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TheFutureofCulturalStudies:Foucaultand

theDiachronicNatureofPower

NaokiYOSHIDA

I

Oneofthenotablefeaturesofthenewhistoricismisitsopenness

tocriticism.JohnBenderhasremarkedthatthenewhistoricismcannot

holdaninvulnerablepositionamongliterarystudiesbecauseitis"a

discourseproducedbyadisciplineincrisis".1 Iunderstandthistomean

thatthenewhistoricismcanexistonlywithinmultiplerelationsofpower.

Equallyobvious,onthisunderstanding,isthatanyculturalstudiesafter

themovementshouldberegardedasdiscursiveproductionofpower

relations.2 0nlywhenwegobeyondapartialpositioningofcriticismcan

wemakeamorefruitfulanalysisofliterarydiscourse.If,likeBender,

Weregardthenewhistoricismasaprocessforthefindinganewground,

thenextstepistoexaminethemultiplerelationsofpowerrepresentedin

ThisisbasedonapaperreadonMay21,1995,atthe67thGeneralMeetingof
theEnglishLiterarySocietyofJapan.IamgratefultoJohnBenderforhis
commentsontheearliestversionofthispaper.

1JohnBender,"Eighteenth-CenturyStudies,"inRedrawing theBoundan'es,eds.
StephenGreenblattandGilesGunn(NewYork:MLA,1992)93.Seethevarious
essayscollectedinTheNewHistoricism,ed.H.AramVeeser(NewYork･.Rout-
1edge,1989).

2Forasurvey,fromacontemporarytheoreticalperspective,ofculturalstudies,see
LawrenceGrossberg,CaryNelson,andPaulaA.Treichlereds.Cultuy7alStudies
(NewYork:Routledge,1992),ト22.
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worksofart.

AlthoughmanycontemporarystudiesofEnglishliteraturehave

appliedMichelFoucault'Sconceptofpowertotheconstructionoftheir

arguments,theyhavepaidlittleattentiontotheuniquehistoricityof

powerwhichhesuggestsinDisc勿IineandPunish.3 Foucaultrectifiesa

traditionalnotionconcerningpower:powerisnotapropertywonbythe

authorities,butasetofreciprocalrelationsamongforcesthatpasses

throughthedominantauthoritiesaswellasthedominated.Hepresents

thiswell-knownpostulatebywriting"acorrelativehistoryofthemodern

soulandofanewpowertojudge".4 Inwhatsense,then,doesheusethe

word"history"hereP Itisclearthathedescribes,aboveall,themodern

historyofpowerrelationsinwhichtheWesthaschangedattitudes

towardpunishmentanddiscipline.IntheearlypartofDisciplineand

Punish,hedemonstrateshow criminalswerephysicallyattackedin

sovereignsocieties:theblunderedtortureofRobertFranGOisDamiens.

Agreatpartofthebook,however,isgiventotheanalysisofthenew

form ofpunishmentproposedbythehumanistreformersandthelater

disciplinarytechnologyinmodernsocieties.Ⅰnaddition,inonlyafew

pages,hementionspresenLdaystrugglesconcernlngtheprlSOn.Thus,

whatFoucaultintendsbyusingtheterm"history"Seemstobeananalysis

ofthesynchronicstructureofpowerinthemodernera.Asweshallsee

later,FredricJamesonhastakenupapositionwhichisopposedtothis

3MichelFoucault,Disc勿IineandPunish.･TheBiYihof thePn'son,trams.Alan
Sheridan(NewYork:Vintage,1979).SeeHubertLDreyfusandPaulRabinow,

MichelFoucault:BeyondStniCtu71alismandHermeneutics(Chicago:UofChicagoP,
1982)143-67.

4Foucault,Disczi)lineandPunish23.
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synchronicity.5 YetinspiteofFoucault'sseemlnglyexplicitusageofthe

term,wecandevelophisconceptofpoweralittlemorefullylna

diachronicway.Ithinkitisworthcontemplatingtheuniquehistoricity

ofpowerinordertofindanew basisforEnglishstudiesafternew

historicism.A reconsideration ofFoucault'sanalysisofpowerin

responsetoJameson'scriticismcanshapethefutureofculturalstudies,

ranglngfromnewhistoricismtopost-colonialandqueertheory.6

Theearlypartsofthisessayreview Bender'sZmagimng the

Penitentiary,whichclarifiesthereciprocalrelationsbetweentheEnglish

eighteenth-centurynovelandthedevelopmentofdisciplinaryprisons.7

Alongtheway,IexaminehowBenderdefinestheroleofliterarydis-

courseinmodernrelationsofpower.HerelwillshowthatBender's

historicalapproachtonovelisticdiscoursetendstoview powerasa

synchronicstructure.Ithinkthereisroom forfurtherinvestigationin

thisarea.Then,Ifocusonanepisodefrom HenryFielding'SJonathan

m'ld:Mrs.Heartfree'sadventurousstory.Iwouldliketoindicatethat

Mrs.Heartfree'sepisodeallowsustomovebeyondabinaryopposition

betweensynchronyanddiachrony.Nextcomestheheartofmypaper.

Ishallconcentrateonanexaminationoftheuniquehistoricityofpower

inDiscti)lineandPunish.Thisspeculationaboutthegeneralnatureof

poweroffersussomecluesfortheconsiderationofpresentcritical

sSeeFredricJameson,ThePoliticalUnconscious.･Nar71ativeasaSociallySymbolic
Act(Ithaca:CornellUP,1981)17-102.

6See,forexample,PeterHulme,ColonialEncounters:Europeand theNative
Can'bbean,1492-1797(New York:Routledge,1986)1112,andDavidM.Halperin,

SaintFoucault:TowaydsaG砂Hagiogyiaphy(NewYork:oxfordUP,1995)104-06,
119-20.

7Bender,Imagining thePenitentia7y:Fictionand theArchitectu71eOf Mindin
Eighteenth-Centu秒England(Chicago:UofChicagoP,1987).
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theories.Inbrief,thefollowingargumentaimstogiveawiderperspec-

tivetoculturalstudiesfrom theviewpointofthediachronicnatureof

power.Thisisthesubjectofmypaper.

ⅠⅠ

Inconsideringthehistoricityofpower,itisusefultofocusontwo

studiesthatchallengethecriticismofFoucault:Bender'SZmagmlngthe

PenitentiaryandJameson'sThePoliticalUnconscious.Although they

differwidelyinbothsubjectmatterandcriticalstance,theyraisethe

objectionsagainstFoucault'snotionofpower.Morespecifically,against

hishistoricalapproachtothemodernstructureofpower.Asastarting

point,IwouldliketomakeitclearhowtheycriticizeFoucault'shistory

ofpower.

