t have pr ovi ded women wi t h t he t ool s r equi r ed t o
' deconst r uct ' t he syst ems of power t hat have oppr essed t hem, doesn' t t he
cur r ent el i di ngof sexual i dent i t y r equi r e f r omf emi ni st s anot e of skept i ci sm,
awar i ness t hat t he newpol emi c does not si mpl y r eaut hor i ze ol d i nj ust i ces?

1 : Subj ect s and Subj ect i on

Thei ndi vi dual i s an ef f ect of power , and at t hesame t i me, or pr eci sel y
t o t heext ent t owhi ch i t i s t hat ef f ect , i t i s t heel ement of i t s ar t i cul at i on .
The i ndi vi dual whi ch power has const i t ut ed i s at t he same t i me i t s
vehi cl e.
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Thequest i on of i dent i t y, andhenceof sexual i dent i t y, ar i ses out of t he,
gener al post st r uct ur al i st cr i t i que of humani smandWest er n met aphysi cs.
I n cur r ent t heor y, i dent i t y - i ndi vi dual i t y, subj ect - hood - i s hel d t o be a
const r uct compl i ci t ous wi t h cer t ai n modes of r est r i ct i ve l ogi c . What
Fr ench t heor i st s havebeen t r yi ng t o do - wr i t er s l i keJacques Der r i daand
Rol and Bar t hes - i s t o wear away t he ont ol ogi cal gr ound whi ch has
t r adi t i onal l y accr ued ar ound t he " I " of di scour se, t o quest i on t he sel f -
pr esence of t he speaki ng subj ect , t o showhowsubj ect s ar e spoken r at her
t han speak - t hat i s, howt hey ar econst i t ut ed by awebof f or ces of whi ch
consci ousness i s t he ef f ect r at her t han t he poi nt of or i gi n .

The most t hor oughl y hi st or i cal cr i t i que of t he subj ect , and per haps
t he one most usef ul t o f emi ni st s, i s t hat of Mi chel Foucaul t . Though
Foucaul t does not speci f i cal l y pose t hequest i on of sexual i dent i t y, hi swor k
on t he subj ect ' s hi st or i cal const i t ut i on l ays out t he t erms i n whi ch such a
quest i on mi ght t ake f orm. Thr oughout hi s r esear ch, Foucaul t has been
concer ned t o showhowt he i ndi vi dual i s const i t ut ed "as ef f ect and obj ect
of power , as ef f ect andobj ect of knowl edge. " ' I n aFoucaul di an f r amewor k,
t hen, t he quest i on of womancomesdown t o a quest i on of knowl edge and
power .

I n hi s anal ysi s of penal r ef ormi n Di sci pl i ne andPuni sh, Foucaul t shows
how"a r ef i nement of power r el at i ons" i n t he ni net eent h cent ur y hel ped
f ost er t hegr owt h of t hose sci ences known (apt l y, f emi ni st s have not ed) as
" t he sci ences of man. " At t he cent er of t hese newsci ences st ood a new
obj ect of knowl edge, t he i ndi vi dual , i nvest ed t hr ough and t hr ough by t he
syst ems of power whi chhadcr eat ed i t . Hencet he r ecent vi nt ageof " ' man' " :
i n Foucaul t ' s vi ew, " i ndi vi dual i t y" i s asoci al const r uct i on whoseor i gi ns ar e
t r aceabl e t o t he i nst i t ut i on of anewt echnol ogy of power . By cr eat i ng new
f orms of knowl edge, power const i t ut es i t s own obj ect s ; and t he obj ect s
whi ch power has t hus const i t ut ed t hen become t he el ement s of i t s own
ar t i cul at i on . " I t i s a doubl e pr ocess, t hen: an epi st emol ogi cal ' t haw' t hr ough
a r ef i nement of power r el at i ons ; a mul t i pl i cat i on of t he ef f ect s of power
t hr ough t he f ormat i on and accumul at i on of newf orms of knowl edge"
(DP, 224) . Thus t he human sci ences, whi ch gr ewout of a web of power
r el at i ons spanni ng ever yt hi ng f r ommedi ci ne, psychi at r y and educat i on t o
mi l i t ar y t r ai ni ng and penal r ef orm, hel ped per pet uat e t hose ver y r el at i ons
by const i t ut i ng t he i ndi vi dual as a newobj ect of knowl edge.

Foucaul t ' s per spect i veonsubj ect - hood, t hen, i s deci dedl y pol emi cal :
t o becomesubj ect means t o be subj ect ed. "Weshoul d t r y t ogr aspsubj ect i on
i n i t s mat er i al i nst ance as aconst i t ut i on of subj ect s" ( P/ K, 97) . Thehuman
sci ences, by r eor der i ng our ways of knowi ngand f ocussi ngour at t ent i onon
t he i ndi vi dual , have made i t possi bl e f or power t o ent r ench i t sel f mor e
f i rml y i nt o t hesoci al body. Foucaul t gi ves t he exampl eof t hehomosexual ,
whoar oseas ' a speci es' at t hepoi nt wher ehomosexual i t y was char act er i zed
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"l ess by a t ype of sexual r el at i ons t han by a cer t ai n qual i t y of sexual
sensi bi l i t y' ' - when, i n ot her wor ds, emphasi s shi f t ed f r omt he act t o t he
i ndi vi dual . ' But i t has been t hi s ver y sor t of shi f t , accor di ng t o Foucaul t ,
t hr ough whi ch i ndi vi dual i t y has been const i t ut ed. Ar ound t hi s newobj ect
ar i se newdi scour ses - i n t he r eal mof medi ci ne, psychi at r y, cr i mi nol ogy -
and t hr ough t hem "power r eaches i nt o t he ver y gr ai n of i ndi vi dual s,
t ouches t hei r bodi es and i nser t s i t sel f i nt o t hei r act i ons and at t i t udes, t hei r
di scour se, l ear ni ng pr ocesses and ever yday l i ves" ( P/ K, 39) .

But i n Foucaul t ' s vi ew i t woul d be wr ong t o i magi ne t hat power
si mpl y act s agai nst . i ndi vi dual s, i n t he f ormof pr ohi bi t i on and oppr essi on.
On t he cont r ar y, " i ndi vi dual s ar e t he vehi cl es of power , not i t s poi nt of
appl i cat i on" ( P/ K, 97) ; i n ot her wor ds, power passes t hr ough i ndi vi dual s,
usi ng t hem t o f ur t her -i t s own ends . Thus t he " I " whi ch power and
knowl edge have j oi nt l y const i t ut ed i s al so t he "eye" of power and know-
l edge, t hat whi chsubj ect s ever yt hi ng t o i t s normal i zi ng, hi er ar chi zi nggaze.
To become subj ect , t hen, al someans t o subj ect , t o gi ve pr i or i t y t o i dent i t y,
t o aut hor shi p, t o owner shi p, t o si t uat e consci ousness at t he or i gi n of t r ut h
whi l e excl udi ng ever yt hi ng t hat i s di f f er ent and ` ot her . '

