
Canadi an Jour nal of Pol i t i cal and Soci al Theor y/ Revue canadi enne de t heor i e
pol i t i que et soci al e, Vol . 4, No . 2 ( Spr i ng- Summer / Pr i nt emps- Et e, 1980) .

I DEOLOGY ANDTHE QUESTI ON

OF THE SUBJECT

Pet er Gol dber g and Jed Sekof f

Cent r e f or Cont empor ar y Cul t ur al St udi es, On I deol ogy, London :

Hut chi nson & Co . , 1978, pp . 265 . 1

The essence of Mar x' s pr oj ect was t he devel opment of a cr i t i cal met hod

capabl e of unmaski ng t he opaci t y of soci al r el at i ons under capi t al i sm. Cr i t i cal
t hought f aces t he t ask, i n Mar x' s wor ds, of " deci pher i ng t he hi er ogl yphi c, t o
get behi nd t he secr et s of our soci al pr oduct s . " Nowher e i s t he opaci t y of soci al
r el at i ons so dense, i t s secr et s so deep, t han i n t he shr ouded r el at i onshi p of t he

subj ect t o t he soci al f or mat i on . Mar x si t uat es t he st ar t i ng poi nt f or an under -
st andi ng of human agency i n hi s i nsi st ence t hat soci al and subj ect i ve exi st ence

must be seen as i ndi ssol ubl y connect ed el ement s of hi st or i cal - mat er i al

pr ocesses . Bot h t he soci al and t he subj ect i ve ar e mat er i al l y const i t ut ed ent i t i es

of mul t i pl e det er mi nat i on, i nsepar abl y wedded, yet wi t h r el at i vel y di st i n-

gui shabl e char act er i st i cs . Thi s posi t i on chal l enges t hat i deal i sm whi ch seeks t o

pl ace i ndi vi dual s beyond t he ken of soci al pr ocesses, pr ocl ai mi ng f or t hema

secul ar egoi sm, and di vor ci ng " human essence" f r omhi st or y and t he mat er i al

wor l d .

Yet a t heor i sat i on of subj ect i vi t y r emai ned i n t he shadows of Mar x' s

t hought . Awar e of t hi s, Mar x l ef t cr ypt i c not es i n t he Gr undr i sse of t opi cs f or
f ut ur e i nvest i gat i on, i ncl udi ng t he f ol l owi ng specul at i ve t i t l e : " For ms of t he
st at e and f or ms of consci ousness i n r el at i on t o t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on and
ci r cul at i on, l egal r el at i ons, f ami l y r el at i ons . " Unf or t unat el y, t he bur den of t he
economi cs pr event ed hi mf r omembar ki ng on such expl or at i ons . I f di al ect i cal

mat er i al i sm si t uat es t he t er r ai n of subj ect i vi t y, i t has as yet f ai l ed t o map t hi s
t er r ai n, a f ai l ur e t hat has pr oduced some unf or t unat e consequences i n
Mar xi st t heor y and pr act i ce . I nst ead of wor ki ng t hr ough wi t h Mar x a basi s
f or a t heor y of subj ect i vi t y, many subsequent t hi nker s - not l east t he doomed
i nt er pr et er s of t he Second I nt er nat i onal - vul gar i sed Mar x' s concept i on of
soci al r el at i ons, obl i t er at i ng t he pr obl emat i c of t he subj ect by means of

economi c r educt i oni sm. The t r agi c f ai l ur e of t he communes i n 1919, al ong
wi t h t he cat acl ysm of f asci st t r i umphs, i ndi ct ed Mar xi st t heor y and pr act i ce,
demandi ng among ot her t hi ngs an expl anat i on of t he const i t ut i on of t he
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subj ect , r evol ut i onar y or not . Much of subsequent Mar xi st schol ar shi p i n

t hi s cent ur y r evol ves ar ound t hi s chal l enge, f r om Lukacs, t he Fr ankf ur t

School , and t he aest het i c debat es of t he 1930' s i nvol vi ng t he l i kes of Br echt

and Benj ami n ; t o t he post - war r evi si oni st , exi st ent i al i st , new l ef t and

st r uct ur al i st movement s . The most pr omi si ng of t hese appr oaches have

l ooked t o a f ul l er r eadi ng of Mar x, and t o Fr eud f or an expl i cat i on of t he

psychi c r oot s of t he subj ect and a sci ence of subj ect i vi t y t hat woul d not be

const r ai ned wi t hi n t he st r i ct par amet er s of pol i t i cal economy .

Var i ous at t empt s at synt hesi zi ng t he t heor et i cal model s of Mar x and Fr eud

have met wi t h f r equent and of t en wel l f ounded cr i t i ci sm, and t o dat e no

endur i ng, vi abl e synt hesi s has emer ged . I t i s our convi ct i on, however , t hat t he

f or ce and r el evance of t he t hought of Mar x and Fr eud i s such t hat t hei r wor k

const i t ut es t he f oundat i on of any r el evant expl or at i on of t he subj ect and t he

soci al f or mat i on . Such a pr oj ect woul d l ook f i r st t o a r e- exami nat i on of

Mar x' s mat ur e t heor y of i deol ogy whi ch can be di scer ned i n par t i cul ar i n Das

Kapi r al . Thi s r eadi ng suggest s t he i nt er sect i on of i deol ogy wi t h t he const i t u-

t i on of t he i ndi vi dual subj ect . I deol ogy and subj ect i vi t y ar e i mpl i cat ed wi t h

one anot her i n t hose pr ocesses of mi sr ecogni t i on i n whi ch t he compl ex r eal

r el at i ons of soci al l i f e ar e t aken t o be si mpl e, nat ur al r el at i ons ; and i n whi ch

t he soci al l y const i t ut ed subj ect t akes i t sel f t o be a nat ur al l y gi ven i ndi vi dual .

I n ot her wor ds, i deol ogy obscur es bot h t he act ual det er mi nant s of soci al

r el at i ons and t he act ual sour ces of subj ect i ve const i t ut i on . By speci f yi ng t he

psychi cal oper at i ons i nvol ved i n t he const i t ut i on and mai nt enance of

i deol ogi cal subj ect i vi t y, psychoanal ysi s can cont r i but e si gni f i cant l y t o an

under st andi ng of i deol ogi cal myst i f i cat i on ( and hence r epr oduct i on) of t he

soci al r el at i ons of pr oduct i on .

The speci f i c domai n of i deol ogy l i es i n what Mar x t er med t he " super -

st r uct ur e, " t he r eal m of phenomenal f or ms and symbol i c r el at i ons . The

speci f i c oper at i on of i deol ogy consi st s i n t he subst i t ut i on, at t he l evel of

psychi cal pr ocesses, of symbol i c r el at i ons f or r eal r el at i ons ; i t s speci f i c

f unct i on : t he t r ansf i gur at i on of concr et e soci al r el at i ons, t hr ough symbol i c

di spl acement , i nt o l i ved i deol ogi cal r el at i ons whi ch ef f ect i vel y ser ve t o

r epr oduce t he exi st i ng soci al r el at i ons . I t i s i n t hi s super st r uct ur al r eal m of

l i ved symbol i c r el at i ons t hat subj ect i vi t y i s l ocat ed and const i t ut ed . And i t i s

on t hi s pl ane, we bel i eve, t hat t he Fr eudi an r eadi ng must be engaged i n or der

t o f ul l y compr ehend t he meani ng of subj ect i vi t y and t he wor ki ngs of i deol ogy .