ImagimngthePenitentia叩beginswithanoticeabledeparturefrom

Foucault.Ⅰntheprefacetothebook,Benderremarksthatheattempts

toclearupthequestionofhowliterarydiscourseisrelatedtocultural

formations.AccordingtoBender,Foucault'Shistoryofpowerleaves

thisseriousproblemuntouched.Whilereferringtoamajorchangeinthe

modernepistemethatFoucaultoutlinesinTheOyderofThings,Bender

paysattentiontotheactiveroleofliteraryproduction.8 Certainly,he

recognizesthatliterarydiscoursenolongerappearsasaperfectmedium

fordefiningtheworldinthemodernperiod.Asliteraryactivityhas

shownthetendencytowarditsseparatenessorautonomysincethe

Enlightenment,itcannothavedirectaccesstotheconstructionofthe

outsideworld.Yet,Bendersays,wemissthepointifwekeepliterature

8Foucault,TheO71derofThingsIAnArchaeologyoftheHumanSciences(NewYork:
Vintage,1973).
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inindefiniteconfinement.Asweshallseelater,hedemonstratesthat

literarydiscourse,alongwithotherformsofknowledge,isessentially

concernedwiththefutureofoursociety.Insum,ZmaglnmgthePeniten-

tia町,WhilecriticizingFoucault'snegativeattitudetowardliterature,

explorestherelationofdiscursivepracticeandsocialformation,within

whichliteraturelosesitsautonomy.

Anothercriticism ofFoucault'shistoryofpowerisThePolitical

Unconscious,inwhichJamesoninsistsontheimportanceofgoingbeyond

abinaryoppositionbetweensynchronyanddiachronyinrespectto

dialecticalpowerrelations.Asbrieflymentioned,Foucaultdemon-

stratesthemodernstructureofpowerconcerningtheprisoninDiscipline

andPunish.Although Foucaultpresentsuswiththreedistincttypesof

powertopunish,heseemstoneglectthediachronicrelationsofthese

categories.Thisisbecausehedwellsontheexceptionaldevelopmentof

panopticapparatuses.9 ForJameson,therefore,Foucault'Snotionof

poweraswellasallanti-dialecticalframeworksofcritiqueistobe

sharplyattacked:

Weber'sdramaticnotionofthe"ironcage"ofanincreasinglybureau-

craticsociety,Foucault'simageofthegridworkofanevermoreperva-

sive"politicaltechnologyofthebody,"butalsomoretraditional"syn-

chronic"accountsoftheculturalprogrammingofagivenhistorical

Hmoment,"suchasthosethathavevariouslybeenproposedfromVico

andHegeltoSpenglerandDeleuze- allsuchmonolithicmodelsofthe

culturalunityofagivenhistoricalperiodhavetendedtoconfirm the

suspicionsofadialecticaltraditionaboutthedangersofanemergent

"synchronic"thought,inwhichchangeanddevelopmentarerelegatedto

9SeeFoucault,DiscかIineandPunish195-228.
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themarginalizedcategoryofthemerely"diachronic,"thecontingentor

therigorouslynonmeaningful.‥.(emphasisadded)10

ThusJamesonreducesFoucault'Sworktoatotalizingprojectwhich

presentsuswithahomogeneousstructureofpower.Fromthispointof

view,Foucaultappearssimplyasoneofthetotalitarianphilosopherswho

attributevariouschangesorcontradictionstotransitionalperiods.

HerewemayrecallJameson'sslogan ofThePoliticalUnconscious:

"Alwayshistoricize!"llUnderthisslogan,heattemptstointerpretHis-

toryitselfwhichcannotbesubsumedintoany"monolithicmodels"of

totalsystem.Therefore,Foucault'snotionofpower,becauseofits

synchronicity,isdenouncedasanobstacletoJameson'sdialecticalwork.

YetJamesonmakesapervasiveinterpretationofFoucault'shistoricityof

power.iwouldliketoshowthatFoucault,aswellasJameson,firmly

deniesasynchrony/diachronydichotomy:wewillreturntothispoint

laterinthispaper.

Inanyevent,itwillbeclearfromtheseobservationsthatthetwo

criticalstudiesshouldbecombinedtounderstandwhatpowerrelations

developaroundliterarydiscourse.Benderputsstressonthedynamic

roleofliterarydiscourseintheconstructionofsocialinstitutions.

Jameson,ontheotherhand,proposesthenecessityofopeningliterary

production tothehistoricalmomentin which thecoexistence of

synchronyanddiachronybecomesvisible.Therefore,weneedtocon-

siderthehistoricalroleofliterarydiscoursewiththesepointsinmind.

Letus,then,examinefurtherZmagmmgthePenitentia7y,Whichillustrates

10Jameson90-91.

llJameson9.
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thehistoricalrelationsofpowerbetweeneighteenth-centurydiscourse

andthelaterdevelopmentofdisciplinaryinstitutions.

ⅠⅡ

Bender'sgeneralpositiononthehistoricalroleofliterarydiscourse

isstatedinthefirsttwoparagraphsofhisbook:

Iconsiderliteratureandthevisualartsasadvancedformsofknowledge,

ascognitiveinstrumentsthatanticipateandcontributetoinstitutional

formation.NovelsasIdescribethemareprimaryhistoricalandideolog-

icaldocuments;thevehicles,notthereflections,ofsocialchange.

Ishallarguethatattitudestowardprisonwhichwereformulated

between1719and1779innarrativeliteratureandart- especiallyin

prosefiction- sustainedand,onmyreconstruction,enabledtheconcep-

tionandconstructionofactualpenitentiaryprlSOnSlaterintheeighteenth

century･12

WhatthepassagemakesclearatonceisthatBenderavoidstheimageof

reflection.Certainly,Wemaysaythatthereisanintimate,analogous

relationshipbetweensocialinstitutionsandliterarydiscourse.Itis

usefultocomparethecontemporarypenalsystem withitsnovelistic

discoursesoastounderstandthesynchronicstructureofthepowerto

punish.Infact,Benderalsomakessuchacomparisonofthesedifferent

typesofculturalproduction.Butheneverconsidersmodernliterary

activitytobetheeffectofsocialinstitutions.ForBender,analysisofthe

twokindsofsocialdiscourse- boththenovelandtheprisonareregard-

edas"comparablesocialtexts"- throwslightontheparticularroleof

12Bender,Zmag7mngthePenitentia7y1.



168 人 文 研 究 第 92 輯

literarydiscourse.13 The"attitudestowardprison"representedinfic-

tionalnarrativesthrustforwardtheconstructionofanew system of

imprisonment.Thus,Bender'sdenialofthetheoryofreflectioncanbe

viewedasanattempttoopenthesynchronicstructureofpowerinanew

historicalway.

Itisnecessary,then,toseehowthisnewcontextualdimensionof

Bender'SargumentisappliedtothestudyofFielding.14 Thetwochap-

tersofJmagmmgthePenitentia73),CloselyanalyzingFielding'Snovelistic

discourseandhisjuridicalcareer,demonstratehowFieldingmakesan

importantcontribution to the birth ofnew prisons.As already

mentioned,Bender'sdenialofthereflectiontheoryrecognizestheneces-

sityofexplainingthosenewideaswhichareinconsistentwithcontempo-

raryprisons.Whatnew elementscanbefoundinFielding'snovels?

Mostimportantisthegradual,butimmensechangesinhisapproachto

narrativeconstruction:thedisappearanceofanobtrusivenarrator.

Havingobservedtheformalchangesofnarrationfrom Shamelato

Amelia,Benderconcludesthatwecan"findsignificantmovementtoward

thetransparencyofthelaterrealistnovel"inFielding'sworks.15 Why,

then,isthistransparentnarrationinconsistentwiththetraditionalform

ofimprisonment? Thisisbecausethemissingpresenceofnarrative

authorityisnotrelevanttotheoldprisonsasaspaceofdetention,butto

13Bender,Zm曙mlngthePenitentiaり4.

