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(editing, narrative) and film as controlling the dlmt:)r;T:iona 1—?; Space.(ch;mges i
distance, editing), cinematic codes create a gadey A WOII, an ?b]ect, therey
) gl the measure of desire. It is these cinemat;
producing an illusion cut to th W— € Codeg
- lationship to formative externa! struct.ures tha ust be bl'Oken .
and. their.1gla leasure it provides can be challen "
before mainstream film and the plea 8 - ged.
To begin with (as an ending), the voyf:urlstlc-scoplc:ph1gc look that ig 3 Cruciy
part of traditional filmic pleasure. can itself 'be broken down., There e thye,
different looks associated with cinema: !:hat of the camera as it records
profilmic event, that of the audle‘nCLT as 1t watches. the' final product, and thy,
of the characters at each other within the screen illusion. Thﬁ conventiong o
narrative film deny the first two and subordinate them to the third, the Conscigyg
aim being always to eliminate intrusive camera presence and prevent a distangjy,
awareness in the audience. Without these two absences (the material €Xistenge
of the recording process, the critical reading of the spectator), ﬁctional dramg
cannot achieve reality, obviousness, and truth.'Nevertheless,. as this essay py
argued, the structure of looking in narrative ﬁctlo_n film contains a contradictigp
in its own premises: the female image as a castration threzf:t cqnstantly endangers
the unity of the diegesis and bursts through the world of illusion as an intrusive,
static, one-dimensional fetish. Thus the two looks, materially present in time
and space are obsessively subordinated to the new erotic needs of the male ego,
The camera becomes the mechanism for producing an illusion of Renaissance
space, flowing movements compatible with the human eye, an ideology of
representation that revolves around the perception of the subject; the camera’s
look is disavowed in order to create a convincing world in which the spectator’s
surrogate can perform with verisimilitude. Simultaneously, the look of the
audience is denied an intrinsic force: as soon as fetishistic representation of the
female image threatens to break the spell of illusion, and the erotic image on the
screen appears directly (without mediation) to the spectator, the fact of fetishi-
zation, concealing as it does castration-fear, freezes the look, fixates the spectator,
and prevents him from achieving any distance from the image in front of him.
This complex interaction of looks is specific to film. The first blow against
the monolithic accumulation of traditional film conventions (already undertal«?n
by radical filmmakers) is to free the look of the camera into its materiality I
time and space and the look of the audience into dialectics, passionate detach-
ment. There is no doubt that this destroys the satisfaction, pleasure, and
prmlege.of the ‘invisible guest,” and highlights how film has depeﬂqed on
voyeuristic active/passive mechanisms. Women, whose image has contl_n}lally
been stolen 'and used for this end, cannot view the decline of the traditiom
film form with anything much more than sentimental regret.
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egn ¥o affirm critical _acthlty In tlje predominantly institﬁt?gﬁgfﬁe%Eg:%?qgngg?r hai
odge’ Over the attractions of the ‘universal intellectual’. The ideas here articulatedr;%w

e 10 constitute an agenda for radical cultural practice on the part of a generati;e
” motivated by social concerns as it has been wary of global solutions to themn
pelivered ON 7_January 1976_ in Tprin, and transcribed by Alessandro Fontana and
pasquale Pasquino; translated in Colin Gordon (ed.), Michel Foucault. Power/Knowledge
London, 1980. The present version is taken from pp. 78-89 of that edition. |