On I deol ogy r epr esent s t he wor k of a gr oup of schol ar / pr act i t i oner s at t he

Uni ver si t y of Bi r mi ngham Cent r e f or Cont empor ar y Cul t ur al St udi es i n

Engl and . The wor k of t he Cent r e consi st s i n t he i nvest i gat i on of sexual ,
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cul t ur al , pol i t i cal - economi c, l i ngui st i c and ot her soci al pr act i ces i n west er n

capi t al i st soci et i es . On I deol ogy i s t he col l abor at i ve out come of a wor ki ng

gr oup on t he t opi c . The essays i n t he book sur vey and cr i t i que t he t heor i es of

sever al Eur opean t hi nker s - Lukacs, Gr amsci , Al t husser , Poul ant zas, Lacan

and Kr i st eva - as t hey r el at e t o t he quest i on of i deol ogy . Thr ough car ef ul and

cr i t i cal anal ysi s, t he aut hor s unr avel t he di f f i cul t i es associ at ed wi t h t he

t heor i sat i on of t he soci al f or mat i on i n i t s compl exi t y, i l l umi nat i ng and

st r essi ng t he i mpor t ance of a t hor ough under st andi ng of bot h soci al and sub-

j ect i ve f or mat i on .

Thi s unpr et ent i ous book ser ves sever al pur poses . Fi r st , i t pr esent s i n

r eadabl e, conci se, but cr i t i cal f or m a sel ect i on of t he mai n t heor et i cal cont r i -

but i ons t o t he cont empor ar y ar ea of i deol ogy . Second, i t r epr esent s a f r ui t f ul

ar ea of Engl i sh i nvest i gat i on i nt o subj ect i vi t y and soci al f or mat i on whi ch,

whi l e cr i t i cal l y r ecept i ve t o t he cont r i but i ons of ( pr edomi nant l y Fr ench)

st r uct ur al i sm, never t hel ess r et ai ns an at t achment t o t he Engl i sh t r adi t i on of

humani st mat er i al i sm. Thi r d, i t i l l ust r at es t hat t her e r emai ns a bar r i er

pr event i ng t hi nker s i n t hi s ar ea f r oment er i ng i nt o a t heor i sat i on of t he r ol e of

psychi cal f act or s i n t he wor ki ngs of i deol ogy and t he soci al f or mat i on .

Despi t e t he r ecogni t i on gi ven t o t he i mpor t ance of subj ect i ve f act or s i n t hi s

book and el sewher e, ver y l i t t l e speci f i cat i on of t hese f act or s t akes pl ace . Li ke

so many wor ki ng i n t he ar ea of i deol ogy and subj ect i vi t y, t hese aut hor s

empl oy, al bei t cr i t i cal l y, t he cur r ency of st r uct ur al i st r at her t han psychoana-

l yt i c t hought wher ever t he Mar xi st par adi gm appear s t o r equi r e suppl e-

ment at i on .

Our pur pose i n t hi s r evi ew i s t o t r ace i n summar y f or mt he par amet er s of
t he pr obl emat i c of i deol ogy, dr awn successf ul l y i n t he pages of t hi s book ; and

t hen t o at t empt t o br eak t he bar r i er and ent er i nt o some pr el i mi nar y uses of

psychoanal yt i c t heor y as i t mi ght i nf or m t he t heor y of i deol ogy and t her eby

al so t he t heor y of t he subj ect i n t he soci al f or mat i on .

On I deol ogy

St uar t Hal l begi ns t he col l ect i on of essays wi t h " The Hi nt er l and of Sci ence :

I deol ogy and t he ` Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge" ' a hi st or y of t he concept

" i deol ogy . " One l i neage of t he t er mcan be t r aced f r om i t s i ncept i on wi t h t he

l at e 18t h- cent ur y Fr ench I deol ogues, t hr ough t he Hegel i an pr oj ect i n whi ch

t he st udy of i deol ogy becomes t he st udy of Obj ect i ve Mi nd, t o Lukacs' st udy

of cl ass consci ousness . The wor k of Lukacs, says Hal l , " mar ks out one of t he

semi nal poi nt s of conf l uence bet ween a cer t ai n ki nd of Mar xi smand a cer t ai n
ki nd of hi st or i ci sm - bot h deepl y col our ed by t hei r Hegel i an moment of

i nspi r at i on" ( p . 14) . Kar l Mannhei m and Luci en Gol dmann shar e t hi s
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epi st emol ogy, wi t h i t s t endency t o i deal i se t he human subj ect as a uni f i ed

consci ousness and soci et y as a uni f i ed t ot al i t y .

Hal l i dent i f i es t hi s concept i on of soci et y as expr essi on of mi nd as pr eci sel y

t hat whi ch i s depar t ed f r om i n Mar x' s concept i on of a di sj oi nt ed, compl ex

soci al f or mat i on, made up of di f f er ent l evel s whi ch exhi bi t r el at i ve aut onomy,

wi t hout any necessar y cor r espondence . Fol l owi ng Al t husser , Hal l r ecogni ses,

as do al l t he aut hor s i n t hi s book, t hat t hese r el at i vel y aut onomous l evel s of

t he soci al f or mat i on ar e det er mi ned " i n t he l ast i nst ance" by t he economi c

i nf r ast r uct ur e, but t hat each l evel , i ncl udi ng t he i deol ogi cal , has i t s own

" i nt er nal ar t i cul at i on . "

As an i l l ust r at i on of t he pr obl ems sur r oundi ng t he st udy of t he " i nt er nal

ar t i cul at i ons" of t hese " r el at i vel y aut onomous" l evel s, Hal l r ef er s t o t he wor k

of Max Weber i n The Pr ot est ant Et hi c and t he Spi r i t of Capi t al i smas a si gni -

f i cant cont r i but i on t o under st andi ng t he i nt er nal devel opment of t he

emer gent i deol ogy of Pr ot est ant i sm; and how Weber never t hel ess f ai l ed i n

what i s f or Mar xi sm t he cr uci al t ask of showi ng t he r el at i on of t he i deol ogi cal

t o ot her l evel s of t he soci al f or mat i on ( t he pol i t i cal , t he economi c, et c . ) .

I ndeed, i t i s t ypi cal of non- Mar xi st st udi es of i deol ogy t o di vor ce t he pr obl e-

mat i c of i deol ogy f r omi t s r el at i on t o mat er i al f act or s . Hal l sees an ext r eme

exampl e of t hi s i n t he t heor y of t he " soci ol ogy of knowl edge, " whi ch has

become t he f or emost vehi cl e f or under st andi ng i deol ogy i n Amer i can

soci ol ogy . I n t he " soci ol ogy of knowl edge, " soci al r el at i ons ar e r educed t o t he

t er ms of ever yday soci al i nt er act i ons, whi ch t her eby become t he onl y obj ect of

anal ysi s . Thi s posi t i on deni es any soci al r eal i t y i ndependent of t hat cr eat ed

t hr ough " i deas i n t hei r t ypi cal f or mat i on, " and r ecogni ses onl y t hat al ways-

r el at i ve per spect i ve t hat i ndi vi dual act or s br i ng t o t hei r wor l d . I n t hi s f or mu-

l at i on, i deol ogy i s si mpl y equat ed wi t h " t ypi cal i deas, " and soci al r el at i ons

become si mpl y t he expr essi on of t hese i deas . The ver y not i on of a det er mi nat e

mat er i al r eal m di st i nct f r om i deol ogy i s non- exi st ent her e .