I t i s t hi s aspect of t he subj ect whi chFoucaul t at t acks i n hi s cr i t i que of
t r adi t i onal hi st or i ci sm. I n hi s pr ef ace t o The Or der of Thi ngs, Foucaul t
di ssoci at es hi msel f f r omt he "phenomenol ogi cal appr oach" t o hi st or y, t hat
"whi ch gi ves absol ut e pr i or i t y t o t he obser vi ng subj ect , whi chat t r i but es a
const i t uent r ol e t o an act , whi chpl aces i t s ownpoi nt of vi ewat t he or i gi n of
al l hi st or i ci t y - whi ch, i n shor t , l eads t o a t r anscendent al consci ousness"
(OT, xi v) . The same t echnol ogy of power whi ch has cr eat ed i ndi vi dual s as
obj ect s of knowl edge al so si t uat es t hemas subj ect s of knowl edge. Thi s
" sover ei gnt y of t he subj ect " has l ed t o what Foucaul t cal l s " cont i nuous
hi st or y" :

Cont i nuous hi st or y i s t he i ndi spensabl e cor r el at i ve of t he f oundi ng
f unct i on of t he subj ect : t he guar ant ee t hat ever yt hi ng t hat has el uded
hi mmay be r est or ed t o hi m; t he cer t ai nt y t hat t i me wi l l di sper se
not hi ngwi t hout r est or i ng i t i n ar econst i t ut ed uni t y ; t he pr omi se t hat
one day t he subj ect - i n t he f ormof hi st or i cal consci ousness - wi l l
once agai n br i ng back under hi s sway, al l t hose t hi ngs t hat ar e kept at a
di st ance by di f f er ence, and f i nd i n t hemwhat mi ght be cal l ed hi s
abode. 6

Tot al i zi ng and t ot al i t ar i an, cont i nuous hi st or y, t he hi st or y of " t r ans-
cendent al consci ousness, " st r i ves t o si t uat e i t sel f at t he pr i vi l eged sour ce of
t r ut h, and so " t o pr eser ve, agai nst al l decent er i ngs, t he sover ei gnt y of t he
subj ect , and t he t wi n f i gur es bf ant hr opol ogy and humani sm" (AK, 12) .

Thus t he subj ect emer ges i n Foucaul t ' s wor k as t he nexus of cer t ai n
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"mechani cs of power " - as bot h ef f ect andvehi cl e of power , as t hat whi ch
subj ect s and i s subj ect ed. Foucaul t ' s t ask has been t owr i t eahi st or y wi t hout
a subj ect , " t o get r i d of t he subj ect i t sel f ' ( PI K, 117) , . and so t o expose t he
compl i ci t i es of knowl edge and power whi ch have l ed t o t he subj ect ' s
hi st or i cal const i t ut i on .

I I : Foucaul t andFemi ni sm

I nt er vi ewer : Doyou f eel t hat your ' Hi st or y of Sexual i t y' wi l l advance
t he women' s quest i on? I have i nmi ndwhat you say about t he hyst er -
i sat i on and psychi at r i sat i on of t he f emal e body .
Foucaul t : Ther e ar e [ a] f ewi deas t her e, but onl y hesi t ant ones, not yet
f ul l y cr yst al l i sed. I t wi l l be t he di scussi on and cr i t i ci sm af t er each
vol ume t hat wi l l per haps al l owt hemt o become cl ar i f i ed. But i t i s not
up t o me t o l ay down howt he book shoul d be used (PK, 192) .

Foucaul t ' s cr i t i que of humani smand of t he subj ect of f er s obvi ous
poi nt s of conver gence wi t h f emi ni st i nt er est s. Thr oughout hi s wor k,
Foucaul t has been concer ned wi t h mar gi nal gr oups, t he i nsane, t he del i n
quent , t he sexual l y per ver se - gr oups whi ch, l i ke women, have been
t r adi t i onal l y si l enced by t hepower s- t hat - be, and excl uded f r omt hepr i vi -
l eged r eal mof " t r ut h. " But t r ut h, i n Foucaul t ' s vi ew, as t he end poi nt of
knowl edge, " i s l i nked i n a ci r cul ar r el at i on wi t h syst ems of power whi ch
pr oduce and sust ai n i t , and t o ef f ect s of power whi ch i t i nduces and whi ch
ext end i t " ( PI K, 133) - t hus t hose gr oups whi ch ar e bar r ed f r omi t wi l l
al ways be f or ced t o t he mar gi ns of di scour se. Women have t r adi t i onal l y
occupi ed t hat mar gi n, and t he andr ocent r i c humani smwhi ch Foucaul t
deconst r uct s - wi t h i t s " uni ver sal s, " i t s canons, i t s pr i vi l egi ng of ( an
overwhel mi ngl y mal e) t r adi t i on - has cer t ai nl y been onemor e l i nk i n a
l ong hi st or y of women' s oppr essi on.

But a t hor oughl y Foucaul di an anal ysi s woul d have t o pr oceed at t he
l evel of t he "mi cr o- t echni ques of power " t hr ough whi chwomanhas not
onl y been si l enced, but const i t ut ed as obj ect of power andknowl edge, much
as del i nquent s, t hei nsane, and t hesexual l yper ver se have become "speci es"
whi chpower has used f or i t s own ends . What hi st or i cal det ermi nant s have
moul ded what we under st and by t he t erm "woman"? What nexus have
women occupi ed i n t he web of power r el at i ons- wi t hi n a gi ven epi st eme,
what f unct i ons have t hey ser ved? Foucaul t gi ves t he exampl e of howt he
cr eat i on and medi cal i sat i on ' of f emal e sexual i t y ser ved par t of a l ar ger
st r at egy f or t he pol i ci ng of f ami l i es and popul at i ons .

I t i s wor t h r emember i ng t hat t he f i r st f i gur e t o be i nvest ed by t he
depl oyment of sexual i t y, one of t he f i r st t o be ' sexual i zed, ' was t he
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' i dl e' woman. She i nhabi t ed t he out er edge of t he "wor l d, " i n whi ch
she al ways had t o appear as a val ue, and of t he f ami l y, wher e shewas
assi gned a new dest i ny char ged wi t h conj ugal and par ent al
obl i gat i ons (HS, 121) .

AFoucaul di an hi st or y of women, t hen, woul d begi n at t he poi nt wher e
"woman" i s r eveal ed t o be a soci al const r uct i on .