[..] It seems to me that the work we have done could be justified by the claim
that it is adequate to 2 restricted period, that of the last ten, fifteen, at most
wenty years, a period notable for two events which for all they may not be
really important are nonetheless to my mind quite interesting.
On the one hand, it has been a period characterized by what one might term
the efficacy of dispersed and discontinuous offensives. There are a number of
things I have in mind here. I am thinking, for example, where it was a case
of undermining the function of psychiatric institutions, of that curious efficacy
of localised anti-psychiatric discourses. These are discourses which you are well
aware lacked and still lack any systematic principles of coordination of the kind
that would have provided or might today provide a system of reference for
them. T am thinking of the original reference towards existential ?na}ysis or of
®rtain directions inspired in a general way by Marxism, such as Reichian t:‘heoryc.1
i i st ek S o
EXCepStt traditional morality and h}erarc_hy, attacks w 11{0' hgand o e, On the
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I would say, then, that what has emerged in the course of the last tey or
fifteen years is a sense of the increasing vulnerability to criticism of things
institutions, practices, discourses. A certain fragility has been discovered ip thé
very bedrock of existence — even, and perhaps above all, in those aspects of it
that are most familiar, most solid and most intimately related to our bodies and
to our everyday behaviour. But together with this sense of instability ang this
amazing efficacy of discontinuous, particular and local criticism, one in fact g,
discovers something that perhaps was not initially foreseen, something one might
describe as precisely the inhibiting effect of global, totalitarian theories. It is no;
that these global theories have not provided nor continue to provide in a fairly
consistent fashion useful tools for local research: Marxism and psychoanalys;s
are proofs of this. But I believe these tools have only been provided on the
condition that the theoretical unity of these discourses was In some sense put
in abeyance, or at least curtailed, divided, overthrown, caricatured, theatricalised,
or what you will. In each case, the attempt to think in terms of a totality has
in fact proved a hindrance to research.

So, the main point to be gleaned from these events of the last fifteen years,
their predominant feature, is the Jocal character of criticism. That should not,
I believe, be taken to mean that its qualities are those of an obtuse, naive or
primitive empiricism; nor is it a soggy eclecticism, an opportunism that laps up
any and every kind of theoretical approach; nor does it mean a self-imposed
ascetism which taken by itself would reduce to the worst kind of theoretical
impoverishment. I believe that what this essentially local character of criticism
indicates in reality is an autonomous, non-centralised kind of theoretical pro-
duction, one that is to say whose validity is not dependent on the approval of
the established régimes of thought.

It is here that we touch upon another feature of these events that has been
manifest for some time now: it seems to me that this local criticism has
proceeded by means of what one might term ‘a return of knowledge’. What I
mean by that phrase is this: it is a fact that we have repeatedly encountered,
at least at a superficial level, in the course of most recent times, an entire
thematic to the effect that it is not theory but life that matters, not knowledge
but reality, not books but money etc.; but it also seems to me that over and
above, and arising out of this thematic, there is something else to which W¢
are witness, and which we might describe as an iusurrection of subjugate?

% knomledges.

i

By stibjugated knowledges T iear tWo things-on-the-one-hard; T-am-referri’s
to the historical contents that have been buried asd "disguised in” ﬁ“‘f‘ijﬁ‘ctiﬂﬁﬁl}“
~coherence~or-formal systemisatiom:~Concretely; it "i§ 1ot "2 semiology-of-the life
“of the asylurm; it 'is not even a "'s"6'("fi'ol6”g‘y""6'f*“d‘€l'i"ﬁQt"i‘éﬁﬁ”j‘r‘”;"fﬁiif'*l-’i*;i'ﬁ””ma‘d‘é‘it”p“o's's‘i'ble
torproduceraneffective criticism of ‘the asyIum and Tikewise of “the-prison 0%
rather—~the~immedidte "emergence~of " historical "Contents. /;md this is simply
because only the historical contents allow us to rediscover the ruPtUral effe.ctS
of conflict and struggle that the order imposed by functionalist or systcmatismg
thought is designed to mask. ﬁmbﬁg\ated“kﬁ"ﬁwl‘e‘d‘géﬁ”ﬁ’é‘“i‘:?h”i"f’s“t those blocs”
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. nalist and systematizing theory and which criticism - which obviously .
[’uﬂc[lou on scholarship — has been able to reveal. Luills e 7
r ws't o other h:?md, I.belleve~t'har,‘by‘ﬁubjugatcd knowledges _one should Get