Hal l l ocat es an i mpor t ant depar t ur e f r om t hi s l i neage of t hought i n t hat

par t of Dur khei m' s wor k whi ch st r esses t he st r uct ur al det er mi ni sm of soci et y

i n t he pr oduct i on of t he f or ms of t hought . Her e, soci al r el at i ons const r uct t he

cat egor i es of cogni t i ve cl assi f i cat i on and meani ng, and not vi ce ver sa . Thi s

vi ew of soci al det er mi ni sm, t oget her wi t h t he i nf l uences of st r uct ur al l i ngui s-

t i cs and t he Fr eudi an and Mar xi st met hods of seeki ng deep st r uct ur es beneat h

phenomenal appear ances, combi ned i n t he wor k of Cl aude Levi - St r auss t o

pr oduce st r uct ur al ant hr opol ogy - and a new under st andi ng of i deol ogy . I n

Levi - St r auss, i t i s t he deep st r uct ur e t hat i s t he r el evant obj ect of sci ent i f i c

i nvest i gat i on, r at her t han t he endl ess var i at i ons of sur f ace cul t ur al per mut a-

t i ons . However , Levi - St r auss' s " st r uct ur al causal i t y" r ef er s not t o t he pr i macy

of t he hi st or i cal mode of pr oduct i on, but r at her t o t he det er mi ni sm of t r ans-

hi st or i cal r ul es of t he cl assi f i cat i on and combi nat i on of meani ngs . Thus,

2 6



I DEOLOGY AND THE " SUBJECT"

despi t e Levi - St r auss' s st at ed i ndebt edness t o Mar xi sm, hi s wor k does not
const i t ut e i n i t sel f a f ur t her devel opment of a mat er i al i st t heor y of i deol ogy .

I n f act , al t hough dr awn t o each ot her , st r uct ur al i smand Mar xi smhave not
dwel t comf or t abl y t oget her . Thi s di scomf or t seems t o ar i se pr i mar i l y f r omt he

t endency of st r uct ur al i sm t owar ds f or mal i sm and t he abandonment of

hi st or i cal and mat er i al i st anal yses . Cer t ai n semi ot i ci ans, f or exampl e, have

def i ned i deol ogy as a f or mal at t r i but e of t he pr ocess of si gni f i cat i on - " t he

f or m of t he si gni f i eds of connot at i on, " 2 or " a syst em of semant i c r ul es t o

gener at e messages . " 3

Lacan' s wor k, as i t has been used t o el uci dat e t he t heor y of i deol ogy, f al l s

i nt o a si mi l ar st r uct ur al i st er r or . Lacan emphasi sed t he const i t ut i on of subj ec-
t i vi t y, and opened up t he possi bi l i t y of under st andi ng t he posi t i oni ng or i nt er
pel l at i on of t he subj ect i n and t hr ough i deol ogy . But speci f i c hi st or i cal

conf i gur at i ons of st r uct ur e and mat er i al i t y have not ent er ed t heor et i cal l y i nt o

t hese concept i ons, whi ch r emai n f ocused on t he uni ver sal s of psychi cal const i -
t ut i on . I n i t s Lacani an usage, i deol ogy becomes t he uni ver sal si t e of a
f undament al st r uct ur e of mi sr ecogni t i on ( t he mi r r or - phase) whi ch " si t uat es
t he agency of t he ego, bef or e i t s soci al det er mi nat i on, i n a f i ct i onal di r ect i on . " 4
The i dent i f i cat i on of i deol ogy wi t h a pr e- soci al f or mof mi sr ecogni t i on l i f t s
i deol ogy st r ai ght out of t he f i el d of hi st or i cal - mat er i al f act or s .

Never t hel ess, i n spi t e of i t s f or mal i st i c and i deal i st i c t endenci es, st r uc-
t ur al i sm has of f er ed somet hi ng ver y at t r act i ve t o Mar xi sm: a col l ect i on of
el egant t heor i es of t he super st r uct ur e . Any under st andi ng of t he i nt er nal
oper at i ons of i deol ogy seems t o r equi r e some t ype of st r uct ur al i st concept i on .
Hal l suggest s t hat t hi s " Kant i an l egacy" cont i nues t o haunt t he t heor y of
i deol ogy because, i n l ar ge par t , of t he under devel opment of t he mat er i al i st
t heor y of i deol ogy . I n Hal l ' s wor ds :

On t he ot her hand,

I deol ogy i s one of t he l east devel oped " r egi ons" i n

Mar xi st t heor y . And even wher e i t i s possi bl e t o const r uct
t he si t e of i deol ogy, and t he gener al r el at i on of t he i deol o-
gi cal i nst ance t o ot her i nst ances, t he f or ms and pr ocesses

speci f i c t o t hi s r egi on r emai n pecul i ar l y i l l - def i ned and

under devel oped . Semi ot i cs has gr eat l y cont r i but ed t o

our under st andi ng of how si gni f i cat i on syst ems wor k, of

how t hi ngs and r el at i ons si gni f y . But - pr eci sel y i n t he

hope of const i t ut i ng a cl osed f i el d amenabl e t o posi t i ve

sci ent i f i c i nqui r y - i t t ends t o hal t i t s i nvest i gat i on at t he
f r ont i er wher e t he i nt er nal r el at i ons of " l anguages"
ar t i cul at e wi t h soci al pr act i ces and hi st or i cal st r uct ur es .
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The mat er i al i st t heor y of i deol ogy has consi der abl y

advanced our under st andi ng of t he economi c and soci o-

hi st or i cal det er mi nat i ons on i deas - but i t l acks an

adequat e t heor y of r epr esent at i on, wi t hout whi ch t he

speci f i ci t y of t he i deol ogi cal r egi on cannot be const i t ut ed .

( P. 28)

Hal l poi nt s out , f ol l owi ng Bor di eu, t hat st r uct ur al i sm has t aken " t he i nt er nal

r el at i ons of a f i el d of cl assi f i cat i on as i t s obj ect of anal ysi s" whi l e Mar xi sm

st r esses t he pol i t i cal f unct i on of symbol i c syst ems : i t t r eat s l ogi cal r el at i ons as

r el at i ons of power and domi nat i on" ( p . 29) . Pi er r e Bour di eu has descr i bed t he

i nadequaci es of bot h posi t i ons as t hey st and : t he f i r st makes t he i nt er nal

or gani sat i on of t he super st r uct ur es aut onomous, whi l e t he second r educes t he

symbol i c r eal m of i deol ogy t o t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on . He ar gues f or a

mut ual ar t i cul at i on of t he Mar xi st and st r uct ur al i st appr oaches, suggest i ng

t hat t hi s woul d make possi bl e an under st andi ng of i deol ogy as i t " r epr oduces

t he f i el d of soci al posi t i ons i n a t r ansf i gur ed f or m, " 6 i . e . , as i t r eor gani ses r el a-

t i onshi ps i n a way t hat obscur es and t hus per pet uat es cl ass domi nat i on . Thi s

Bor di eu cal l s t he " symbol i c vi ol ence" of i deol ogy, r ef er r i ng t o t he f act t hat

i deol ogy al ways wor ks t o secur e hegemony f or t he r ul i ng cl ass by i nt er cedi ng

symbol i cal l y r at her t han by means of expl i ci t physi cal f or ce, al t hough f or ce

and i deol ogy f r equent l y appear i n concer t .