14See,amongnumerousothers,MichaelMcKeon,TheOriginsoftheEnglishNovel,
1600-1740(Baltimore:JohnsHopkinsUP,1987);NancyArmstrong,Desireand
DomesticFiction:APoliticalHisto町 OftheNovel(NewYork:0ⅩfordUP,1987);

MarshallBrown,Preromanticism(Stanford:StanfordUP,1991);TerryCastle,The
FemaleThermometer.･El'ghteenth-Centu町Cultu71eandtheInventionoftheUncanny
(NewYork:oxfordUP,1995).

15Bender,Zm曙mmgthePenitentia7y181.
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the new penitentiary prisons as disciplinary instruments.Jeremy

Bentham'sideaofPanopticonmightbeanotableexampleofthisnew

prison.16 Itisakindof"fictional"projecttomakethemostoftranspar-

entinspectionsintheprisonwheretheinmatesdisciplinethemselvesby

takingahiddenauthorityintotheirminds.Insum,Fielding'snarrative

changesfromobtrusivenesstotransparencyanticipatetheemergenceof

thenewpowertopunish.

Indeed,theshifttotransparentnarrationinFielding'snovelsgives

animportantcluetoclarifyingthehistoricityofpower.Following

Bender'saccountofpanopticvision in Amelia,onecan correlate

eighteenth-centurynovelstothelateremergenceofpenitentiaryprisons.

Therefore,Bendermakesameaningfulcontributiontothetheoryof

power:herevealsthepositiveroleofliterarydiscourseintheformation

ofpower.YetthereseemstobeatroublinglimitationtoBender'S

argumentattheverymomenthedrawsacomparisonbetweenAmelia

andothernovels.Forsuchcomparisonsareimplicitlyassociatedwitha

valuejudgmentconcerningFielding'sworksofart.Thatis,whereas

Ameliaisanimportantnovelthatpartakesgreatlyofthenatureof

penitentiaryprisons,othernovelslikeJonathanWl'ldorTomJones,asa

result,cannotbemuchesteemedintermsoftransparentnarration.

AccordingtoBender,thewholeworldofJonathanm'ldiscreatedbyan

omniscientnarratorwhoseauthorityiswidelyrecognizedintheold

prlSOnS･

160nthissubject,seeD.A.Miller,TheNovelandthePolice(Berkeley.･UofCalifornia

P,1988)1-32,andMarySchmelzer,"Panopticism andPostmodernPedagogy,"in

FoucaultandtheCritiqueofInstitutions,eds.JohnCaputoandMarkYount(Univer-
sityPark:PennsylvaniaStateUP,1993)127-36.
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Theratherdifferent,sardonicnarratorofJonathanWild(1743)entirely

dominatesthenovelwithademonstrativerhetoricresemblingthatof

Swift'spersonifications‥‥Thenarrator'sall-Seeingandall-knowing

postureemphasizescontrivanceandcontrol.Eventhemajorcharacters

lackparticularity,andlesseroneslikethe"goodmagistrate"livespecial-

ized,insubstantiallivesascreaturesofplot.17

Whatpositiverole,then,doesJonathan Wz'ldplayintheprocessof

constructingthenewtypeofpower? ToanswerthisquestionBender

examinesthenovelfrom anotherimportantperspectiveofrealism:the

meansforrepresentingreformistcontentinafictionalworld.Atthe

thematiclevel,wecanlocateJonathan Wz'ldinthehistoryofthenew

powertopunish.So,followingBender'Sargument,Iwillfocusonthe

mostreformativeandrealisticpartofJonathanWl'ld.

Ⅳ

TheepisodeofMrs.Heartfree'sadventureisoneofthemost

realisticnarrativesinJonathanWz.ld.Althoughhertravelogueisinitself

filledwithmanyromanticeventsanddevices,Fieldingmanagestotrans-

formtheromanticstoryintoahighlyplausiblenarrative.First,Wecan

findinthisepisodeasignificantmovementtowardthetransparencyof

narration.BytransferrlngOmniscientauthorityontoacharacterinthe

novel,Fieldingrealizes,ifonlyforasmallspace,arathermoreneutral

stanceofnarration.Second,alongwiththeshifttowardtransparency,

theepisodeshowsthemutualrelationshipbetweenlaw andliterature,

whichenablesustoimaginetheconstructionofnewpenitentiaryprisons.

17Bender,ZmagmmgthePenitentia叩 180.
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Ⅰtistruethatthefirst-personnarratorofJonathanWildfrequently

breaksintotheplotinordertoexplainhis"toofar-fetched"useofsimile

(BK.Ⅰ,ch.xiv);to"Openatruth,whichweaskourreader'spardonfor

havingconcealedfrom him solong"(BK.ⅠⅠ,ch.iii);toputforwarda

pretextforhisdigression(BK.ⅠⅠⅠ,ch.iv);Ortoinsistonthenaturalending

ofthestory:

Buthere,thoughIamconvincedmygood-maturedreadermayalmost

wantthesurgeon'sassistancealso,andthatthereisnopassageinthis

wholestorywhichcanaffordhimequaldelight,yet,lestourreprleVe

shouldseemtoresemblethatintheBeggar'sOpera,Ishallendeavorto

shewhim thatthisincident,whichisindoubtedlytrue,isatleastas

naturalasdelightful;forweassurehimwewouldratherhavesuffered

halfmankindtobehanged,thanhavesavedonecontrarytothestrictest

rulesofwritingandprobability.(BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.vi)18

Yet,soonafterdeclaring"thestrictestrulesofwritingandprobability",

thenarratorrecedesfrom theforegroundofthenarrative.Then,Mrs.

Heartfreereturnsfrom hertravelsandexposesWild'svillainyagainst

Heartfree.Wenoticehereasignificantchangeinthenarrativevoice

from obtrusivenarratortoward thecharactersin thenovel:Mrs.

Heartfreeandthegood-maturedmagistrate.Thismovementtowardthe

transparencyofnarrationisallthemoreimportantbecausethisepisode,

unlikeotherinterpolateddigressions,providesa"indoubtedlytrue"evi-

denceofWild'scriminality.

Despitethisrealisticuseofthenarration,subsequentnarrative

18HenryFielding,JonathanW2'ld,ed.DavidNokes(Harmondsworth:Penguin,1982)
181.Subsequentreferencestothiseditionappearparenthetically.
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inventedbyMrs.Heartfreeisveryromantic.Mrs.Heartfree,deceived

byWild,boardedashipforRotterdam.Onheradventurousvoyage,she

experiencedashipwreck,capturebypirates,someattemptedrapes,and

wascastawayontheAfricancoast.ⅠntheAfricanjungle,shewasin

unceasingdanger:theCountlaRusetriedtoravishher;theoldhermit,

whopreventedtheCount'svillainy,madeanattemptonherchastity.

Ultimately,shemanagedtodefendherselfagainstasuccessionofthreats.