But i t woul dbe wr ong, t her ef or e, t o see i n Foucaul t mer el y apr oj ect
f or t he r ecl amat i on of l ost voi ces . Whi l e Foucaul t ' s own st udi es ar e of t en
exempl a of t he r ecuper at i on of mar gi nal or sel domconsi der ed mat er i al s,
f emi ni st hi st or i es whi ch concent r at e sol el y on f i l l i ng i n t he gaps and
l acunae of t r adi t i onal hi st or y, on gi vi ng a voi ce t o women' s si l enced
"si st er s, " may f i nd t hemsel ves f i rml y r ei nscr i bed wi t hi n t he t enet s of
humani st i c hi st or i ci sm, subst i t ut i ng, f or exampl e, a "gr eat women' s" hi st or y
f or t hat of t he "gr eat men. " One of t he buzz wor ds of humani smwhi ch
Foucaul t deconst r uct s i n The Ar chaeol ogy of Knowl edge i s " t r adi t i on. " " The
pr obl em, " wr i t es Foucaul t , " i s no l onger one of t r adi t i on, of t r aci ng a l i ne,
but one of di vi si on, of l i mi t s ; i t i s no l onger oneof l ast i ng f oundat i ons, but
one of t r ansf ormat i ons t hat ser ve as newf oundat i ons, t he r ebui l di ng of
f oundat i ons" ( AK, 5) . Once "woman" i s seen as a soci al const r uct i on, t he
quest i on of " t r aci ng a l i ne, " of r ecl ai mi ngwomen' s l ost hi st or y, becomes
somewhat anachr oni st i c .

But on what " newf oundat i on, " t hen, i s f emi ni smt o bui l d i t s abode?
As f emi ni st s begi n t o exami ne t hei r ownwor k i n t he l i ght of aFoucaul di an
cr i t i que, t hey ar e f i ndi ng t hat what Foucaul t may of f er i s not so much an
ext ensi on of wor ks- i n- pr ogr ess as a change i n di r ect i on.

HE De- sexual i sat i on

The real st r engt h of t he women' s l i ber at i onmovement s i s not t hat of
havi ng l ai d cl ai mt o t he speci f i ci t y of t hei r sexual i t y and t he r i ght s
per t ai ni ng t oi t , but t hat t heyhave act ual l y depar t ed f r omt hedi scour se
conduct ed wi t hi n t he appar at uses of sexual i t y . These movement s do
i ndeed emer ge i n t he ni net eent h cent ur y as demands f or sexual
speci f i ci t y. What has t hei r out come been? Ul t i mat el y a ver i t abl e
movement of de- sexual i sat i on, a di spl acement ef f ect ed i n r el at i on t o
t he sexual cent er i ng of t he pr obl em, f ormul at i ng t he demand f or
f orms of cul t ur e, di scour se, l anguage and so on, whi char e no l onger
par t of t hat r i gi d assi gnat i onandpi nni ng- down t ot hei r sex whi ch t hey
had i ni t i al l y i n some sensebeen pol i t i cal l y obl i ged t o accept i n or der t o
make t hemsel ves hear d ( PK, 219- 220) .

AmongFr enchwomen t heor i st s, t hewr i t er whoseems t o have come
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cl osest t o Foucaul t ' s i deas on de- sexual i sat i on i s Jul i a Kr i st eva. I n her
ar t i cl e "Women' s Ti me, " Kr i st eva i sol at es t wo phases i n t he women' s
movement ' s st r at egi es f or deal i ng wi t h women' s t r adi t i onal excl usi on
f r omt he. soci al cont r act . ' I n t he f i r st , women "aspi r ed t o gai n a pl ace i n
l i near t i me as t he t i meof pr oj ect and hi st or y" (WT, 36) - i n ot her wor ds,
t o r i ght t he f act of t hei r excl usi on by maki ng cent r al what had been
mar gi nal i zed, by br i ngi ng women i n, on an equal f oot i ng wi t h men, t o a
syst emwhi ch woul d not be f undament al l y changedby t he f act of women' s
i ncl usi on. I n t he second phase, " l i near t empor al i t y has been al most t ot al l y
r ef used, andas aconsequence t her ehas ar i senanexacer bat eddi st r ust of t he
ent i r e pol i t i cal di mensi on" ( i PT, 37) . I n t hi s phase women have r ej ect ed
t r adi t i onal soci opol i t i cal andcul t ur al model s as i ni mi cal t owomen' s needs,
si ncesuchmodel s ar epermeat ed t hr ough and t hr oughby t hemal e l i bi di nal
economywhi chhas cr eat ed t hem. I nst ead, womenof t hi s second gener at i on
havesought al t er nat i ve cul t ur al model s whi ch wi l l be mor eexpr essi ve of a
uni que f emi ni ne i dent i t y.

The danger of t hese st r at egi es - and I t hi nk Kr i st eva and Foucaul t
woul dagr eeher e- i s t hat bot h canbe easi l y r eappr opr i at ed by t hesyst ems
of power t hey st r uggl e agai nst . The f i r st most cl ear l y, si nce i t st r i ves not so
much t o change t he syst emas t o f i nd a pl ace f or womenwi t hi n i t . But t he
second al so, despi t e i t s r ej ect i on of mal e- cent r ed model s, si nce i n posi t i ng a
f emi ni ne i dent i t y i t t ends t o el i de t he quest i on of soci al const r uct i on and
t ake r ef uge i n apr ecar i ous essent i al i sm. Pr oponent s of a uni que f emi ni ne
i dent i t y have usual l yhadt o r esor t t oat heor yof bi ol ogi cal di f f er ence whi ch
t r i umphs f emal e sexual i t y as t hebasi s f or t hesubver si on of mal e- domi nat ed
syst ems. " But i t has been pr eci sel y on t hebasi s of bi ol ogi cal di f f er ence t hat
womenhave been t r adi t i onal l y oppr essed ; any t heor ywhi chr esor t s t o such
di f f er ence as i t s gr ound mer el y r ei nscr i bes i t sel f wi t hi n an ol d l ogi c and
r i sks per pet uat i ng ol dst er eot ypes. AndFoucaul t s anal ysi s of t hedepl oyment
of , sexual i t y shoul d al er t f emi ni st s t o t he danger s of seei ng any gr eat
l i ber at i ng pot ent i al i n f emal e sexual i t y ; sexual i t y i t sel f , accor di ng t o
Foucaul t , i s asoci al const r uct , onewhi chhas beendepl oyed f or t heends of
power . " The i r ony of t hi s depl oyment , " Foucaul t wr i t es i n t he l ast l i nes of
TheHi st or y of Sexual i t y, " i s i n havi ng us bel i eve t hat our ' l i ber at i on' i s i n t he
bal ance" ( HS, 159) . .