Hal l concl udes by appl audi ng at t empt s at " mut ual ar t i cul at i on" of Mar xi st

and st r uct ur al i st appr oaches . Thi s t heor et i cal combi nat i on al l ows t he

r et ent i on of t he Mar xi st pr emi se of i nf r ast r uct ur al " det er mi nat i on i n t he l ast

i nst ance" wi t hout col l apsi ng t he r el at i vel y aut onomous f i el d of i deol ogy i nt o

t he t er ms of t he economi c i nf r ast r uct ur e . Thi s posi t i on i n f act r ef l ect s t he

pr oj ect of t he ent i r e book - t hi nki ng t hr ough t he pr obl em of t he r el at i ve

aut onomy of t he i deol ogi cal f i el d - and t he book' s l i mi t at i on, whi ch consi st s

i n a l ack of or i gi nal t heor et i cal cont r i but i ons t o t he pr obl em ar ea . For ,

not wi t hst andi ng t he excel l ent anal yses of t he pr obl emat i c of i deol ogy i n t hi s

book, t he f act i s t hat " r el at i ve aut onomy" r emai ns a nomi nal descr i pt i ve t er m,

wi t hout t heor et i cal speci f i cat i on or pr act i cal appl i cat i on - except t hat , i n

pr act i ce, i t has ser ved t o encour age, per haps not r egr et t abl y, a gr eat deal of

pur el y di scur si ve schol ar shi p under t he banner of Mar xi sm. We shal l be

r et ur ni ng t o t he pr obl em of r el at i ve aut onomy shor t l y .

Al t husser

Al t husser has most i nf l uent i al l y br ought t oget her st r uct ur al i sm and

Mar xi sm, and has made semi nal cont r i but i ons t o t he mat er i al i st t heor y of
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i deol ogy . " Al t husser ' s Theor y of I deol ogy" by Gr egor McLennan, Vi ct or
Mol i ner and Roy Pet er s, t r aces t he chr onol ogy of Al t husser ' s t hought s on
i deol ogy t hr ough sever al modi f i cat i ons . For t he pur poses of t hi s exposi t i on,

we wi l l l i mi t our sel ves t o ment i oni ng some of Al t husser ' s key concept i ons on
i deol ogy .

1 .

	

To begi n wi t h, and t hi s wi l l i nvol ve some r epet i t i on, Al t husser i nsi st s
t hat t he soci al f or mat i on i s not a si mpl e uni t y, but a compl ex, mul t i - l evel l ed

whol e . Whi l e t he mode of pr oduct i on i n t he i nf r ast r uct ur e i s ul t i mat el y

det er mi nat e, t he pol i t i cal , i deol ogi cal and ot her super st r uct ur al l evel s mi ght

be domi nant , dependi ng on speci f i c hi st or i cal cont i ngenci es . Thus, i n t hi s

f or mul at i on, t he super st r uct ur al el ement s ar e not si mpl y r ef l ect i ve of , or

si mpl y r educi bl e t o, t he i nf r ast r uct ur e, but ar e i nst ead condi t i ons of t he

exi st ence of t he i nf r ast r uct ur e - i n a r eci pr ocal r el at i onshi p wi t h i t but
ul t i mat el y dependent i nsof ar as t he par amet er s of t he super st r uct ur e ar e set by
t he i nf r ast r uct ur e .

2 .

	

I deol ogy has a mat er i al exi st ence . Al t husser empl oys t he Fr eudi an

t er m " over det er mi nat i on" t o descr i be t he ef f ect s of t he r eci pr ocal i nt er act i on

of t he di f f er ent l evel s wi t hi n a soci al f or mat i on . Thi s over det er mi nat i on

endows al l t he l evel s, i ncl udi ng t he i deol ogi cal , wi t h equal mat er i al i t y . Thi s
r ecogni t i on of t he mat er i al ef f ect i vi t y of i deol ogy cr edi t s t he concept wi t h a

st at us t hat i t was f i r st af f or ded by Mar x i n Das Kapi t al , and car r i es an expl i ci t
cr i t i que of t hat r educt i oni sm l ur ki ng i n The Ger man l deol ogy whi ch t r eat s

i deol ogy as a sur f ace epi phenomenon of t he i nf r ast r uct ur e, l eavi ng i deol ogy
no ef f ect i vi t y of i t s own . I n hi s essay on I deol ogi cal St at e Appar at uses, ?

Al t husser gr ounds t he mat er i al i t y of i deol ogy i n t he f act t hat al l pr act i ce i s
gover ned by mat er i al r i t ual s i nser t ed i n mat er i al i deol ogi cal appar at uses .

3 .

	

Al t husser consi der s t hat t he exi st ence and nat ur e of t he super st r uct ur e,
and hence of i deol ogy, cannot be under st ood except f r omt he poi nt of vi ew of
t he r epr oduct i on of t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on . Cl ass st r uggl e i s t he ar ena i n
whi ch t he pr ocess of r epr oduct i on occur s, and t he st r uggl e i s engaged bot h
wi t hi n and out si de of pr oduct i on . Out si de of pr oduct i on, r epr oduct i on t akes

pl ace t hr ough t he pol i t i cal syst em, and t hr ough I deol ogi cal St at e Appar at uses

- school s, chur ches, t he f ami l y, et c . These appar at uses have t hei r own
r el at i ve aut onomy and or gani sat i on, and ar e under st ood t o be i ndi spensabl e
t o t he r epr oduct i on of capi t al i st r el at i ons of pr oduct i on . However , as
McLennan et al . poi nt out , t he I deol ogi cal St at e Appar at uses seemact ual l y t o

be mer el y t he pl ace wher e subj ect i on t o t he domi nant i deol ogy i s or gani sed .

The ef f ect i vi t y of t he domi nant i deol ogy on r epr oduct i on
ar i ses f r omt he nat ur e of i deol ogy i t sel f , f r omt he f act t hat
t he domi nant i deol ogy assur es i ndi vi dual s a speci f i c

" l i ved r el at i on" t o t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on . I n t hi s
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sense t he assur ance f or t he r epr oduct i on of t he r el at i ons

of pr oduct i on whi ch occur s " i n t he consci ousness, i . e . i n

t he at t i t udes of t he i ndi vi dual - subj ect s . " g

Ul t i mat el y, t her ef or e, i t i s not t he I deol ogi cal St at e Appar at uses t hat pr ocur e

t he r epr oduct i on of t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on, but t he consci ousness of

i ndi vi dual - subj ect s .

4.

	

I deol ogy i nt er pel l at es i ndi vi dual s as subj ect s . Al t husser t el l s us t hat

i deol ogy f unct i ons by addr essi ng i t sel f t o i ndi vi dual s, cal l i ng upon t hem,

r ecr ui t i ng, t r ansf or mi ng and const i t ut i ng t hem as subj ect s - member s of t he

soci al or der . I n capi t al i st r el at i ons, t hi s pr ocess of i nt er pel l at i on pr oduces

subj ect s wi t h a consci ousness of t he sel f as aut onomous, cent r ed and f r ee, and

of t he soci al wor l d as nat ur al or God- gi ven . Vi ewed i n t hi s way, t he speci f i c

pr act i co- soci al f unct i on of i deol ogy i s t o const i t ut e soci al bei ngs as subj ect s

who mi sr ecogni se t hemsel ves as aut onomous i ndi vi dual s - and by t he same

t oken, mi sr ecogni se t he act ual soci al r el at i ons t hat gave r i se t o t hei r subj ect i -

vi t y . Ther ef or e, t he pr oduct i on of subj ect i vi t y - t hr ough i deol ogi cal i nt er pel -

l at i on - i s a necessar y par t of t he r epr oduct i on of t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on .