Shepreservedhervirtueduringhertravels,sothatshecouldnotonly

recoverthejewelsthathadbeenstolenfrom herhusbandbutalsobe

grantedadiamondbyanAfricanchiefforherchastity.However,even

ifherjewelrywereaconclusiveproofofWild'sguilt,Wecannotreadily

believehermonologuetobeanaturalaccountbasedonfactualprobabil-

ity.For,whenMrs.Heartfreeescapesfrom mortaldanger,weread

manytimesofsuchremarksas"Heavenwasnowgraciouslypleasedto

relieveme"(188;BK.IV,ch.vii)or"THATPROVIDENCEWILLSOONEROR

LATERPROCURETHEFELICITYOFTHEVIRTUOUSANDINNOCENT"(203;

BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.xi).Inbrief,Mrs.Heartfree'sromanticstorygoesagainsta

narrativeofthematerialworld.Judgingfromherrepetitionofreligious

andsupernaturalinsinuation,Wecannotsaythatherstoryistruly

constructedonthebasisoftheactualfactsofthematter.Alsothese

observationsshowusthattheshifttotransparentnarrationdoesnotlead

directlytoliteraryrealism.TounderstandFielding'snovelisticinnova-

tioninthisepisode,Weshouldnoticeanotherfigurewhoembodiesthe

"rulesofwritingandprobability",takingontheroleofauthoritative

narrator.

Thepresenceofthegoodmagistraterelocatesthisromanticstory

withintherealisticframeworkofthenarrative.Inotherwords,the

judicialcharacterintheplotservestotransformMrs.Heartfree'sprivate



TheFutureofCulturalStudiesl.FoucaultandtheDiachronicNatureofPower 173

taleintoamoregeneralnarrativewhosereliabilityasmaterialevidence

finallysendsWildtothegallows.Whycanthismagistratereachbeyond

theobviousshortcomingsoftheromance,andmoveinstead,withhigh

probability,intorealism? Thequestioncanbeansweredbyconsidering

hisneutralandimpartialattitudetowardthecase.Theobjectivityofthe

maglStrate'sinvestigationisshownasfollows:

Thismagistrate,whodidindeednosmallhonourtothecommissionhe

bore,dulyconsideredtheweightychargecommittedtohim,bywhichhe

wasentrustedwithdecisionsaffectingthelives,1iberties,andproperties

ofhiscountrymen.He,therefore,examinedalwayswiththeutmost

diligenceandcautionintoeveryminutecircumstance‥.ashewasmuch

staggeredonfindingthat,ofthetwopersonsonwhoseevidencealone

Heartfreehadbeencommitted,andhadsincebeenconvicted,onewasin

Newgateforafelony,andtheotherwasnowbroughtbeforehimfora

robbery,hethoughtpropertoputthematterveryhometoFirebloodat

thistime.(18ト82;BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.vi)

Thepointisthatthemagistratealwaysendeavorstoconstructaplausible

narrativebymakingathoroughexaminationof"everyminutecircum-

stance."Weseeadifferentversion ofthesamedescription ofthe

magistrateinthesceneofBlueskin'sattackonWild.(168;BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.i)

And,asmentionedabove,hereBenderunderlinestheroleofthemagis-

trateinconstructingarealisticdiscourseinthenovel.Accordingto

Bender,themagistrate,puttingthe"rulesofwritingandprobability"into

practice,addsatouchofrealitytowhatisnarratedbyMrs.Heartfree:

Mrs.Heartfree'schronicleofhervoyagecompletesthetrueaccount

begunbythemagistrate,fullycancelstheindictmentforfraudthatmight

potentiallybebroughtagainsther,and,because"thegoodmagistratewas

sensiblytouchedathernarrative,"gainsthepromiseofan"absolute
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pardon"forherhusband(p.188).Thisiswhyherprotractedstoryneeds

tobeheardbythemagistrate,whosepresenceseemsawkwardwhen

consideredinotherlights.19

Thustheromanticstoryisfinallytransformedintoanundoubtedlytrue

narrative.Inparallelwiththetransparencyofnarration,Fieldingshows

theimportanceofrepresentingfactualcontentaccordingtotheprinciples

ofevidenceandproof.Thus,werealizethattheepisodeofMrs.

Heartfree'sadventureisthemostrealisticnarrativeintwosenses:as

transparentnarrationandobjectivenarrative.

Probably,itisnecessaryforustoextendthiskindofobservation

tootherepisodesornovels.Ifwecontinuetodetectsuchrealistic

aspectsinmanyworks,wecanunderstandmoreclearlyhowFielding'S

novelisticinnovationhasdevelopedinrelationtothelaterpenitentiary

prisons.Then,atthesametime,Wecaneffaceavaluejudgementon

Fielding'snovelstoalargeextent.Nevertheless,thisisessentially

problematic.For,asanaturalconsequence,itfollowsthattheold

romanticelementsshouldbeassignedtoasecondaryandnondeterminant

positionunderthenewdominanceofthepowertopunish.Itistruethat

Bender'smainpurposeistoshowthehistoricalrelationshipbetweenthe

newrealisticnarrativeandthelaterpenitentiaryprisons.Thisiswhy

Benderlaysemphasisonwhathecallsthepenitentiary.Buthisattitude

towardliteraryworksfallsintoanothersynchronicstructureofpower:

thetotalizingprojectofrealism.IfwefollowJameson'sfamousslogan,

Weshouldpaymoreattentiontotheseeminglyinsubstantialconstituents

王9Sender,ZmeqmmgthePenitentia7y160.
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0fthenovelinordertoopenthisnewsynchronicstructureofpowerina

diachronicway.

V

Thepracticeofgoingbeyondasynchrony/diachronyopposition

can,however,beobservedinFoucault'swork.Weshallnowlookmore

carefullyintothehistoricityofpowerrelationsinDisciplineandPunish.

AsIhavementionedbefore,JamesontellsusthatFoucault'sanalysisof

therelationsofpowerresultsinalinearprojectoftotalization,wherewe

cannotfind true historicity beyond a binary opposition between

synchronyanddiachrony.Nevertheless,inmyreconstruction,Foucault

presentsuswithawayofundoingsuchadichotomyofhistoricity.Ifso,

Foucault'shistoricityofpoweriscrucialforanyculturalstudieswhich

seektoavoideverィecurringbinarymodelofpowerrelationsinliterary

works.

ItistruethatDisciplineandPunishlimitsthescopeofitsinvestiga-

tiontoaspecificperiodoftime:themodern.Themainaimofthebook

istomakeitclearhowthenewsubjectivityofindividualscanbecon-

stitutedby themodern interplay ofpowerand knowledge.AsI

mentionedattheoutset,Foucaultusestheword"history"inaspecific

Sense:

Thisbookisintendedasacorrelativehistoryofthemodernsoulandof

anewpowertojudge;agenealogyofthepresentscientifico-legalcomplex

fromwhichthepowertopunishderivesitsbasis,justificationsandrules,

fromwhichitextendsitseffectsandbywhichitmasksitsexorbitant

slngularity.20

20Foucault,DiscかIineandPunish23.
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Infact,alargepartofthisbookisdevotedtothediscussionofthenew

interpretationofpunishmentinthelateeighteenthcenturyandthespread

ofdisciplinarytechnologyinschools,hospitals,andotherinstitutions

sincethebirthofpanopticprisons.Judgingfromtheperiodtowhichthe

bookhasreference,itseemsreasonabletosay,asJamesonsupposes,that

Foucault'Sargumentisnarrowlyconcernedwiththesynchronicstructure

ofpowerinaglVenhistoricaltime.

Then,lnWhatsensemayweregardFoucault'Sconceptofpoweras

alinearprojectoftotalization? Wherecanwefindinthisbookthe

totalizationtowhichJamesonobjectsfrom hisMarxism viewpoillt?