3::5“,“(1 something. else, .something which.in.a.sense is altogether different, 7,4
ur lv,,,a,_whole set. of knowledges.that have been disqualified as inadequate to
e or-insufficiently.elaborated: naive knowledges, located low down on
[hﬂr},jerarchy' beneath the required level of cognition or scicntificity: -I-also f‘]' fie
thé g that-it is _through.the re-emergence of these low-ranking knowledges, wihel
bglu: unqualified,even directly- disqualified knowledges (such as that-of the_ fecA

r atric patient,.of- the-ill person, of the nurse,.of the doctor — parallel and otu/u‘}

al as they-are-to the-knowledge of medicine — that of the delinquent, 1/&7‘-—
4 which involve. what 1:would call a popular knowledge (le savoir des —
h it is far from being a general commonsense knowledge, but is on
(he, contrary..a pa_rtigular, Iocal,..:re'gional.-kno,wledge, a differential knowlec!ge
incapable of unanimity and. whlgh,qwes Alts,.f(_)rce.:only to-the _harshness.w"_;h
“.l.ij;ﬁ_it.is opposed_ by everything -surrounding it = that it is through the
re-appearance of this knowled.gc?,.of these local popular. knowledges, these
disqualiﬁed knowledges, that-criticism-performsits work:
However, there is a strange kind of paradox in the desire to assign to this
same category of subjugated knowledges what are on the one hand the products
of meticulous, erudite, exact historical knowledge, and on the other hand local
and specific knowledges which have no common meaning and which are in some
hion allowed to fall into disuse whenever they are not effectively and explicitly
maintained in themselves. Well, it seems to me that our critical discourses of
the last fifteen years have in effect discovered their essential force in this
ssociation between the buried knowledges of erudition and those disqualified
from the hierarchy of knowledges and sciences.

In the two cases — in the case of the erudite as in that of the disqualified
knowledges — with what in fact were these buried, subjugated knowledges really
concerned? They were concerned with a historical knomwledge of struggles. In the
specialised areas of erudition as in the disqualified, popular knowledge there lay
the memory of hostile encounters which even up to this day have been confined
o the margins of knowledge.

What emerges out of this is something one might call a genealogy, or rather
« multiplicity of genealogical researches, a painstaking rediscovery of struggles
0gether with the rude memory of their conflicts. And these genealogies, that
:::rthe COmbir}ed product of an erudite knowledge and a popular knowledge,
Conzitr'm possible and could not even ha_vg bee_n attemptgd except on one
2] ali”“» namely that the tyranny of globalizing discourses “"lth their hierarchy