I t i s not ewor t hy t hat t he not i on of i nt er pel l at i on of subj ect s ext ends t he

t heor et i cal embr ace of r epr oduct i on t o i ncl ude t he subj ect , but does not

ext end our under st andi ng of t he subj ect per se . What i s i n f act bei ng t heor i sed

her e i s mer el y t he pr oduct i on of a myst i f i ed ( i deol ogi cal ) consci ousness . No

account i s vent ur ed of t he way i n whi ch t he compl ex di sj unct ur es wi t hi n t he

psychi cal make- up mi ght be i nvol ved i n t hi s const i t ut i on of subj ect i vi t y ; of

how t he i ndi vi dual answer s t he r ecr ui t i ng cal l onl y by r epr essi ng i t f r om

consci ousness . I n t hi s r espect , as McLennan et al . poi nt out , Al t husser ' s

account r emai ns pr e- Fr eudi an .

5 .

	

I deol ogy i s " a mat t er of t he l i ved r el at i on bet ween men and t hei r

wor l d . " 9 Thi s l i ved r el at i on i s not consci ousl y appr ehended as a r el at i on, but i s

pr esent ed t o consci ousness as a nat ur al , unmedi at ed encount er wi t h r eal i t y .

I ndi vi dual s exper i ence t he mat er i al ef f ect s of i deol ogi cal r el at i ons as nat ur al ,

sel f - evi dent event s .

I n i deol ogy men do i ndeed expr ess, not t he r el at i on

bet ween t hem and t hei r condi t i ons of exi st ence, but t he

way t hey l i ve t he r el at i on bet ween t hem and t hei r

condi t i ons of exi st ence : t hi s pr e- supposes bot h a r eal

r el at i on and an " i magi nar y, " " l i ved" r el at i on . 10

I t i s because act ual soci al r el at i ons ar e not r epr esent ed as such t o consci ous-

ness, but ar e appr ehended onl y i n t he di sgui sed f or mof t he mat er i al ef f ect s of

pr act i ces, t hat Al t husser r ef er s t o t hi s appr ehensi on as " i magi nar y. " And i t i s

because t hese i magi nar y appr ehensi ons ar e of concr et e obj ect s and event s,
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because t hey i ncur a mat er i al exi st ence, t hat we under st and t he i magi nar y

r el at i ons r esi di ng i n t hese appr ehensi ons t o al so be r eal r el at i ons .

Thi s concept i on of a l i ved r el at i on whi ch i s not i l l usor y nor mer el y pheno-

menal , but i s r eal and mat er i al , and yet i s i magi nar y, st ands as t he semi nal

mat er i al i st descr i pt i on of i deol ogy . Yet i t r emai ns a descr i pt i on, not an

expl anat i on . I deol ogy as concei ved by Al t husser has enhanced t he under -

st andi ng of t he soci al f or mat i on, especi al l y wi t h r espect t o i t s r epr oduct i on ;

but t he quest i on of how i deol ogy act ual l y wor ks r emai ns l ar gel y unt heor i sed .

What i s l acki ng, i n our vi ew, i s speci f i cat i on at t he l evel of psychi cal

oper at i ons . How, psychol ogi cal l y speaki ng, do we ent er i nt o and enact t he

i deol ogi cal ver si on of t hi ngs? And i f we ar e si mpl y t he r ecept acl es of a

domi nant i deol ogy, f r om wher e spr i ngs r esi st ance, human cont r adi ct i on,

change? I f we ar e t o r ej ect as i deal i sm t he not i on t hat i deol ogy consi st s mer el y

i n f al se i deas, t hen how ar e we t o account f or t he i magi nar y nat ur e of

consci ous appr ehensi ons, r at her t han j ust descr i bi ng t hemas i magi nar y? And

i f we ar e r eal l y t o consi der t he subj ect as havi ng some speci f i c ef f ect i vi t y, and

not as mer el y t he passi ve r ef l ect i on of soci al pr ocesses, t hen what i s t he speci f i c

nat ur e of t hat ef f ect i vi t y? Al t husser has l ocat ed and descr i bed i deol ogy as a

r el at i vel y det er mi nat e f or mat i on wi t hi n t he soci al f or mat i on, and has t aken us

t o t he br i nk of a mat er i al i st t heor y of subj ect i vi t y . The cr uci al st eps i nt o

psychol ogi cal expl anat i on r emai n t o be t aken .

Gr amsci

" Pol i t i cs and I deol ogy : Gr amsci " by St uar t Hal l , Bob Luml ey and Gr egor

McLennan, f unct i ons as an i nt r oduct i on t o hi s t heor et i cal ar senal , t r aces hi s

i nf l uence on l at er Mar xi st t heor i st s, and f i nal l y i dent i f i es hi s cont r i but i ons

t o an under st andi ng of i deol ogy . Gr amsci hi msel f l ef t no syst emat i c t heor y of

i deol ogy . Yet hi s at t ent i on t o t he compl exi t i es of soci al f or mat i on enabl es us

t o " sympt omat i cal l y r ead" I I a t heor y of i deol ogy i n hi s wr i t i ngs . The st ar t i ng

poi nt i n Gr amsci f or pl aci ng i deol ogy as a det er mi nat e soci al f or mat i on, i s hi s

enr i ched concept i on of i nf r ast r uct ur e/ super st r uct ur e . He saw t hat capi t al i sm

i s not mer el y a st r uct ur e of pr oduct i on, but act s as a syst emwhi ch ar t i cul at es a

" whol e f or m of soci al l i f e conf or mi ng ever yt hi ng el se i nt o i t s own

movement . " 1 z Taki ng a sophi st i cat ed r eadi ng of Mar x, and pr ef i gur i ng

Al t husser ' s l at er f or mul at i ons, Gr amsci i nsi st s t hat t her e exi st s no si mpl e

di chot omy bet ween i nf r ast r uct ur e and super st r uct ur e . The st r uct ur e of

capi t al i sm i s det er mi nat e of soci al l i f e, but t hi s det er mi nat i on i s not t he st r i ct

homol ogous engender i ng of soci al f or ms t hat economi st i c r eadi ngs of Mar x

por t r ay . The i nf r ast r uct ur e det er mi nes, i t set s l i mi t s, pl aces pr essur es, mol ds

t he phenomenal f or ms of t he super st r uct ur e, yet t he act i vi t i es and i nst i t ut i ons

of t he l at t er spher e have an aut onomy of t hei r own, and pl ace r eci pr ocal
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det er mi nat i ons ont o t he " base, " st r uct ur i ng as i t i s st r uct ur ed . The soci al bl oc

under capi t al i sm must be vi ewed i n i t s t ot al i t y ; as Lukacs sai d, " i t i s not t he

pr i macy of economi c mot i ves i n hi st or i cal expl anat i on t hat const i t ut es t he

deci si ve di f f er ence bet ween Mar xi st and bour geoi s t hought , but t he poi nt of

vi ew of t ot al i t y . " ' 3 Seen i n t hi s way, t he pr ocesses of t he super st r uct ur e ar e

i nt egr al t o t he pr ocesses of t he mode of pr oduct i on i t sel f .