RelevanttothesequestionsarethefollowingremarksofFoucault'sinthe

lastpartofthebook:

Thecarceralnetworkconstitutedoneofthearmaturesofthispower-

knowledgethathasmadethehumanscienceshistoricallypossible‥‥

Thisnodoubtexplainstheextremesolidityoftheprison,thatslight
inventionthatwasneverthelessdecriedfromtheoutset.Ifithadbeenno

morethananinstrumentofrejectionorrepressionintheserviceofastate

apparatus,itwouldhavebeeneasiertoalteritsmoreovertformsorto

findamoreacceptablesubstituteforit.But,rootedasitwasinmecha-

nismsandstrategiesofpower,itcouldmeetanyattempttotransformit

withagreatforceofinertia.21

Thepointisthat"thecarceralnetwork"nolongerreferstotheold

apparatusofconfinement.Rather,unliketraditionalincarceration,this

newsystemhasagreatflexibilityofoperations:theprinciplefunctionsof

disciplineandsurveillance,from whichthe"power-knowledge"hasthe

21Foucault,DisciplineandPunish305.
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greatesteffectonmodernsubjectivization,canbeappliedwidelyto

schools,hospitals,andotherinstitutions.Yet,inspiteofthesoftnessof

thenetwork,Foucaultemphasizes"theextremesolidityoftheprison".

Probablywemightfindapossibilityhereforinterpretinghisgenealogy

ofthepowertopunishasatotalitarianproject.Whileillustratingthe

contemporarymovementfrom prisonstootherinstitutions,from the

mostvisibleformsofsubjectiontothesubtleeffectsofnormalization,

Foucaultintheendreducesthehistoricalmovementtotheverysolidity

oftheprison.Therefore,onemaysaythatFoucault'Sconceptofpower

showsthelinearityofallhistoricalchangestothetotalizationofprlSOn.

TheresultsoftheseobservationsmayjustifyJamesoninhis

argumentthatFoucault'sconceptofpowerisoneofthe"monolithic

modelsoftheculturalunityofagivenhistoricalperiod".Infact,

Jameson'sinterpretationofthe"politicaltechnologyofthebody"asa

synchronicstructureservestogiveatheoreticalsignificancetohisown

approach:thedialecticalvisionofhistorybeyondabinaryopposition

betweensynchronyanddiachrony.Yettwoquestionsthenariseabout

theverytargetofhiscriticism.First,whatisthe"political"aspectof

Foucault'SconceptofpowerinDisciplineandPunish? Second,whydoes

Foucaultoveremphasizethe"body",whileexamining仇ecorrelationof

thesoulandthepowertopunish? Thefollowingattempttoanswerthese

questionswillleadtoadeeperunderstandingofFoucault'shistoricityof

pOWer･

Nowletustakeupthesecondproblemoftherelationshipbetween

bodyandsouldiscussedinDisciplineandPunish.Thebookbeginswith

thestoryofDamiens'scruelexecution,atthecenterofwhichweseethe

superiorityofsovereignpowerdisplayedtllrOughtheconfrontationoftwo

bodies.Althoughthisceremonialexecutiontookplaceinthemid-
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eighteenthcentury,itrepresentsratherthepre-modernpowertopunish.

For,asFoucaultputsit,punishmentasspectaclebelongstotheold

relationshipbetweensovereignandsubject.

Kantorowitzgivesaremarkableanalysisof̀TheKing'sBody':adouble

bodyaccordingtothejuridicaltheologyoftheMiddleAges,sinceit

involvesnotonlythetransitoryelementthatisbornanddies,butanother

thatremainsunchangedbytimeandismaintainedasthephysicalyet

intangiblesupportofthekingdom;aroundthisduality,whichwasorigト

nallyclosetotheChristologicalmodel,areorganizedaniconography,a

politicaltheoryofmonarchy,legalmechanismsthatdistinguishbetween

aswellaslinkthepersonofthekingandthedemandsoftheCrown,and

awholeritualthatreachesitsheightinthecoronation,thefuneralandthe

ceremoniesofsubmission.Attheoppositepoleonemightimagine

placingthebodyofthecondemnedman;he,too,hashislegalstatus;he

glVeSrisetohisownceremonialandhecallsforthawholetheoretical

discourse,notinordertogroundthe s̀uゆIusPower'possessedbythe

personofthesovereign,butinordertocodethe l̀ackofpou)er'With

whichthosesubjectedtopunishmentaremarked.Inthedarkestregion

ofthepoliticalfieldthecondemnedmanrepresentsthesymmetrical,

invertedfigureoftheking.Weshouldanalysewhatmightbecalled,in

homagetoKantorowitz,̀theleastbodyofthecondemnedman'(emphasis

adde動22

ReferringtOErnstH.Kantorowitz'sthesisconcernlng "thejuridical

theologyoftheMiddleAges,"Foucaulthereexplainsthedualityofthe

sovereignbody:thekingisthoughttohavea"transitory"bodyandan

"unchanged"body. Thelatterisanimportantelementsupportingthe

legitimacyofpunishment. Althoughthecriminalalsohasthesetwo

22Foucault,Discti)lineandPunish28-29.
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elements,onlythe"transitory"oneisdisplayedatthescaffold:the

criminal bodyisalwaysbeatendownin publicexecution.Therefore,

thereis"surpluspower"onthesideoftheking,anda"lackofpower"on

thesideofthecriminal.Weshouldnotreducethesetermsofquantityto

thesimplefactthatonehaspowerandtheotherdoesn't.Here,fromthe

start,isexpressedpowerrelationsbasedonthemutualsupplementoftwo

forces.Atanyrate,thepointisthattheoldpowerrelationsaremadeup

notofthesoulbutofthebody.Inotherwords,thereisnobinary

oppositionbetweenbodyandsoulinthepre-modernperiod.Thesoul,as

Foucaultcalls"theprisonofthebody",belongstomodernrelationsof

power.

Inthemodernperiod,however,theconfrontationoftwobodies

disappeared.Insteadofrelyingontheabsoluteandpersonalpowerof

thesovereign,thehumanistreformerswhoinsistontheabolitiollOfcruel

punishmentformulateanewcomprehensiveprincipleofpunishment.Of

thisprinciple,Foucaultsays:

Ifthepenalityinitsmostsevereformsnolongeraddressesitselftothe

body,onwhatdoesitlayhold?Theanswerofthetheoreticians- those

who,about1760,Openedupanewperiodthatisnotyetatanend- is

simple,almostobvious.Itseemstobecontainedinthequestionitself:

sinceitisnolongerthebody,itmustbethesoul.Theexpiationthat

onceraineddownupon也ebodymustbereplacedbyapunishmentthat

actsindepthontheheart,thethoughts,thewill,theinclinations.Mably

formulatedtheprincipleonceandforall:̀Punishment,iflmaysoputit,

Shouldstrikethesoulratherthanthebody'(Mably,326).23

23Foucault,Disc勿IineandPunish16.
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Whatthepassagemakesclearatonceisthatthesignificantbut"simple,

almostobvious"Changeofpunitiveobjectoccurredinthelatterhalfof

theeighteenthcentury,whenthesoultendedtobethemaintargetof

punishment.Here,forthefirsttime,Weseethebinaryopposition

betweenbodyandsoul.And,from thatverymoment,punitivehistory

maybedescribedasaprocessofthesubstitutionofsoulforbodyover

twocenturies.Yetthetwoelements,foralltheirapparentdistinctionin

meaning,aretwoaspectsofthesamefundamentalrelationsofpower.