An essent i al i st posi t i on can onl y per pet uat e an opposi t i onal l ogi c
whi chmany Fr ench t heor i st s - most not abl yJacquesDer r i da- havebeen
t r yi ng t o undo. Suchaposi t i on posi t s anot i on of "di f f er ence" as " absol ut e
ot her ness" r at her t han as an "al t er i t y" whi chcan beshownt o be i nt er nal t o
She syst emwhi ch has excl uded i t . Tr adi t i onal l y, opposi t i ons l i ke speech/
wr i t i ng, pr esence/ absence, cul t ur e/ nat ur e, man/ woman, have i mpl i ed a
hi er ar chy, wi t h pr i vi l ege bei nggi vent o t he f i r st t erm. Anot i on of al t er i t y,
however , di spl aces t he hi er ar chy by showi ng t he second t ermt o be t he
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necessar y condi t i on of t he f i r st - not as absol ut e ot her , but as a di f f er ence
at t he ver y hear t of t he pr i vi l eged f i r st t erm. I n Foucaul di an t erms,
hi er ar chi zed opposi t i ons can be seen as anot her i nst ance of t he compl i ci t y
of knowl edge and power . Thus woman' s const i t ut i on as man' s ot her -
passi ve r at her t han act i ve, emot i onal r at her t han r at i onal , secondar y r at her
t hanpr i mar y - has ser ved t o sol i di f y mal e domi nat i on. Thepr obl emwi t h
essent i al i st vi ews whi ch emphasi ze t he posi t i ve qual i t i es of "woman"
agai nst t he r epr essi ve aspect of mal e- cent r ed syst ems i s t hat t hey t end t o
r ever se t he hi er ar chywi t hout di spl aci ngi t - t hat i s, t hey pl ace "woman" i n
t he pr i vi l eged posi t i on - and t hus r emai ncaught up i n t he ver y l ogi c t hey
ar e t r yi ng t o subver t , a l ogi c whi ch i s compl i ci t wi t h t he syst ems of power
t hat have t r adi t i onal l y si l enced women.

Kr i st eva r ecogni zes t he necessi t y of t hese f i r st i mpul ses of t he
women' s movement - bot h t he at t empt ed i nser t i on i nt o t he syst emand
t he r ej ect i on of t hat syst emi n t he name of absol ut e di f f er ence; t heymay be
seen t o cor r espond r oughl y t o what Foucaul t cal l s " t hat r i gi d assi gnat i on
and pi nni ng- down t o t hei r sex whi ch women had i ni t i al l y i n some sense
been pol i t i cal l y obl i ged t o accept i n or der t omake t hemsel ves hear d. " But
Kr i st eva sees her sel f as par t of a " t hi r d gener at i on. " - exi st i ng i n par al l el
r at her t han chr onol ogi cal r el at i on t o t he ot her t wo - f or whom"t he ver y
di chot omyman/ womanas an opposi t i onbet ween t wo r i val ent i t i es may be
under st ood as bel ongi ng t o met aphysi cs. What can ` i dent i t y, ' even ` sexual
i dent i t y, ' mean i n a newt heor et i cal and sci ent i f i c space wher e t he ver y
not i on of i dent i t y i s chal l enged?" (WT, 51- 52) . Her e i s t he "movement of
de- sexual i sat i on" whi chFoucaul t i dent i f i es as t hemost posi t i ve el ement of
t he women' s movement s, t he "di spl acement ef f ect ed i n r el at i on t o t he
sexual cent er i ng of t he pr obl em. " Thi s di spl acement pushes t he i ssue of
"woman" out si de t he r est r i ct ed l ogi c of met aphysi cs andopens i t up t o t he
quest i onof soci al const r uct i on, t o quest i ons of knowl edgeandpower . But
i s t hi s, t hen, t he end of woman?'

I V: NewWoman/ Ol d St er eot ypes

The Germans ar e l i ke women. You can never f at homt hei r dept hs.
They have none.

Fr i edr i ch Ni et zsche1°

. . . Ni et zsche r evi ves t hat bar el y al l egor i cal f i gur e ( of woman) i n hi s
own i nt er est . For hi m, t r ut h i s a woman. I t r esembl es t he vei l ed
movement of f emi ni ne modest y.

Jacques Der r i da, Spur s"

We ent er nowt he newl andscape, beyond sexual i dent i t y. Howhave

307



I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

t hi ngs changed? For one t hi ng, Ni et zsche nowl ooks l i ke a pr ot o- f emi ni st
- at l east i n t he t r eat ment he r ecei ves i n Der r i da' s Spur s, wher ehe appear s
t o havepr e- f i gur edwomanas t he " unt r ut h of t r ut h, " as t hat whi chunder -
mi nes t r ut h f r omwi t hi n ( Spur s, 51) . 1 z But af t er al l i t i s not bi ol ogi cal
womenDer r i da i s t al ki ng about her e; womanf or Der r i dai s t he suppl ement ,
di f f er ence, t he l ack at t he cent er whi ch di spl aces t he cent er , and i f t her e i s
any body i nvol ved i n al l of t hi s, as Al i ceJar di ne poi nt s out , i t i s t he body of
t he t ext as &r i t ur e . 11

Woman, t hen, has not di sappear ed i n t he post st r uct ur al i st l andscape,
t hough she has appar ent l y changed her f orm. For one t hi ng, she has shed
her body; f or anot her , she i s no l onger t he absol ut e ot her but pr eci sel y t he
poi nt of al t er i t y, t he i nt er nal excl usi on whi ch undermi nes t he syst em.
Si mpl y speaki ng, womanhas become, under sever al headi ngs - suppl ement ,
&r i t ur e, f emi ni ne j oui ssance, seduct i on, t he unconsci ous, t he vr e~l - a t r ope,
a met aphor f or t hat whi ch bur st s t hr ough t he boundar i es of t r adi t i onal
codes .

Of cour se, i n t hi s newor der of t hi ngs, bi ol ogi cal women have not
ent i r el y dr opped out of t he scene. Pr eci sel y because t hey have been
t r adi t i onal l y mar gi nal i zed, womenmay havespeci al access t owhat has been
nowcoded as a " f emi ni ne oper at i on, " t he act of subver si on. For Kr i st eva,
f or i nst ance, women, because of t hei r i ncompl et e accessi on i nt o t he soci al
or der , ar e al ways " l e suj et - enpr ods, " t he subj ect i n pr ocess/ on t r i al , on t he
t hr eshol d bet ween sel f hoodand i t s di ssol ut i on; t hey ar e t husi n a pr i vi l eged
posi t i on t o quest i on t he soci al const r uct i on of i dent i t y. But i t i s not a
bi ol ogi cal di f f er ence whi ch t hus di st i ngui shes women, onl y a soci al one.

The case wi t h someone l i ke Hel ene Ci xous i s mor e pr obl emat i c . At
t i mes she t ends t owar ds a bi ol ogi cal essent i al i sm, suggest i ng t hat women' s
bodi es ar e t he basi s f or a subver si ve pr act i ce : "womenmust wr i t e t hr ough
t hei r bodi es, t hey must i nvent t he i mpr egnabl e l anguage t hat wi l l wr eck
par t i t i ons, cl asses and r het or i cs, r egul at i ons and codes, t heymust submer ge,
cut t hr ough, get beyond t he ul t i mat e r eser ve di scour se . . . . " ( NFF, 256) . Yet
she i s wi l l i ng t o al l ow t hat someone l i ke a Genet can wr i t e f r omt he
f emi ni ne (NFF, 255) , and she shows an al l egi ance t o a Der r i dean de-
const r uct i on of opposi t es : " sexual opposi t i on, whi ch has al ways wor ked
f or man' s pr of i t t o t he poi nt of r educi ngwr i t i ng, t oo, t o hi s l aws, i s onl y a
hi st or i co- cul t ur al l i mi t " ( NFF, 253 ; see al so NFF, 90f f ) . Nonet hel ess, i t
woul dseemt hat women, t hat i s womenwi t h bodi es, ar e i n abet t er posi t i on
t o t ake hol d of f emi ni ne wr i t i ng t han men. "Mor e so t han menwho ar e
coaxed t owar d soci al success, t owar d subl i mat i on, womenar e body . Mor e
body, hence mor e wr i t i ng" ( NFF, 257) .