Gr amsci ' s t heor et i cal ent er pr i se was desi gned t o t hi nk t he speci f i ci t y of t hi s

expanded concept i on of i nf r ast r uct ur e/ super st r uct ur e, and hi s r i cher vi ew of

det er mi nat i on . Among t he speci f i c concept s he empl oyed, t he t er mhegemony

i s deci si ve f or our under st andi ng of i deol ogy . Leni n had expanded t he

t r adi t i onal use of t he t er m, f r oma descr i pt i on of domi nat i on i n t he r el at i on

bet ween st at es, t o a descr i pt i on of cl ass domi nat i on i nt er nal t o t he pol i t i cal

ar ena of soci et y . Gr amsci was t o go a st ep f ur t her , f or he saw Leni n' s

def i ni t i on of hegemony as bei ng r est r i ct ed t o t he power t hat a r ul i ng cl ass

hol ds over ot her cl asses, par t i cul ar l y t hr ough t he use of r epr essi ve st at e

appar at uses ( ar my, pol i ce) . Gr amsci r ecogni sed t hat apar t f r om t i mes of

r upt ur e and pol i t i cal cr i si s, t he nor mal st at e of af f ai r s i n soci et y i s such t hat

not expl i ci t r epr essi on, but a whol e compl ex i nt er l ocki ng of pol i t i cal ,

economi c and cul t ur al f act or s f or ge t he r el at i ons of domi nat i on and subor di -

nat i on bet ween cl asses and cl ass f r act i ons i n a soci al f or mat i on . Hegemony i s

seen as t hi s t ot al compl ex of det er mi nat i ons i n whi ch t he soci al posi t i ons of

cl asses ar e secur ed and t he pr oduct i ve appar at uses r epr oduced .

Hegemony i s not , except anal yt i cal l y, under st ood as a syst em or a

st r uct ur e ; r at her , i t i s seen as a l i ved pr ocess . Thi s means t hat i t i s onl y i n t he

cont est ed r el at i ons among par t i cul ar hi st or i cal cl asses t hat hegemony i s

pr oduced . Hegemoni c domi nat i on i s never secur ed by a si mpl e i mposi t i on of

domi nance i n whi ch a uni f i ed r ul i ng cl ass ext ends i t sel f at wi l l t hr ough al l t he

soci al l ayer s . On t he cont r ar y, hegemony " has cont i nual l y t o be r enewed,

r ecr eat ed, def ended, and modi f i ed" as i t i s " cont i nual l y r esi st ed, l i mi t ed,

al t er ed, chal l enged by pr essur es not at al l i t s own . " 14 Hegemoni c r el at i ons ar e

per pet ual l y changi ng r el at i ons of cont est at i on among cl asses and cl ass

f r act i ons - r el at i ons whi ch ar e so st r uct ur ed as t o secur e t he ongoi ng

char act er of t he soci al f or mat i on .

Gr amsci ' s " hegemony, " i n a way si mi l ar t o Al t husser ' s mor e f or mal i st i c

model of t he mul t i - l evel l ed soci al f or mat i on, expands t he ar ena of pot ent i al

r evol ut i onar y st r uggl e t o i ncl ude al l ar eas wher e cl ass cont est at i on exi st s,

bot h wi t hi n and out si de t he r eal m of pr oduct i on . Gr amsci ' s vi ew of i deol ogy i s

gr ounded f i r ml y wi t hi n t hi s cont ext of cl ass cont est at i on . I deol ogy i s seen as a

mat er i al f or mat i on wi t hi n t he pr ocesses of hegemony . I t i s a l i ved soci al

pr ocess, not si mpl y t he expr essi on of a uni t ar y r ul i ng cl ass, nor si mpl y t he

r ef l ect i on of economi c st r uct ur es . I deol ogy i s t he l evel of soci al l y ar t i cul at ed

meani ngs and pr act i ces whi ch ser ve t o bi nd cl asses and cl ass f r act i ons i n
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posi t i ons of hi er ar chy, whi l e obscur i ng t he r eal i t y of t hese posi t i ons .
Ther ef or e, i deol ogi es ar e not j udged accor di ng t o t hei r i nher ent t r ut h or
f al sehood - t hey al ways bot h al l ude t o and obscur e t he " t r ut h" - but r at her
accor di ng t o t hei r f unct i on i n cement i ng and uni f yi ng t he soci al bl oc . Thi s
speci f i c " uni f yi ng" f unct i on of i deol ogy makes i t a det er mi nat e and r el at i vel y
aut onomous f or ce i n t he soci al f or mat i on . Fur t her mor e, di f f er ent i deol ogi es
per f or m t he f unct i on of uni f yi ng ( and obscur i ng) t he soci al bl oc i n di f f er ent
ways : hence i s t he i deol ogi cal r eal m t he si t e of an ongoi ng st r uggl e of gr eat
i mpor t ance bet ween cont est i ng i deol ogi es .

Thi s concept i on of t he st r uggl e among cont est i ng i deol ogi es ser ves as an
ant i dot e t o st r uct ur al i st model s, whi ch i n t hei r at t ent i on t o t he st r uct ur es of
soci al f or mat i on, t end t o por t r ay subor di nat e cl asses as al ways mer el y assi -
mi l at i ng t he domi nant i deol ogy t hat sur r ounds t hem, l eavi ng no hope of
r evol ut i onar y change . Si mi l ar l y, t he not i on of i deol ogi cal st r uggl e suggest s
t he possi bi l i t y of under st andi ng di f f er ent f or ms of subj ect i vi t y . Vi ewi ng t hemi n

t er ms of t he br oad concept i on of hegemony, we can under st and f or ms of con-
sci ousness ar i si ng i n t he cont ext of cont est i ng i deol ogi es, each of whi ch i n i t s
own speci f i c way ser ves t o ar t i cul at e t he di f f er ent l evel s and cont r adi ct or y
el ement s of soci al l i f e i n a compr ehensi ve but i magi nar y uni t y of t hought ,
act i on and l i ved exper i ence .

On Subj ect i vi t y

We have shown, i n bot h Al t husser and Gr amsci , howi deol ogy i s si t uat ed as
a r el at i vel y det er mi nat e l evel of soci al oper at i ons . The quest i on st i l l r emai ns :
how does t hi s det er mi nat e f or mat i on det er mi ne, how does i deol ogy act ual l y
wor k? At heor i zat i on of t hi s pr obl emt hat st ops wi t h t he pl aci ng of i deol ogy as
a l evel of soci al f or mat i on pr ovi des a st r uct ur al descr i pt i on of t he r ol e of
i deol ogy, but not of how i t f unct i ons . I n or der t o ext end our under st andi ng,
we must exami ne t he wor ki ngs of i deol ogy i n t he subj ect s i t engages . The
quest i on of t he subj ect i s par amount .