Ingeneral,Oneistemptedtodrawmoreattentiontothenewfactorin

ordertodescribeastruggleforpowerhistorically.Foucaultshowsthat,

onthecontrary,powerdoesnotcomeaboutthroughsuchaseparationof

bodyandsoul,evenwhenthehumanistreformersaregreatlyconcerned

withthesoulasanew elementofpunishment.Foucault,discussing

Mably'snotionofthesoul,putsthematterprecisely:

Ifthesurpluspowerpossessedbythekinggivesrisetotheduplicationof

hisbody,hasnotthesurpluspowerexercisedonthesubjectedbodyofthe

condemnedmangivenrisetoanothertypeofduplication? Thatofa

ǹon-corporal',a"soul',asMablycalledit.Thehistoryofthis̀micro-

physics'ofthepunitivepowerwouldthenbeagenealogyoranelement

inagenealogyofthemoderǹsoul'.Ratherthanseeingthissoulasthe

reactivatedremnantsofanideology,onewouldseeitasthepresent

correlativeofacertaintechnologyofpoweroverthebody.24

Theradicalseparationofsoulfrombodyderivesfromtheoldrelations

betweensovereignandsubjectinthepre-modernperiod.Ofcoutse,the

24Foucault,DisciplineandPunish29.
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referentialmeaningofthesoulis"non-corporal"､Butitisdifficultto

regardthesoulsimplyasacounterpartofthebody.Forhereisex-

pressedthefactthatthesoulis"anothertypeofduplication"ofthebody.

Thesoulleadsbacktotheoldrelationsofpowerbasedollthemutual

supplementoftwoforces.Therefore,weshouldthinkofthissoulas

somethinglikea"non-corporal"body.Aswehaveseen,thelegitimacy

ofpre-modernpunishmentisguaranteedbythe"surpluspower"ofthe

king.Thistime,legitimacyissupportedbyalteringthe"lackofpower"

Onthesideofthecriminalintoanotherpermanententitycalledsoul

whichbelongstoeverybody.Viewedinthislight,wecannotreducethe

relationsofbodyandsoulinthemodernperiodtoasimplebinary

opposition.Ⅰnsteadofseparation,division,Ordichotomy,Wefindanew

potentialcontinuityofpowerrelationsinDisciplineandPunish.In

short,Foucaultshowsthepossibilityofunderminingthesynchronic

structureofpowertopunishbyconnectingittotherelationsbetweenthe

twobodieswhichconstitutepowerinpre-modernconditions.

WearenowabletounderstandwhyFoucaultoveremphasizesthe

"body"throughhisbook.Itistruethateveryagehasitsownsynchronic

structureofpower:itcreatesradicaldiscontinuities.Theemergenceof

thesoulasanew targetofpunishment,therefore,appearstobea

characteristicofthemodernperiod.However,ifweremainwithin

synchronicity,Wecanneverfindthepossibilityofresistanceagainstthe

totalizationofthemodernprison.For,aswehaveseen,themodern

powertopunishcanalways"meetanyattempttotransform itwitha

greatforceofinertia," Then,byregardingthesoulasaresidualelement

ofthecriminalbody,Foucaultsuggeststhehistoricalordiachronic

momentofawayoutwithinthesynchronicstructureofpower.Ifwe

weretorewritethismodernpowerfromtheviewpointofopposition,it
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wouldbetherelationbetween"acertaintechnologyoverthebody"and

the"body".A soul/bodyopposition,whichseemedtoconstructasyn-

chronicandtotalizingsystemhasnowbeendeconstructedatthelevelof

body.Asaconsequence,thebinarymodelthatwascharacteristicofthe

modernperiodisboundtobeshaken.

Themainaim ofthisdeconstructionoftheclassicalsoul/body

schemebecomesclearinthefollowingpassages,Whichcontainswhat

FoucaulthastosayonthesubjectmatterofDisciplineandPunish.

Thatpunishmentingeneralandtheprisoninparticularbelongtoa

politicaltechnologyofthebodyisalessonthatIhavelearntnotsomuch

fromhistoryasfromthepresent.Inrecentyears,prlSOnrevoltshave

occurredthroughouttheworld‥‥Weretheyrevoltswhoseaimswere

merelymaterial? Orcontradictoryrevolts:againsttheobsolete,butalso

againstcomfort;againstthewarders,butalsoagainstthepsychia-

trists?‥.Onemay,ifoneissodisposed,seethemasnomorethanblind

demandsorsuspecttheexistencebehindthemofalienstrategies.Infact,

theywererevolts,atthelevelofthebody,againsttheve叩 bodyofthe

Prison. Wh atwasatissuewasnotwhethertheprisonenvironmentwas

tooharshortooaseptic,tooprimitiveortooefficient,butitsvery

materialityasaninstrumentandvectorofpower;itisthiswholetechnol-

ogyofpoweroverthebodythatthetechnologyofthèsoul'- thatofthe

educationalists,psychologistsandpsychiatrists- failseithertoconceal

ortocompensate,forthesimplereasonthatitisoneofitstools.Iwould

liketowritethehistoryofthisPrison,withallthepoliticalinvestments

ofthebodythatitgatherstogetherinitsclosedarchitecture.Why?

Simplybecauselam interestedinthepast? No,ifonemeansbythat

writingahistoryofthepastintermsofthepresent.Yes,ifonemeans

writingthehistoryofthepresent(emphasisadded).25

25Foucault,Disczi)lineandPunish30131,
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Here,WenoticethatFoucaultsuggestsapossibilityofresistanceatthe

levelofthebodyagainstspecificformsofsocialdomination,fromwhich

the"power-knowledge"derivesitseffectonmodernsubjectivization.

AccordingtoFoucault,theprisonstrugglesintheearly1970sdidnotaim

fortheameliorationofphysicalconditions.26 Centraltotherevoltsisthe

problemof"theverybodyoftheprison",butheusestheterms"body"or

"materiality"inaquitenewsense.Inordertoavoidthebinaryopposi-

tionbetweenphysicalbodyandincorporealsoul,Foucaultdefinesthe

chieftargetoftherevoltsasthe"wholetechnologyofpoweroverthe

body." Theword"whole"isimportantinthiscontext,becausewefind

herethatthe"materiality"oftheprisoncontains,atthesametime,both

physicalandmentalaspectsofthepowertopunish.Thisiswhyhe

establishesthebodyasarallyingpointforresistance.Wemaynote,in

passing,thatheinsistsonthemultiplicityofthebodyinTheHz'storyof

Sexuality.