But despi t e t he r ecodi ng of t he f emi ni ne as " t heunt r ut h of t r ut h, " as
t hat whi chbur st s "par t i t i ons, cl asses and r het or i cs, r egul at i ons and codes, "
we mi ght ask, as Jar di ne has, i n what ways t he NewWoman - wi t h or
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wi t hout abody - i s so di f f er ent f r omt heol d. 14 ThoughDer r i da' s woman,
f or exampl e, i s ( as oneexpect s wi t h Der r i da) hi ghl y pr obl emat i c, t her ear e
sent ences i n Spur swhi ch wr ench as shar pl y as any of t heol d st er eot ypes . " A
woman seduces f r oma di st ance, " Der r i da wr i t es . " I n f act di st ance i s t he
ver y el ement of her power . Yet one must bewar e t o keep one' s own
di st ance f r om her begui l i ng song of enchant ment " ( Spur s, 49) . Her e,
cer t ai nl y, i s a depi ct i on of woman as ol d as Genesi s: woman as seduct r ess,
womanassor cer ess . Andagai n: "Becausewomani s ( her own) wr i t i ng, st yl e
must r et ur n t o her . I n ot her wor ds, i t coul d be sai d t hat i f st yl e wer eaman
(much as t hepeni s accor di ng t oFr eudi s t he ` normal pr ot ot ypeof f et i shes' ) ,
t henwr i t i ngwoul dbeawoman" (Spur s, 57) . Thepr obl emwi t h t hi s equat i on
of womanwi t h t ext i s t hat i t exact l y r ei t er at es apar adi gmwhi chhas l ong
hel ped keep women si l ent : woman i s she who i s wr i t t en, not she who
wr i t es . " The model of t he pen- peni s wr i t i ng on t he vi r gi n page, " wr i t es
SusanGubar , i n anot her cont ext , " par t i ci pat es i n a l ong t r adi t i on i dent i f yi ng
t heaut hor as a mal ewhoi s pr i mar y and t he f emal e as hi s passi ve cr eat i on -
a secondar y obj ect l acki ng aut onomy, endowed wi t h of t en cont r adi ct or y
meani ngbut deni ed i nt ent i onal i t y . " 11 But f i nal l y Der r i daal so has awor dor
t wo f or t he f emi ni st s : " And i n t r ut h, t hey t oo ar e men, t hose women
f emi ni st s so der i ded by Ni et zsche. Femi ni smi s not hi ngbut t he oper at i on
of awomanwhoaspi r es t o be l i ke aman . . . . Femi ni smt ooseeks t o cast r at e"
( Spur s, G5) .

Wehave t o ask: does Der r i da' s deconst r uct i ve i nt ent j ust i f y comment s
t hat i n anot her cont ext mi ght be seen as bl at ant chauvi ni sm? Gr ant ed i t
may be unf ai r t o t ake Der r i da' s st at ement s out of cont ext , but per haps t o
do so demonst r at es t he pot ent i al danger of t hi s newappr opr i at i on of
woman. Topose a ver y Foucaul di an quest i on, t owhat ol d uses mi ght t hese
" new" r epr esent at i ons of womanbe put ? Whose i nt er est s do t hey ser ve?
What ar e t he danger s of a t heor y of woman t hat can el i de Ni et zsche' s
bl at ant mi sogyny? Even i f Der r i da i s not r ef er r i ng t o " r eal " womenwhen
he uses t hat name i n hi s wr i t i ng, Ni et zsche ( despi t e al l t he t heor et i cal
baggage t hat accr ues ar ound a wor d l i ke " r eal " nowadays) cer t ai nl y was.
And f or al l t he r i gour s of Der r i da' s t hought , t he l i ne bet ween decon-
st r uct i on - t he wear i ng away of ol d ont ol ogi cal gr ound - and r econ-
st i t ut i on- t hepoi nt at whi chsubver si ve concept s cr yst al l i ze i nt o essences
- i s of t en r at her t hi n. Oneneed onl y l ook at t heAmer i can appr opr i at i on
of t heDer r i dean concept of mi ce en abyme t o seehowradi cal concept s canbe
used t o j ust i f y ol d i nst i t ut i ons . "

Even Ci xous' s depi ct i onof t heNewWomansounds suspi ci ousl y l i ke
an ol d t al e . For Ci xous, womani s "a gi ver " : " She doesn' t ` know' what she' s
gi vi ng, she doesn' t measur e i t ; she gi ves, t hough, nei t her a count er f ei t
i mpr essi on nor somet hi ngshehasn' t got . Shegi vesmor e, wi t h noassur ance



t hat she' l l get back even some unexpect ed pr of i t f r omwhat she put s out "
( NFF, 264) . El sewher e, womani s amot her : " I nwoment her e i s al ways mor e
or l ess of t he mot her whomakes ever yt hi ng al l r i ght , who nour i shes, and
who st ands up agai nst separ at i on; a f or ce t hat wi l l not be cut of f but wi l l
knock t he wi nd out of codes" ( NFF, 252) . Woman as gi ver , woman as
mot her - Ci xous mi ght be , descr i bi ng a posi t i ve et hos, but what i s
t r oubl i ng i s t hat she doesn' t quest i on t he' soci al const r uct i on of t hese t wo
f ai r l y st andar d depi ct i ons of woman, or l ook at t hemi n t erms of what r ol e
t hey have ser ved i n per pet uat i ng women' s oppr essi on. Per haps i t i s not
enough si mpl y t o asser t t hat t he mot her i n women "wi l l knock t he wi nd
out of codes. "

Oneof t he i r oni es of t hi s post r uct ur al i st r eappr opr i at i onof womani s
t hat most of t he l eadi ng t heor i st s of t he f emi ni ne - apar t f r omDer r i da,
t her e i s Lacan, Bar t hes, Baudr i l l ar d - ar e mal e. 17 Even Kr i st eva and
Ci xous t ake t hei r basi c f r amewor k f r ommal e t heor i st s - Kr i st eva f r om
Lacan and Ci xous f r omDer r i da - and bot h of t hem, when i nvoki ng
par adi gms of subver si ve or " f emi ni ne" wr i t i ng, r ef er back t o a mal e
t r adi t i on ( t ypi cal l y Mal l arme, Genet and Joyce) . I f t hese f act s ar e not
suspi ci ous, t hey ar ecer t ai nl y cur i ous. Wher e, i n f act , ar ewomen i n t hemi dst
of al l t hi s t al k about woman? I t seems men, on t op of ever yt hi ng el se, ar e
even bet t er at bei ngwomen t han womenar e. Andwhat , f or exampl e, does
hi st or y l ook l i ke when we get beyond sexual i dent i t y, and "woman"
becomes an at t i t ude r at her t han a si gnat ur e?