The vi ci ssi t udes of t he t er m" subj ect " ar e wor t h r ef l ect i ng upon br i ef l y . The
wor d i t sel f i s der i ved f r omt he Lat i n " subj ect um" meani ng t o t hr ow or t o cast
under . I n t he ear l i est Engl i sh usages, t he wor d car r i ed t he sense of subst ances
wor ked upon or per sons " t hr own under " aut hor i t y, as under t he domi ni on of
a sover ei gn . Our moder n usage r et ai ns vest i ges of t hese pr i or usages, i n t he
case of a per son, f or exampl e, as a subj ect of a por t r ai t , or i n t he t er m" Br i t i sh
subj ect s . " However , ot her connot at i ons of t he wor d have ar i sen . Subj ect has
come t o descr i be t he t hi nki ng f r ee agent . I n cont r ast t o t he ol der connot at i on
of subj ect as pr oduct of soci al or met aphysi cal det er mi nat i on, t he moder n
usage suggest s t he aut onomous, r ef l ect i ve i ndi vi dual - subj ect . Thi s change i n
usage i s i ndi cat i ve of a shi f t i n r epr esent at i on i n West er n t hought of t he pl ace
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of human agency - f r omsubj ect s as det er mi ned t o subj ect s as det er mi nat e -

a shi f t t hat mar ks t he emer gence of i deal i sm. Ot her domi nant phi l osophi cal

t r ends of t he bour geoi s age al so i nf l uence our sense of t he t er m. Posi t i vi sm, f or

exampl e, t akes up and r ei f i es t he dual i st separ at i on of subj ect s f r omobj ect s,

l eadi ng i r oni cal l y t o a deval uat i on of t he newl y val ued subj ect . For posi t i vi sm

deposi t s t hi ngs t hat ar e " obj ect i ve" i n a spher e t hat i s vi ewed as f act ual ,

r el i abl e and neut r al , i n opposi t i on t o a subj ect i ve spher e f ounded on

i mpr essi ons and f eel i ngs . The obj ect i ve i s t he wor l d of t r ut h and r eal i t y, t he

subj ect i ve becomes unr el i abl e and whi msi cal . I n t hi s r espect , t he moder n

concept i on of t he subj ect capt ur es t he i r oni c hi st or y of human agency i n our

er a . On t he one hand, t he subj ect i s el evat ed out si de of hi st or y as a sel f -

r ef l exi ve f r ee agent , pr ogeni t or of i t s own exper i ence and consci ousness ; on

t he ot her hand, t hi s i deal i sed exper i ence of sel f , t hi s r ei f i ed subj ect i vi t y, i s

deval ued i n t he col d l ogi c of t hat empi r i cal val or i sat i on of t he ext er nal wor l d

whi ch al ways l ur ks i n t he wi ngs of i deal i sm.

A Mar xi st appr oach t o t he subj ect expl i ci t l y r ej ect s t he t wi n . pol es of

i deal i sm and empi r i ci sm, and f al l s cl oser t o t he cl assi cal under st andi ng of t he

t er m subj ect , vi ewi ng human agent s al ways as t he pr oduct of soci al det er mi -

nat i on . I deol ogy i s cent r al t o any Mar xi st under st andi ng of t he subj ect ; f or i t

i s t he pr eci se f unct i on of i deol ogy t o " t hr ow under " i n mi sr ecogni t i on t he

agent s i n a cl ass soci et y .

The conj unct ur e of i deol ogy and t he subj ect i s t aken up di r ect l y i n Par t I I I

of On I deol ogy . St eve Bur ni st on' s and Chr i s Weedon' s ar t i cl e, " I deol ogy,

Subj ect i vi t y, and t he Ar t i st i c Text , " begi ns as an at t empt t o pose t he pr obl em

of t he r el at i onshi ps among ar t , l i t er at ur e and i deol ogy . They move on t o t he

pr obl emat i c of a Mar xi st t heor y of subj ect i vi t y, out of t hei r f i ndi ng t hat t he

shor t comi ngs of t he aest het i c t heor i es of such t hi nker s as Lukacs, Gol dmann,

Ador no, Benj ami n, Br echt and Macher ey st em l ar gel y f r omt he wi despr ead

absence of an adequat e t heor i sat i on of t he subj ect . The second hal f of t hi s

i nf or mat i ve and i nt er est i ng pi ece exami nes t he i mpl i cat i ons of t he wor ks of

t wo Fr ench t heor i st s, Jacques Lacan and Jul i a Kr i st eva, f or t he bui l di ng of a

Mar xi st t heor y of t he subj ect . The aut hor s cor r ect l y see t hat a Mar xi smwhi ch

envi si ons onl y a soci al - economi st i c const r uct i on of soci al - subj ect i ve

f or mat i on r epeat s t he i deal i st i c separ at i on of i deas f r ommat er i al i t y, but t hi s

t i me i nver sel y .

The Mar xi st concept i on of t he subj ect as det er mi ned by soci al r el at i ons has

f r equent l y f al t er ed on an equat i on of human agency wi t h sel f - consci ousness,

and hence a met aphysi cal i dent i f i cat i on of t he consci ous subj ect as t he mot i ve

f or ce of hi st or y . Fr eud, f ol l owi ng t he gr eat decent er i ngs of Coper ni cus, Mar x

and Dar wi n, deconst r uct ed an i dent i f i cat i on of consci ousness wi t h a synt het i c

uni t y of ment al act i on . He decent er s t he concept i on of a sel f - pr esent , sel f -

mot i vat i ng, uni t ar y consci ousness - t her eby br eaki ng wi t h a domi nant
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West er n phi l osophi cal t r adi t i on . By exposi ng t he f acade of a r at i onal

t r anscendent ego, psychoanal ysi s pr ovi des a cr i t i que of t he i deal i st not i on of

t he subj ect t hat Mar xi sm has l acked . Ther e r emai ns t he chal l enge of j oi ni ng

t hese t wo decent er i ngs, wher eby Mar x pl aces t he subj ect i n hi st or y, and Fr eud

pl aces t he subj ect i n pr ocess . A di al ect i cal appr ai sal of subj ect i vi t y mi ght

begi n, t hen, f r omt he posi t i on t hat subj ect s ar e const i t ut ed i n and t hr ough t he

soci al f or mat i on, but not by and of i t .

Lacan

Lacan expl i ci t l y t r eat s hi s " r et ur n t o Fr eud" as a cr i t i que of t he equat i on of

t he subj ect wi t h sel f - consci ousness, ai mi ng hi s at t ack especi al l y on t he r ei f i ed

concept i ons of ego- psychol ogy . Bur ni st on and Weedon poi nt t o t hi s Lacani an

cr i t i que as t he poi nt of i nt er sect i on wi t h a mat er i al i st r eadi ng of soci al

f or mat i on, i nsof ar as bot h Al t husser and Kr i st eva t ake t hi s as a l i nk t o t hei r

soci al t heor i es . Lacan, f ol l owi ng Fr eud, ar gues t hat subj ect s ar e made not

bor n . Lacani an t heor y bases t he const i t ut i on of t he subj ect on f undament al

mi sr ecogni t i on of t he sel f . I nf ant s have no nat ur al , t ot al i sed sel ves, but r at her

move t hr ough a ser i es of psychi c const el l at i ons i n whi ch sel f and ot her s ar e

r epr esent ed i n a var i et y of phant asi zed ( i magi nar y) posi t i ons . The const r uc-

t i on of subj ect i vi t y cur t ai l s t hese i magi nar y r el at i ons, est abl i shi ng sel f and

ot her s i n f i xed, or der ed soci al ( symbol i c) r el at i ons . The ent r y f r om

" i magi nar y" t o " symbol i c" i s a soci al ent r y, because r el at i ons of di f f er ence

among soci al ot her s come t o const i t ut e t he boundar i es of t he subj ect .

Now Lacan has pr oposed t hat t he f undament al i mage of t he sel f - as- such,

t he nar ci ssi st i c ego- i mage, i s f ounded i n mi sr ecogni t i on, i s a f i ct i on . The

per cept ual r el at i on t o an ot her i n i nf ancy i s t aken as t he i mage of onesel f -

and hence t he ver y ker nel of sel f - i dent i t y i s mi spl aced, i magi nar y . Lacan

wr i t es t hat an i nf ant " f ast ens hi msel f t o an i mage whi ch al i enat es hi m f r om

hi msel f " ; hencef or t h, sel f hood i s " f or ever i r r educi bl e t o hi s l i ved i dent i t y . " 15

Thi s basi c st r uct ur e of mi sr ecogni t i on i s sai d t o be t he f oundat i on f or al l

f ut ur e r el at i ons .