Sowemustnotreferahistoryofsexualitytotheagencyofsex;butrather

showhow"sex"ishistoricallysubordinatetosexuality.Wemustnot

placesexonthesideofreality,andsexualityonthatofconfusedideas

andillusions;sexualityisaveryrealhistoricalformation;itiswhatgave

risetothenotionofsex,asaspeculativeelementnecessarytoitsopera-

tion.Wemustnotthinkthatbysayingyestosex,onesaysnotopower;

onthecontrary,onetracksalongthecourselaidoutbythegeneral

deploymentofsexuality.Itistheagencyofsexthatwemustbreak

awayfrom,ifweaim- throughatacticalreversalofthevarious

mechanismsofsexuality- tocounterthegripsofpowerwiththeclaims

ofbodies,pleasures,andknowledges,intheirmultiplicityandtheir

260nthispoint,seeHalperin52-56.
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possibilityofresistance.Therallyingpointforthecounterattack

againstthedeploymentofsexualityoughtnottobesex-desire,butbodies

andpleasures.27

Foucaulthereoffersusamoredetailedexplanationoftheresistanceto

disciplinarypowerintheguiseofsexuality.Inthisbook,likethesoulin

Disc砂IineandPunish,sexualityisregardedas"averyrealhistorical

formation"ofpower.And,inordertoattacksexualityitself,hestrongly

advocatesbodilypleasuresasameansofresistance.

WhiletherecanbenodoubtthatFoucaultsuggestsapossible

meansofresistancetothemodernpowertopunishatthelevelofthe

body,WecannotfindanyspecificproposalsinDisciplineandPunish.

Thesewouldprobablybehispoliticalstrategiesortacticstowardparticu-

laractivitiesofresistance.28 ButfurtherinquiryintoFoucault'spolitical

attitudesandpracticeswouldtakeusbeyondthescopeofthispaper.

Forthepresent,Weshallconfineourattentiontothemoregeneral

significanceofthepresentrevoltsaroundtheprison.Indeed,Foucault

developsaparticularanalysisofthemodernprison,thatis"theverybody

oftheprison",intoageneralargumentaboutpowerrelationsinthe

presentworld.WecanfindheretheverypoliticalaspectofFoucault's

work.

Wemustnow returntothefirstproblem:whatisthepolitical

aspectofFoucault'sconceptofpower? Hewasconcernedwiththe

27Foucault,TheHz'sto7yOfSexuality,VolumeI:AnZnty10duction,trams.RobertHurley
(NewYork:Vintage,1980)157.

28SeeGillesDeleuze,Foucault,trams.Se孟nHand(Minneapolis:UofMinnesotaP,

1988)23-25.
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reform oftheprisonsystem,buthispurposewasnottoalterorabolish

theinstitutionitself.AttheendofDisc砂Iineand Punish,Foucault

showsusthat,inthecontinuityofthispenalinstitution,twolarge

movementsarenow "exercisingconsiderablerestraintonitsuse"and

"transformingitsinternalfunctioning."29 Concerninginternalchangesto

theprlSOn,Foucaultwrites:

Thesecondprocessisthegrowthofthedisciplinarynetworks,the

multiplicationoftheirexchangeswiththepenalapparatus,theevermore

importantpowersthataregiventhem,theevermoremassivetransfer-

encetothemofjudicialfunctions;now,asmedicine,psychology,educa-

tion,publicassistance,̀socialwork'assumeanevergreatershareofthe

powersofsupervisionandassessment,thepenalapparatuswillbeable,in

turn,tobecomemedicalized,psychologized,educationalized;andbythe

sametokenthatturning-pointrepresentedbytheprisonbecomesless

usefulwhen,throughthegapbetweenitspenitentiarydiscourseandits

effectofconsolidatingdelinquency,ita71iculatesthepenalpou)erandthe

disc砂Iina737Power.Inthemidstofallthesemechanismsofnormaliza-

tion,whicharebecomlngevermorerlgOrOuSintheirapplication,the

specificityoftheprisonanditsroleaslinkarelosingsomethingoftheir

purpose(emphasisadded).30

As"thedisciplinarynetworks"prevailovertheentiresocialbody,prison

losesitsoriginalfunctionasaconnectinglinkbetweenpenalpunishment

andextra-judicialdiscipline.Todaythepunitiveroleoftheprisonisless

importantthanitwasforthesubjectionofcriminals.Hereweseethe

reciprocityof"power-knowledge"deprivestheprisonofitsprevious

status.Now thatthepowertopunishisincreasingly "medicalized,

29Foucault,Disciz)lineandPunish306.
30Foucault,Disc函IineandPunish306.
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psychologized,educationalized"withintheprison,Weneednolongertake

uptheproblem ofwhetherweshouldleaveaprisonaloneorfinda

substituteforit.Whatmattersratheristhatpunishmentingeneral,

alongwiththearticulationof"thepenalpowerandthedisciplinary

power",becomeslessdominantaroundtheprison.Inshort,asthe

disciplinarymechanism prevailsthroughtheinterchangeofpenitentiary

andscientific"discipline",penalpunishmentgrowsmoreuselessor

unCOnSCIOuS.

Then,whatothermovementisoccurrlng atthesametime?

Foucaulthaspointedoutthat"thegrowthofgreatnationalorinterna-

tionalillegalities"coincideswiththeinternalchangeoftheprlSOn:

Thefirstisthatwhichreducestheutility(orincreasesitsinconveniences)

ofadelinquencyaccommodatedasaspecificillegality,lockedupand

supervised;thusthegrowthofgreatnationalorinternationalillegalities

directlylinkedtothepoliticalandeconomicapparatuses(financialillegal-

ities,informationservices,armsanddrugstrafficking,propertyspecula-

tion)makesitclearthatthesomewhatrusticandconspicuousworkforce

ofdelinquencyisprovingineffective.‥ .31

Thatis,theglobalemergenceofmultinationalcapitalism,whichisnow

moreindirectly"linkedtothepoliticalandeconomicapparatuses",

reducestheeffectivenessoftheprlSOn.32 Atpresent,weseemanytrans一

gressionsareorganizedonaworld-widescale,andthateffectivepunish一

mentfortheseillegalactivitiescannotbecarriedoutwithinthelocalized

31Foucault,Disc砂IineandPunish306.

32SeeMasaoMiyoshi,"ABorderlessWorld?FromColonialismtoTransnationalism
andtheDeclineoftheNation-State,"Cn-ticalZnqui7y19(Summer1993):726-51.
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penalinstitution.Asfortherelationshipbetweentraditionalillegalities

andnewdelinquency,Foucaultwrites:

Ⅰtseemsthat,inFrance,itwasaroundtheRevolutionof1848andLouis

Napoleon'sseizureofpowerthatthesepracticesreachedtheirheight

(Marx,EighteenthBrumaire...,63-5).Delinquency,Solidifiedbyapenal

systemcentredupontheprison,thusrepresentsadiversionofillegality

fortheillicitcircuitsofprofitandpowerofthedominantclass.33

Inbrief,Foucault,whileexplainingthepresentmechanism ofpower,

referstotheRevolutionof1848. Thetriangularmechanism ofpower,

thatis"police-prison-delinquency",wascompletedaftertheworker's

movementfortheperiod1830-50.34 Thus,Foucault,likeJameson,

attemptstoshowtheverypoliticalunconsciousinthepresentworldby

puttingthespecificrevoltsofprisonintohistoricalrelationsofpower.

Wecanfindherethediachronicnatureofpowerthatisundoingthe

binarism ofsynchrony/diachronyorlocalノglobal. How caIIWeapply

thisuniquehistoricityofpowertoliterarystudies?

