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Michel Foucault (1926 - 1984)

Penopticism & Subjectification
General questions: 

· What are our contemporary examples of (imperfect) panoticism? 

· How do we study subjectivity and subjectification of, say, a character’s?  

Two principles of disciplinary power (as opposed to feudal power): permanent visibility to the center; lateral invisibility -- > insures the automatic functioning of power.  

http://solomon.tinyurl.alexanderstreet.com/cgi-bin/asp/philo/soth/getdoc.pl?S10021788-D000027 
(Predecessors: 

1. leper: exclusion and separation; 

2. control of plague town with permanent system of registry, a disciplinary project of hierarchy, surveillance, observation and writing 

“The plague is met by order; its function is to sort out every possible confusion: that of disease, which is transmitted when bodies are mixed together; that of evil, which is increased when fear and death overcome prohibitions.  It lays down for each individual his place, his body, his disease and his death, his well-being, by means of an omnipresent and omniscient power that subdivides itself in a regular, uninterrupted way even to the ultimate determination of the individual, of what characterizes him, of what belongs to him, of what happens to him.”  pp. 197-198)

Penopticon: 

1. major effect—permanent visibility: (p. 201) to induce in the inmate a state of conscious and permanent visibility that assures automatic functioning of power. . . .power should be visible and unverifiable.  
2. automatic power: 202 it automiatizes and disinvididualizes power.  Power has its principle not so much in a person as in a certain concerted distribution of bodies, surfaces, lights, gazes; in an arrangement whose internal mechanisms produce the relations in which individuals are caught up.  
3. functions as a lab

Extension of disciplinary institutions (since the 18th century)–part of various, more profound processes (210)

1. The functional inversion of the disciplines: fix useless and disturbed population, and create useful individuals (through factory production, transmission of knowledge, the distribution of aptitudes and skills, war machine)
2. The swarming of disciplinary mechanisms – “de-institutionalization” (e.g. Christian school, hospital)
3. The state control of the mechanisms of discipline – e.g. the police ( the medical, educational, psychological, psychiatric, …  

Discipline defined: “Discipline may be identified neither with an institution nor with an apparatus; it is a type of power, a modality for its exercise, comprising a whole set of instruments, techniques, levels of application, targets; it is ‘physics’ or an ‘anatomy’ of power, a technology” (215/FR 206).  

Disciplinary Society: “one can speak of the formation of a disciplinary society in this movement that stretches from the enclosed disciplines, a sort of social ‘quarantine’, to an indefinitely generalizable mechanism of ‘panopticism.’  Not because the disciplinary modality has replaced all the others, but because it has infiltrated the others, sometimes undermining them, but serving as intermediary between them, linking them together, extending them and above all making it possible to bring the effects of power to the most minute and distant elements.  It assures the infinitesimal distribution of the power relations..   (216)

The formation of the disciplinary society is connected with a number of processes—economic, juridico-political, and, lastly, scientific—of which is forms part: 

1. The disciplines are techniques for assuring the ordering of human multiplicity—in which but not above which is brought the play of power relations.  

How: to exercise power at the lowest possible cost …to bring the effects of this social power to their maximum intensity and to extend them as far as possible.  …(FR 207)  
Why: 1) the increase of floating population; 2) growth in the apparatus of production 

   Differences between feudal power and disciplinary power: 

-- feudal power: process of deduction; costly through a corrupt system of taxation  

-- disciplinary power: integrated into the productive systems 

Procedure of Disciplinary Power (220/FR 208)

1) discipline fixes; it arrests or regulates movements; it clears up confusion; it dissipates compact groupings of individuals wandering about the country in unpredictable ways; it establishes calculated distributions. ( constitution of an organized multiplicity
2) use procedures of partitioning and verticality
3) increase the particular utility of each element of the multiplicity, but by means that are the most rapid and the least costly
4) the disciplines have to bring into play the power relations, not above but inside the very texture of the multiplicity, as discreetly as possible, as well articulated on the other functions of these multiplicities and also in the least expensive way possible: to this correspond anonymous instruments of power, coextensive with the multiplicity that they regiment, such as hierarchical surveillance, continuous registration, perpetual assessment and classification. (FR 209)
Summary: the processes of accumulation of capital and accumulation of men are inseparable 