I DEOLOGYANDPOWER

V: Women andHi st or y

What i s awoman? I assur e you I do not know. I do not bel i eve you
know.

Vi r gi ni a Wool f "

Fr omt heper spect i ve of t hosewhohavemovedbeyond sexual i dent i t y,
f emi ni sm, as awomen' s movement , cannot hel p but seemout dat ed, " not hi ng
but t he oper at i onof awomanwhoaspi r es t o be l i ke .aman" - who, i n ot her
wor ds, r emai ns caught up i n t he syst ems of power def i ned by t he r ul i ng
( pr edomi nant l y mal e) hegemony . Femi ni st s ar e t hus f aced, as PeggyKa. muf
admi t s, wi t h " t he er osi onof t hever y gr ound onwhi ch t o t ake ast and. " 19 I f
f emi ni smrest s on a bi ol ogi cal di st i nct i on, i t r emai ns open t o char ges of
essent i al i sm: t he " f emi ni ne, " wr i t es Der r i da, shoul d not " be hast i l y
mi st aken f or awoman' s f emi ni ni t y, f or f emal e sexual i t y, or f or any ot her of
t hose essent i al i zi ng f et hi shes . whi ch mi ght st i l l t ant al i ze t he dogmat i c
phi l osopher , t he i mpot ent ar t i st or t he i nexper i encedseducer whohas not
yet escaped hi s f ool i sh hopes of capt ur e" ( Spur s, 55) . But i f f emi ni smrest s
onasoci al di st i nct i on, t hen i t becomesver y di f f i cul t t o saywho, under what



SUBJUGATEDKNOWLEDGE

ci r cumst ances, i s awoman. Femi ni st s who t r y t o have i t bot hways wi l l f i nd
t hemsel ves t angl ed i n t hor ny met hodol ogi cal pr obl ems .

To t ake oneexampl e: i n an ar t i cl eon t he i mageof Evei n Par adi se Lost ,
Chr i t i ne Fr oul a, al l udi ng t o a passage f r omWool f sJacob' s Room, def i nes
"woman" as someonewhodi vi nes " t he pr i est " of cul t ur al aut hor i t y, andso
cal l s t hat aut hor i t y i nt o quest i on.

Thi s def i ni t i oni dent i f i es' woman' not bysex but byacompl ex r el at i on
t o t he cul t ur al aut hor i t ywhi chhas t r adi t i onal l y si l enced andexcl uded
her . She r esi st s t heat t i t ude of bl i nd submi ssi on whi ch t hat aut hor i t y
t hr eat ens t o i mpr i nt upon her ; f ur t her , her r esi st ance t akes f ormnot
as envy of t he ' pr i est ' anddesi r e t o possesshi saut hor i t y her sel f but as a
debunki ng of t he ' pr i est l y' depl oyment of cul t ur al aut hor i t y and a
r ef usal t o adopt t hat st ance her sel f . Women, under t hi s l ocal r ul e, can
be ' men, ' andmen can be ' women. " '

But one pr obl emwi t h such " l ocal r ul es, " cl ear l y, i s t hat t hey ar e sel f -
ser vi ng: i f def i ni t i ons of woman ar e up f or gr abs, t her e i s l i t t l e t o st op one
f r omchoosi ng a def i ni t i on t hat i s t ai l or -made t o f i t one' s ownar gument s .
Anot her pr obl em, wi t hi n t he speci f i c cont ext of Par adi se Lost , i s t hat one
mi ght concei vabl y make a case - t hough Fr oul a' s def i ni t i on does seemt o
be t r yi ng t o avoi d t hi s possi bi l i t y - f or Sat an as a woman. Andonecoul d
cer t ai nl ymake a case f or t he aut hor of "On t heNewFor cer s of Consci ence
Under t he LongPar l i ament " andAr eopagi t i ca- t hat i s, f or Mi l t on hi msel f . 21
Per haps, af t er al l , Mi l t onwasof woman' spar t ywi t hout knowi ng i t , andhe
mi ght t ake hi s pl ace next t o Ni et zsche as one of hi st or y' s mi sogyni st s
r ecl ai med f or t he f emi ni st r anks by newdef i ni t i ons of woman.

Li t t l e at t empt has been made t o showwhat a "hi st or y of women"
woul d l ook l i ke f r ombeyond sexual i dent i t y. We have t o ask, i n f act , ,
whet her such ahi st or y woul d be possi bl e . I f we t ake Foucaul t as amodel ,
t hen much of t he hi st or i cal wor k whi chhas beendone by f emi ni st s t o dat e
- t he t r aci ng of a women' s her i t age, t he est abl i shment of a women' s
" canon" - woul d have t o be r egar ded as caught upwi t h an ol d, essent i al l y
sel f - def eat i ng, hi st or i ci sm. Jef f r ey Weeks has out l i ned some of t he
pr obl ems conf r ont i ng a hi st or y of homosexual i t y conduct ed wi t hi n a
Foucaul di an f r ame; 21 a hi st or y of women woul d f ace t he same ki nds of
pr obl ems . I f "woman" i s a soci al const r uct i on, t hen women can cl ai mno
uni ver sal essence whi ch has uni t ed t hemt hr ough t he ages, no " t r adi t i on"
t hey can cl ai mt o f ol l ow i n t he l i ne of . And i n f act , even any synchr oni c
movement based on a common sexual bond woul d have t o be seen as
r oot ed i n an out modedconcept of sexual i dent i t y . , Hence t hemove among
somewomeni nFr ance t oday t owar ds "ant i - f emi ni sm, " i . e . t her ej ect i onof
a st ance whi ch t akes sexual sol i dar i t y as i t s base. "
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Yet i t i s Foucaul t hi msel f who has made us sensi t i ve t o t he subt l e
machi nat i ons of power , t o t he way power al most seems t o pl an ahead f or
t he r eappr opr i at i on of i t s own f ai l ur es - as Foucaul t demonst r at es, f or
exampl e, i n hi s anal ysi s i n Di sci pl i ne andPuni sh of t he " f ai l ur e" of pr i son
r ef orm: pr i son r ef orm has f ai l ed, i n Foucaul t ' s vi ew, not t hr ough an
i nef f i ci ency of power , but as a st r at egy of power , as a means of cr eat i ng a
cl ass of " del i nquent s" whi ch power can t hen use f or i t s own ends . So i t
woul d be t i mel y t o ask what i nt er est s t hi s " beyondi ng' of sexual i dent i t y
mi ght ser ve. Why i s i t , f or i nst ance, t hat sexual i dent i t y i s bei ng el i ded at
t he ver y poi nt at whi chwomen, af t er cent ur i es of subj ugat i on, have been
emer gi ng as a pot ent pol i t i cal f or ce? Cer t ai nl y any move whi ch coul d
ef f ect i vel y undermi newomen' s sol i dar i t y coul deasi l y be r eappr opr i at ed by
t he ver y syst ems of power whi ch have t r adi t i onal l y wor ked t o oppr ess
women. And t he "new" r epr esent at i ons of womanwhi ch have ar i sen as a
r esul t ( as a sympt om?) of t hi s el i di ng of sexual i dent i t y shoul d al so be
exami ned i n t he l i ght of a Foucaul di an cr i t i que. Wemi ght ask of t he new
di scour se on woman t he quest i ons whi ch Foucaul t poses at t he end of
"What i s an Aut hor ?" :

What ar e t he modes of exi st ence of t hi s di scour se?
Wher e does i t come f r om; howi s i t ci r cul at ed; who cont r ol s i t ?
What pl acement s ar e det ermi ned f or possi bl e subj ect s?
Who can f ul f i l l t hese di ver se f unct i ons of t he subj ect ?"