Ⅵ

Now,inconclusion,iwouldliketosuggestonewaytogiveawider

rangetoculturalstudies.Myobservationonthecomplexrelationsof

powerinDisclj)lineandPunishisapreliminarybut,Ihope,indispensable

steptoanew groundofliterarystudies.Firstofall,Disc砂Iineand

Punish,asFoucaultwrites,servesas"ahistoricalbackgroundtovarious

studiesofthepowerofnormalizationandtheformationofknowledgein

33Foucault,Disc砂IineandPunish280.
34Foucault,Discti)lineandPunish282.
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modernsociety."35 0fcourse,thisdoesnotnecessarilymeanthatwe

shouldpursuehistheoreticalprojectintheliteraryfield.Bender's

criticismofFoucaultisfairlydecisiveinthissense.Infact,Zmagmmg

thePenitentiaryexploresthepositiveroleofliterarypracticesforfuture

socialformations.Inotherwords,Benderpursueshisownworkwhich

clarifiesanimportantpower-relationlurkingbehindinthebackground.

Nevertheless,Foucault'swork,especiallyhisconceptofpower,Cannotbe

regardedasamerehistoricalbackground,becausethenewhistoricism

providesanewperspectiveonsuchahistoricalcontext.Thismovement

allowsustoopenthehistoricityofthediscursivebackgroundina

multipleway.Thus,wemustrethinkhowtohistoricizethenewhistori-

calapproachtoliteraryworksinrelationtoFoucault'snotionofpower.

ThisiswhatIhavearguedintheessay.36

Finally,letusreturntoMrs.Heartfree'sepisode,inwhichwehave

alreadyobservedhowtheromanticstoryistransformedintoahighly

plausiblenarrative.Focusingonaminorbutauthoritativecharacter

likethegoodmagistrate,wemayputFielding'Snovelisticinnovationin

thelineofthelaterreform movements.Itisobviousthatthereisa

romance/realismoppositioninthisepisode,thelattercontainingalmost

alltheelementsoftheformer.Almost,because,asFoucaultpointsout,

suchabinarymodelisalwaysboundtobeshaken.Thatis,Wecanalso

discoverapossibilityforunderminingthesynchronicmodeofrealism.

Mostrelevanttothispointisthefollowingquotation.

35Foucault,DisciplineandPunish308.
36Seemy"TheHistoricalContextofFoucault'sPower:BoysandGirlsinthe
Classroom,"TheRevieu)ofLibe7d Arts89(1995):255-76.
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However,asIwashappilyunknowntohim,theleastsusplCIOnOnhisside

wasaltogetherimpossible.Heimputed,therefore,theeagernesswith

which∫gazedonthejewelstoaverywrongcause,andendeavouredto

putasmuchadditionalsoftnessintohiscountenanceashewasable.My

fearswerealittlequieted,andIwasresolvedtobeveryliberalof

promises,andhopedsothoroughlytopersuadehimofmyvenalitythathe

might,withoutanydoubt,bedrawnintowaitthecaptainandcrew's

return,whowould,Iwasverycertain,notonlypreservemefromhis

violence,butsecuretherestorationofwhatyouhadbeensocruelly

robbedof.(193;BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.ix)

Throughthenovel,FieldingmanagestopresentMrs.Heartfreeisa

good-matured,generous,andvirtuouswomanincontrasttolicentious

Wild.Theretrievedjewelryis,therefore,amarkofherchastityaswell

asmaterialevidenceforWild'sguilt.Yetweglimpsehereasignificant

flaw.Asaccustomedtohandlingroughfellows,Mrs.Heartfreepartakes

ofWild'scharacter.Takingadvantageof"theleastsuspiciononhis

ltheCountlaRuse'S]side,"Sheemploysthetechniqueofimpostureto

recoverthejewelsstolenfromherhusband.Atthismoment,wecanfind

acontinuousstrugglebetweentwoforces.Surely,theepisodeendswith

thetriumphofthe"good"magistrate.SoonweseeWildonthescaffold.

Nevertheless,despitetheseeminglytotalsuppressionofillegality,a

certaintypeofinjusticestillsilentlyremains.Howcanweexplainthe

silentcontinuityofillegalpractices? Hereagain,Foucaultgivesusa

cluetotheproblem:wecanfind,atthetriumphantmomentofrealism,

theemergentsexualityoffemale,whichisdeployedbythemechanismof

delinquency.Probablyweshouldlookmorecarefullyintothisnew

arrangementofillegalitiesanddelinquency.Itisinanycaseimpossible

toreducethesehistoricallypermanentpracticestothesynchronicstruc-

tureofpowerrepresentedbyrealisticnarrative.
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Still,Weneedtosayalittlemoreaboutthediachronicnatureofthe

episode.Aswehaveseen,Foucaultshowsusthatthesynchronic

accountofagivensocial"text"likeprisonconsistedinthecoexistenceof

variousnetworksofpower.And,focusingonthisconcurrenceofhetero-

geneouselements,Wecanopenupthesynchronicityofpowerina

diachronicway.Wherecanwedetectsuchadistincthistoricalmoment

inthisepisode?

Iwasnowintroducedtothechiefmagistrateofthiscountry,whowas

desirousofseeingme.Iwillgiveyouashortdescriptionofhim.He

waschosen(asisthecustomthere)forhissuperiorbraveryandwisdom.

Hispowerisentirelyabsoluteduringitscontinuance;but,Onthefirst

deviationfromequityandjustice,heisliabletobedeposedandpunished

bythepeople,theeldersofwhom,onceayear,assembletoexamineinto

hisconduct‥.lestitshouldelevatehimtoomuchinhisownopinion,in

ordertohishumiliatioilhereceiveseveryeveninginprivate,fromakind

ofbeadle,agentlekickonhisposteriors‥‥(201;BK.ⅠⅤ,ch.xi)

AttheendofMrs.Heartfree'stravelogue,weseeanother"magistrate"

whogivesheradiamondasatokenofrespectforherchastity.Itshould

berecalledthat"thechiefmagistrate"isAfrican.Inshort,theexotic

magistrateprovidesreliableevidencefortherealisticnarrativeconstruct-

edbythegoodmagistrate.Herewecanfindthecoexistenceofdiver一

gentelementsinthisepisode.Oneimportantpointisthatthedescription

oftheAfricanchiefshowsanalternativetothecontemporaneousillegal

society.Inaquiteexoticsettingisrepresentedautopianvisionthatmay

leadtothereform movements.However,inourperspective,themost

importantisthattheAfricanchiefisdescribed,likethepre一modernking,

ashaving"entirelyabsolute"power.Thatsuggestsapossibilitytoopen

thesynchronicframeworkoftherealisticnarrative:theresidualking,the



TheFutureofCulturalStudies:FoucaultandtheDiachronlcNatureofPower 191

dominantmagistrate,andemergentfemalesexuality.Thus,thevery

diachronicnatureofpowercanbearticulatedandcoordinatedinthefinal

resolutionoftheromance/realismopposition.

Nowitispossibletobeginanewdiscussionaboutthisepisodefrom

thevariousviewpointsofrace,class,orgender.Inthispaper,Ihave

simplymentionedapossiblewaytoextendtheconceptofpowerto

culturalstudies.Yetonepointisclear.Ifwearetoexaminethe

multiplerelationsinliteraryworks,WeshouldpayattentiontoFoucault's

uniquehistoricityofpower.Insteadofreducingtheheterogeneous

elementstothesynchronicstructureofpower,weneedtohearthevaried

voicesatlongdistance,eachofwhichhasitsowndynamicandhistorical

power.Then,wecanpicturethefutureofculturalstudies.