Let us say that discipline is the unitary technique by which the body is reduced as a `political' force at the least cost and maximized as a useful force. The growth of a capitalist economy gave rise to the specific modality of disciplinary power, whose general formulas, techniques of submitting forces and bodies, in short, `political anatomy', could be operated in the most diverse political regimes, apparatuses or institutions. (FR 210-211)

2. The panoptic modality of power and the great juridico-political structures of a society – run side by side, mutually supportive of each other, but not completely dependent on the other. 

The general juridical form that guaranteed a system of rights that were egalitarian in principle was supported by these tiny, everyday, physical mechanisms, by all those systems of micro-power that are essentially non-egalitarian and asymmetrical that we call the disciplines. And although, in a formal way, the representative régime makes it possible, directly or indirectly, with or without relays, for the will of all to form the fundamental authority of sovereignty, the disciplines provide, at the base, a guarantee of the submission of forces and bodies. The real, corporal disciplines constituted the foundation of the formal, juridical liberties. (FR 211)
Nikolas Rose:
"Identity, Geanelogy, History”
http://solomon.tinyurl.alexanderstreet.com/cgi-bin/asp/philo/soth/getdoc.pl?S10020039-D000009 
Genealogy of subjectification = a genealogy of ‘our relation to ourselves.’  

I. Our relations with ourselves 
-- are addressed from the perspective of ‘government.’ 
-- has been the object of a variety of more or less rationalized schemes, which have sought to shape our ways of understanding and enacting our existence as human being in the name of certain objectives—manliness, femininity, honour, modesty, propriety, civility, discipline, distinction, efficiency, harmony. . . 

II. Genealogy of subjectification 
--focus directly on the practices within which human beings have been located in particular ‘regimes of the person.’  This would not be a continuous history of the self, but rather an account of the diversity of languages of ‘personhood’ that have taken shape--. . . –and the norms, techniques, and relations of authority within which these have circulated in legal, domestic, industrial and other practices for acting upon the conduct of persons.  

III. Problematization: where are aspects of the human being rendered problematic?

-- the mundane texts and programs 

IV Object of Investigation:

Technologies: p. 313 Human technologies “hybrid assemblages of knowledges, instruments, persons, systems of judgment, buildings and spaces, underpinned at the programmic level by certain presuppositions about, and objectives for, human beings.  E.g. school, prison, the asymlum.  
Authorities:--focus on authorities but not on power—and on “the diversity of ways in which authority is authorized” 

Teleologies-- What forms of life are the aims, ideals or exemplars for these different practices for working upon persons.  E.g. 

Unification of subjectification has to be seen as an objective of particular programmes, or presupposition of particular styles of thinking, not a feature of human cultures.  .

Strategies –procedures of regulating the capacities of persons –how are they linked into wider moral, social or political objectives concerning the undesirable or desirable features of populations, workforce, family, society, etc.?   

The government of others and the government of oneself 

Government – encompassing all those more or less rationalized programmes and strategies for ‘the conduct of conduct’ 
Governmentality – the emergence of political rationalities, or mentalities of rule, where rule becomes a matter of the calculated management of the affairs of each and of all in order to achieve a certain desirable objectives. 

Issues of concern:

1. ethics 

2. intellectual techniques such as memory, reading, writing, 

3. body techiniques 

The heterogeneity of the links between the government of others and the government of self 

1) stress on self-mastery 2) knowledge; 3) resistance 

Folds in the soul –a discontinuous surface, a kind of infolding of exteriority 

Spatialization of being vs. narrativization of being