o thel_r privileges of a theoretical avan_t—garde was'ellmmated.
memor?: give the term genealogy to the ur_uon.of erudite knowledge and local
0 make Suwhlch a‘llows us to estab!nsh a historical .knowledg‘e of strugglf:s‘ and
eﬁﬂition sef of this know!edge t.acucally today. This then Wlll_ be A provisional
the last fev(; ;?aer genealogies which I have attempted to compile with you over
s.
0 are well aware that this research activity, which one can thus call
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genealogical, has nothing at all to do with an opposition between the abgt
unity of theory and the concrete multiplicity of facts. It has nothing 4 alIaCt
do with a disqualification of the speculative dimension which opposes ¢, to
the name of some kind of scientism, the rigour of well established know]eq, "
2 It is not therefore via an empiricism that the genealogical project unfolgg ies.
even via a positivism in the ordinary sense of that term. What it really d(;es (;r
to entertain the claims to attention of local, discontinuous, disqualified, illegits
imate knowledges against the claims of a unitary body of theory which Woul&
filter, hierarchize and order them in the name of some true knowledge anq some
arbitrary idea of what constitutes a science and its objects. Genealogies are
therefore not positivistic returns to a more careful or exact form of scienee
They are precisely anti-sciences. Not that they vindicate a lyrical right t(;
ignorance or non-knowledge: it is not that they are concerned to deny knowledge
or that they esteem the virtues of direct cognition and base their practice upop
an immediate experience that escapes encapsulation in knowledge. It is not thy
‘ with which we are concerned. We are concerned, rather, with the insurrectiop
Jf of knowledges that are opposed primarily not to the contents, methods or
- concepts of a science, but to the effects of the centralizing powers which are
1 linked to the institution and functioning of an organized scientific discourse
l within a society such as ours. Nor does it basically matter all that much that
/ | this institutionalization of scientific discourse is embodied in a university, or,
more generally, in an educational apparatus, in a theoretical-commercial institu-
1 tion such as psychoanalysis or within the framework of reference that is provided
by a political system such as Marxism; for it is really against the effects of the
power of a discourse that is considered to be scientific that the genealogy must
- wage its stuggle.
i \ To be more precise, I would remind you how numerous have been those who
i for many years now, probably for more than half a century, have questioned
1 whether Marxism was, or was not, a science. One might say that the same issue
N has been posed, and continues to be posed, in the case of psychoanalysis, or
even worse, in that of the semiology of literary texts. But to all these demands
’ of: ‘Is it or is it not a science?’, the genealogies or the genealogists would reply:
‘If you really want to know, the fault lies in your very determination to make
{ a science out of Marxism or psychoanalysis or this or that study’. If we have
any objection against Marxism, it lies in the fact that it could effectively be 2
science. In more detailed terms, I would say that even before we can know the
extent to which something such as Marxism or psychoanalysis can be comPar?d
to a scientific practice in its everday functioning, its rules of construction, IfS
working concepts, that even before we can pose the question of a formal and
structural analogy between Marxist or psychoanalytic discourse, it is surely
necessary to question ourselves about our aspirations to the kind of power that
is presumed to accompany such a science. It is surely the following kinds ©
question that would need to be posed: What types of knowledge do you wfmt'
to disqualify in the very instant of your demand: ‘Is it a science’” Which
speaking, discoursing subjects — which subjects of experience and knov‘[ledge -
do you then want to ‘diminish’ when you say: ‘I who conduct this discourse
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'QI am qonductmg ® Sclentifi disco“"se, and I am a scientist’> Which theoretical-
Fll pnlinca.l avant-garde do You want ¢q enthrone in order to isolate it from all the
m discontinuous forms of knowledge that circulate about it? When I see you
¥, training to estfibhsh the scientiﬁcity of Marxism I do not really think that you
. yre demoBstrating once ‘ar.1d for all that Marxism has a rational structure and
Is that therefolre 1S propositiong are the outcome of verifiable procedures:; for me
It jou are doing something altogether diffe -
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ctivation of local knowledges —

: ges — of minor know-
or ledges, as Deleuze might cal] them - ip Opposition to the scientific hierarchisation
i of knowledges and the effects Intrinsic to their power: this, then, is the project
rse of these disordered and fragmentary genealogies. |If we were to characterize it
hat in two terms, then ‘archaeology’ w

. ; nae ould be the appropriate methodology of this

or, analysis of local dISCLlrSJVltlE:S, anﬁ!‘geﬂealogx’ would be-the tactics whereby;ron®

- the-basis” of the descriptions of ¢ ese local dj kno
—— e e

scursivities; the subjected~know-

led ledges which were thus released would - be brought into play. - 7,___,.
the +rox - P
ust What is at stake in-all- these genealogies-is-the ‘nature- of this power which =

has“sur 1 Iew | 1ts violence; aggression-and absurdity.in_the course
iho of the last forty years, contem oraneously, that is, with the collapse of Fascism:
1ed aggl_"_t_h_e_d_eclin < inj ask, « & or rather,
sue since that is to give a formulation to the question that invites the kind of
or theoretical coronation of the whole which T am so keen to avoid —vhat are
nds these various contrivances of power, whose o erationsiextend "t  such differing
I levels and sectors o society and are possessed: of such manifold ramifications?
ake ‘Z'TVE‘__EE'LJ;I:L&:ir_il_'_r_l_cc]i;m_1_sm_s_1 _their—cffects and their relations? The jssuc here
e an, I beljey