Ther e i s no guar ant ee t hat t he newdi scour se wi l l be " l i ber at i ng' f or
women. Foucaul t hi msel f war ns t hat di scour ses can "ci r cul at e wi t hout
changi ng t hei r f orm f r omone st r at egy t o anot her , opposi ng st r at egy"
( HS, 102) - f or exampl e, f r omast r at egyof subver si on t o oneof suppr essi on.

But t hi s l ogi c al so suggest s - andFoucaul t ' s ownanal yses, despi t ehi s
cal l f or " de- sexual i sat i on, " suppor t t hi s ar gument - t hat r esi st ances can
al so oper at ewi t hi n agi ven di scour se. Thus Rosal i nd Cowar d, f or i nst ance,
i s not qui t e cor r ect t o say t hat Foucaul t ' s Hi st or y of Sexual i t y, i n denyi ng t hat
t her e has been any sudden change f r omr epr essi on t o l i ber at i on over t he
past cent ur y i n t he di scour se on sexual i t y, i mpl i es al so a deni al of t he
i mpor t ant changes i n r epr esent at i ons of f emal e sexual i t y whi ch have
occur r ed dur i ng r ecent year s. " "We must make al l owance, " Foucaul t
wr i t es, " f or t he compl ex and unst abl e pr ocess wher eby di scour se can be
bot h an i nst r ument andan ef f ect of power , but al so ahi ndr ance, ast umbl i ng
bl ock, apoi nt of r esi st ance and a st ar t i ng poi nt f or an opposi ng st r at egy. "
Foucaul t agai ngi ves t heexampl eof homosexual i t y, whi ch "began t o speak
i n i t s own behal f , t o demand t hat i t s l egi t i macy or ' nat ur al i t y' be acknow-
l edged, of t en i n t hesamevocabul ar y, usi ng t hesamecat egor i es by whi ch i t
was medi cal l y di squal i f i ed" ( HS, 101) . Asi mi l ar anal ysi s woul d per t ai n,
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cer t ai nl y, t o t he women' s movement and i t s f i ght f or changes i n t he
r epr esent at i on of f emal e sexual i t y .

One mat t er I have not yet addr essed i s t he shi f t whi ch occur s i n
Foucaul t ' s l at er wor k, when he moves away f r omt he cl assi cal per i od i n
Fr ance t o cl assi cal ant i qui t y . I n t hi s l at er wor k, we f i nd a cont i nui ng
concer n wi t h t he quest i on of t he subj ect , but whi l e Foucaul t speaks of t he
subj ect i n r el at i on t o t he Gr eeks, speaks, f or exampl e, of " t he mode of
subj ect i on" by whi ch " t he i ndi vi dual est abl i shes hi s r el at i on t o [ a] r ul e and
r ecogni zes hi msel f as obl i ged t o put i t i n pr act i ce, " of a Gr eek boy' s
at t empt s t o t r ansf ormhi msel f f r om"obj ect of pl easur e i nt o a subj ect who
was i n cont r ol of hi s pl easur es, " of Gr eek et hi cs as " t he el abor at i on of a
f ormof r el at i on t o t hesel f t hat enabl es an i ndi vi dual t o f ashi onhi msel f i nt o
asubj ect of et hi cal conduct , " i t seems he i s t al ki ng her e of af undament al l y
di f f er ent phenomenon t han t he subj ect he ear l i er def i ned as a pr oduct of
t hehumansci ences . 16 "Because no Gr eek t hi nker ever f oundadef i ni t i on of
t he subj ect and never sear ched f or one, " Foucaul t has sai d, " I woul d si mpl y
say t hat t her e i s nosubj ect . ' 127TheGr eeks, i n Foucaul t ' s vi ew, had devel oped
what he cal l s an "aest het i cs of exi st ence, " asyst emof et hi cs whi ch al l owed
mor e r oomf or i ndi vi dual i t y and sel f - cr eat i on t han t he l at er j ur i di cal et hi cs
of Chr i st i ani t y . I t i s i n t he dawni ngof Chr i st i ani t y t hat Foucaul t sees t he
f i r st move t owar ds subj ect - hood, wi t h t he begi nni ngs of a code- or i ent ed
mor al i t ywhi chspeci f i edmuchmor e di st i nct l y t he l i mi t s of et hi cal behavi our ,
wi t h t he i nt r oduct i on of conf essi on as a means of subj ect i ng t he ver y soul
of an i ndi vi dual t o t he gaze of aut hor i t y, andwi t h t he devel opment of
consci ence as a way of t ur ni ng t hat aut hor i t ar i an gaze i nwar d, of t ur ni ng
sel f agai nst sel f as amode of subj ect i on.

But i f we f ol l owFoucaul t i n t hi s f ormul at i onof t hesubj ect s geneal ogy,
t hen some l i mi t s i n a f emi ni st appr opr i at i on of hi s cr i t i que of t he subj ect as
a poi nt of ent r y f or anal yzi ng woman' s const r uct i on as " ot her " become
appar ent . As Nancy Mi l l er poi nt s out , " soci et y di d not wai t f or t he
i nvent i onof man t o r epr ess ` woman' or oppr ess women" " - di d not wai t ,
i n ot her wor ds, unt i l t he subj ect was const i t ut ed by humani smbef or e
cr eat i ng t he cat egor i es of gender opposi t i on whi ch have ser ved t o sol i di f y
mal e domi nat i on . Whi l e Foucaul t s anal ysi s of homosexual r el at i ons i n
anci ent Gr eece, f or exampl e, shows t hey wer evi ewed t hen i n a f undament -
al l y di f f er ent l i ght t han i n t hemoder n er a, hi s consi der abl y l ess t hor ough
andl ess sat i sf yi ng anal ysi s of womeni n t hat soci et y r eveal swhat seems t o be
af undament al cont i nui t y: womenwer e vi ewed by t heGr eeks as i nf er i or by
nat ur e, t o be r ul ed over andcont r ol l ed, muchas t hey wer evi ewed l at er by
t heChr i st i an chur ch f at her s, andmuch as t hey havebeenvi ewed al most up
t o t hepr esent day. Foucaul t does suggest a poi nt at whi ch r epr esent at i ons
of gender i dent i t y may have under gone an i mpor t ant shi f t , when t he
emphasi s on t he r el at i onshi p bet weenmen and boys as " t he most act i ve
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f ocus of r ef l ect i on and el abor at i on" i n cl assi cal Gr eek t hought gaveway, i n
t he Roman and ear l y Chr i st i an er a, t o t he emphasi s on r el at i ons bet ween
menandwomen, on vi r gi ni t y, and on " t he val ue at t r i but ed t o r el at i ons of .
symmet r y and r eci pr oci t y bet weenhusbandandwi f e" ( Use, 253) . But even
t aki ng i nt o account such a shi f t , an i mpor t ant r esi due r emai ns. I f Gr eek
women wer e not " subj ect s" i n Foucaul t ' s sense of t he wor d, t hey wer e
cer t ai nl y subj ect ed, and t he mai n t erms of t hat subj ect i on - t hat i s, a
f undament al gender spl i t , andahi er ar chi cal or gani zat i on of t hat spl i t - ar e
t hesame ones t hat f emi ni st s ar edeal i ngwi t h t oday. The hi st or y of women,
t hen, may i n somerespect s be acont i nuous one, i n t hat bot h t he f act of t hei r
oppr essi on, and t he t heor et i cal t erms whi ch have beenused t o j ust i f y t hat
oppr essi on, have demonst r at ed a t r emendous st ayi ng power f r omer a t o
er a.