¢, be crystallized essentiall

y in the following question: is the analysis
e % power or of powers to be deduced in one way or another from the economy?
the U me make this question and my reasons for posing it somewhat clearer. [t
red ' ot a ) my intention to abstract from what are innumerable and enormous /
its dyfferences; yet

— 0
— a1 point in commion betweesn' thejuridical; and let-us-call ity liberal W
rl! ;":l?ﬁptlon of political power (found in the philosophes of the eighteenth century)
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throuch cession or contract. Power is that concrete p().\\"l..‘l' |“ hich every i“‘“\’idu.l]
holdq‘ and whose partial or total cession enables political power or Soverejgy,.

al construction is essentially based op the

—ihliched This theoretic vy
to be established. This theore o g Seeun, ide
that the constitution of pulitzcal power obeys the “i“’dt: of a lng.ll tr““SHCtiun
involving a contractual type of exchange (hence the clear analogy tha .

through all these theories between power "“}d commodities, l“."“"“' and wealth)
In the other case — I am thinking here of the gencr.al Mam"_“ conception
power — one finds none of all that. l\"'“"e,thelcss‘ th?w is something clse inhergp,
in this latter conception, something -“'hlc.h one m.lght term an economic fyp,_
tionality of power. This economic tuncr}onallt_\' |s'prescf1t'tu the extent thy,
power is conceived primarily in terms of .the role it plays in the_ maintenane,
simultaneously of the relations of pruducnop and Of a class .dommutlon Which
the development and specific forms of the forces of production have rendereg

possible. On this view, then, the historical raison d'étre of political power js

be found in the economy. Broadly speaking, in the first case we have a politicy

power whose formal model is discoverable in the process of ‘exch.ange, the
economic circulation of commodities; in the second case, the historical rajs,
détre of political power and the principle of its concrete forms and actyg]
functioning, is located in the economy. Well then, the problem involved in the
researches to which I refer can, I believe, be broken down in the following

manner: in the first place, is power alwavs in a subordinate_position relative to
the economm ultimately answerable to, the
economy? Is its essential end and purpose to serve the economy? Is it destined
to Tealize. consolidate, maintain and reproduce the relations appropriate to the
¢comomy and essential to its functioning? In the second pla_c_e,_ﬁ_gg_\_ver modelled

iipon the commodity? Is it something that one possesses, acquires, cedes through

force or contract, that one alienates or recovers, that circulates, that voids this
or that region? Or, on the‘contrary,.do we need to_employ varying tools in its

analysis — even, that is, when we allow that it effectively remains the case that
mmfﬁ’v&er : d?i_rﬂﬁéféav—remain profoundly” enmeshed in “and-withs
€conomic relations and participate with them in a common circuit? If that is
the case, it is not the models of functional subordination or formal isomorphism
that will characterize the interconnection between politics and the economy.
Their indissolubility will be of a different order. [...]

13 Fredric Jameson (b. 1934) from ‘Reflections on e

the Brecht-Lukacs Debatge’ "U!?ﬁ. e = c \l'(’k
e dnke e T

In the radical climate of the 1970s the far-reaching Marxist cultural debate of the 19305
was rediscovered, after having been occluded by decades of the Cold War. In 1

several contributions were gathered and republished under the title Aesthetics @

f 9;’“05- Fredric Jameson, by then established as a leading Marxist intellectual cor

F::sUtEd elln Afterword to the collection in which he surveyed the materials of the deba re

i C%nc usion was that not only Socialist Realism but its protagonist Modernism We’ts

oW both inadequate to the experience of modern society: the former through !