But Foucaul t ' s t heor i es do not necessar i l y pr ecl ude t hi s ki nd of
cont i nui t y . Foucaul t hi msel f has bemoaned t he emphasi s whi ch commen-
t at or s have pl aced on hi s not i on of di scont i nui t y :

My pr obl emwas not at al l t o say, ' Voi l a, l ong l i ve di scont i nui t y, wear e
i n t he di scont i nuous and a good t hi ng t oo, ' but t o pose t he quest i on,
' Howi s i t t hat at cer t ai n moment sand i n cer t ai n or der s of knowl edge,
t her e ar e t hese sudden t ake- of f s, t hese hast eni ngs of evol ut i on, t hese
t r ansf ormat i onswhi chf ai l t o cor r espondt o t he cal m, cont i nui st i mage
t hat i s normal l y accr edi t ed? ( PI K, 112) .

Yet onl y r ecent l y has t he st at us of women shown si gns of bei ng i n t he
pr ocess of af undament al t r ansf ormat i on, onewhi ch i s shaki ng t he r oot s of
sexual di f f er ent i at i on and di scr i mi nat i on. Andwhi l e i t woul d be r educt i ve
t o deny t hat any changes haveoccur ed i n t he i mage of woman f r omer a t o
er a, many of t hese changes - f or exampl e, t he "medi cal i sat i on" of t he
f emal e body whi ch Foucaul t has poi nt ed t o - have mer el y ser ved t o
r eaf f i rmwomen' s mar gi nal st at us . Thus whi l e r el at i ons of power mayal t er
accor di ng t o t he ki nds of maj or t r ansf ormat i on whi ch Foucaul t has not ed,
cer t ai n st r ands i n each er a' s web, speci f i cal l y t hose whi ch have accr ued
ar ound gender opposi t i ons, have r emai ned st r ong t hr oughout t he l ong
hi st or y of women' s oppr essi on. The f or ces whi chhave hel d t hesest r ands i n
pl ace wi l l al so have t o be l ooked at bef or e we have f i ni shed wi t h t he
quest i on of woman.

VI : I nt el l ect ual s andPower

The i nt el l ect ual no l onger has t o pl ay t he r ol e of advi sor . The pr oj ect ,
t act i cs and goal s ar e amat t er f or t hosewhodo t he f i ght i ng . What t he
i nt el l ect ual can do i s pr ovi de t he i nst r ument s of anal ysi s ( PK, 62) .
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Foucaul t ' s " t ool ki t " vi ewof t heor y shoul d hel p put hi mi n per spect i ve
f or f emi ni st s . Whi l e he seems t o sympat hi se wi t h t he move " beyond"
sexual i dent i t y, hi s wor k st i l l pr ovi des t ool s f or t hose f emi ni st sst i l l f i ght i ng,
as women, i n t he t r enches, wher e t he bat t l e i s f ar f r omover . As Bi ddy
Mar t i n poi nt s out wi t h r espect t o t he cur r ent el i di ng of sexual i dent i t y,
" t he pr oj ect s of mal e" ( and, I woul dadd, some f emal e) " cr i t i cs and f emi ni st
cr i t i cs ar enecessar i l y non- synchr onous despi t e commonal i t i es . " 2' Femi ni st s
have onl y j ust begun t he wor k of r ecl amat i onandpr oduct i on necessar y t o
guar d agai nst women' s bei ng ecl i psed once agai n at t he ver y moment of
t hei r emer gence i nt o hi st or y . Woul damoveaway f r omsexual opposi t i ons
t owar ds a mor e epi st emol ogi cal l y " cor r ect " posi t i on i mpl y, f or i nst ance,
t hat women academi cs shoul d st op l obbyi ng t o get mor e women' s wor k
i ncl uded on cour se l i st s? That r eadi ngJoyce ( whose own vi ews on women
ar e f ar f r omt r oubl e- f r ee) may br i ng one cl oser t o t he " f emi ni ne" t han
r eadi ng, say, Vi r gi ni a Wool f ? Someone l i ke Der r i da ( af t er al l a man) may
r ej oi ce i n t he subver si ve pot ent i al of a woman who i s " a non- i dent i t y, a
non- f i gur e, asi mul acr um" ( Spur s, 49) ; but such " non- i dent i t y, " as count l ess
f emi ni st anal yses have shown, has been pr eci sel y t hest at us of womensi nce
t i me i mmemor i al , and t hi s st at us - f or al l i t s supposedl y subver si ve
pot ent i al - has been t he mai n sour ce of t hei r oppr essi on.

I am not suggest i ng t hat f emi ni st s r ej ect t he new di scour ses on
" woman" out of hand, or t hat t hey i gnor e t he epi st emol ogi cal concer ns
whi ch have pr ompt ed t hose di scour ses. I nst ead t hey shoul d get t he l ay of
t he l and, see what ol d f aces l ur k i n t he new l andscape, j udge what i s
ger mane t o t he pol i t i cal r eal i t y t hey f ace. Next t o t he Mar xi st " al ways
hi st or i ci ze, " we mi ght add t he ver y post - moder n " al ways pr obl emat i ze . "

At t he end of The Or der of Thi ngs, Foucaul t wr i t es t hat i f t he
ar r angement s whi ch l ed t o t he bi r t h of t he human sci ences wer e t o
di sappear , " t hen one can cer t ai nl y wager t hat man woul d be er ased, l i ke a
f ace dr awn i n sand at t he edge of t he sea" ( OT, 387) . But bef or e t hat
happens per haps woman' s f ace wi l l have t o be et ched f i r ml y besi de i t , i f onl y
as a net wor k of scar s on a once- smoot h sur f ace.
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