Let us r ecal l t he ar gument t hat subj ect s i n t hei r soci al det er mi nat i on do not

si mpl y become t he bear er s of soci al st r uct ur e . Rat her , i n t he hegemoni c

pr ocesses of i deol ogy, subj ect s l i ve t he r el at i on wi t h t hei r r eal condi t i ons of

exi st ence as i f t hey t hemsel ves wer e t he aut onomous pr i nci pl e of det er mi na-

t i on of t hat r el at i on . Pr eci sel y her e, i n t he i magi nar y det er mi nacy of t he

cent r e- sel f , can i deol ogy cal l f or t h subj ect s, t hr ow t hem under .

But i t i s by no means cl ear - as we have al r eady poi nt ed out - t hat Lacan' s

basi c st r uct ur e of mi sr ecogni t i on pr ovi des an adequat e or even par t i al t heor i -

sat i on of t he r el at i on of subj ect i vi t y and i deol ogy . We can ment i on t hese r ef u-

t at i ons . Fi r st , no i deol ogi cal f i el d i s necessar y f or t hi s al i enat i on of t he mi r r or -
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i mage t o t ake pl ace; t he l at t er i s est abl i shed wi t hi n a dyadi c, essent i al l y pr e-

soci al f i el d . Secondl y, t hi s al i enat i on cannot account f or t he speci f i ci t y of t he

i deol ogi cal f i el d or of t he r el at i ons whi ch obt ai n t her e . Ther e i s i n f act not hi ng

t o convi nce us t hat t he specul ar mi sr ecogni t i on of t he mi r r or - phase f ounds

i deol ogi cal mi s- r ecogni t i on . Or , t o put t he di st i nct i on i n a somewhat di f f er ent

way, Lacan' s i magi nar y r ef er s t o a pr esoci al consci ousness char act er i sed by

t he f r ee r ei gn of desi r e, wher eas Al t husser ' s i magi nar y r ef er s t o a soci al l y

ar t i cul at ed consci ousness i deol ogi cal l y const i t ut ed so as t o expel desi r e .

The " Ret ur n of t he Repr essed"

The f i r st st ep t owar ds i nt r oduci ng psychoanal yt i c concept s i nt o t he t heor y

of i deol ogy shoul d consi st i n l ocat i ng t he r ol e of t he unconsci ous . Fr eud

hi msel f based t he psychoanal yt i c t heor y of cul t ur e and soci et y on t he det er mi -

ni smof t he unconsci ous . Consequent l y, i n hi s soci ol ogi cal wr i t i ngs, hi st or y i s

r eveal ed as r epet i t i on compul si on, and t he i mper at i ves of wi sh- f ul f i l l ment f ar

out wei gh t hose of t he concr et e wor l d . Now, whi l e Fr eud undoubt edl y er r ed

i n hi s r educt i on of t he soci al t o t he expr essi on of t he r epr essed unconsci ous, i t

woul d be a f ar gr eat er er r or t o t hen, f or t hi s r eason, negl ect t o t ake account of

t he ef f ect i vi t y of t he unconsci ous . I ndeed, deni al of t he unconsci ous i s, we

shal l ar gue, a f undament al aspect of t he pr oper f unct i oni ng of i deol ogy . We

shal l go f ur t her and say t hat Fr eud' s concept i on of soci et y as an

epi phenomenon of t he r epr essed unconsci ous, whi l e i t i s not r eal l y a t heor y of

soci et y at al l , never t hel ess pr ovi des an i ndi spensabl e psychi cal l i nk i n t he

expl anat i on of t he wor ki ngs of i deol ogy .

The r ol e of t he unconsci ous i n t he oper at i ons of i deol ogy can be i l l ust r at ed

i n a pr el i mi nar y way by r ef er ence t o Fr eud' s concept i on of t he " r et ur n of t he

r epr essed . " St at ed i n t he br i ef est possi bl e way, t hi s r ef er s t o t he r ol e of obj ect s

i n t he ext er nal wor l d i n pr ovi di ng subst i t ut e gr at i f i cat i ons f or t he demands of

unconsci ous cont ent s . By such at t achment t o ext er nal obj ect s, unconsci ous

desi r e i s amel i or at ed, r egul at ed and mai nt ai ned i n r epr essi on . Wher e t he

ext er nal obj ect s ar e cul t ur al l y si gni f i ed, t hi s subst i t ut e gr at i f i cat i on i s known

as subl i mat i on . Wher e t he subst i t ut e obj ect s ar e not cul t ur al l y appr opr i at e,

t he at t achment t o t hem i s consi der ed neur ot i c . I n ei t her case, r epr essed

unconsci ous cont ent r et ur ns t o consci ousness, not i n i t s or i gi nal f or m, but i n

t he gui se of subst i t ut e obj ect s - i n a t r ansf i gur ed f or m.

I t i s t her ef or e possi bl e, vi ewi ng one synchr oni c ar c of t hi s pr ocess of

subst i t ut e gr at i f i cat i on, t o const r ue t he soci al f i el d as a f i el d of subst i t ut e

obj ect s f or t he r epr essed obj ect s of desi r e . But cl ear l y, t he soci al f i el d i s not

t her eby or gani sed accor di ng t o i t s i nvest ment s f r om t he unconsci ous . The

pr i mar y- pr ocess char act er of syst em Unconsci ous and i t s cont ent s ar e qui t e

ant i t het i cal t o t he char act er i st i cs of t he soci al f i el d . The ar t i cul at i ons of t he
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soci al f i el d ar e descr i bed by a compl ex of soci al f act or s . But t he soci al f i el d i s

al ways capt i ve t o t he power f ul , mot i vat i ng cat hexes pl aced on i t s el ement s by

t he unconsci ous . I t i s onl y such unconsci ous at t achment t hat br i ngs t he i ner t

wor l d of obj ect s, symbol s and r el at i ons t o l i f e, i nf usi ng t hem wi t h a l i f e of

t hei r own .

Thi s, t hen, i s how human i ndi vi dual s ent er unconsci ousl y i nt o di scour se

wi t h t he soci al , i n away t hat i s det er mi nat e wi t hout bei ng ar t i cul at e . I t i s i n t he

second synchr oni c ar c of t he pr ocess of subst i t ut e gr at i f i cat i on t hat ar t i cul at e

soci al det er mi nat i on occur s : t he soci al f i el d, i t s el ement s i mbued wi t h

unconsci ous si gni f i cance, i mpr esses i t sel f upon consci ousness, r et ur ni ng t o

consci ousness i n a t r ansf i gur ed f or m - i . e . vi a t he ar t i cul at i ons of t he soci al

f i el d - t hat whi ch i s r epr essed . Thi s t r ansf i gur at i on consi st s not onl y i n t he

f act t hat a cul t ur al obj ect has been subst i t ut ed f or an obj ect of desi r e, but al so

i n t he f act t hat t he subst i t ut e obj ect i s appr ehended by consci ousness i n t er ms

of t he l ogi cal l y or der ed symbol i c r el at i ons of t he soci al f i el d . What r esi des

onl y as a t i mel ess, undi f f er ent i at ed desi r e, r et ur ns t o consci ousness as a

symbol i cal l y or der ed r el at i on . I n t hi s t r ansf i gur at i on l i es t he oper at i on

of i deol ogy .

By pr ovi di ng subst i t ut e - symbol i c - obj ect s f or t he demands of

r epr essed wi shes, and by di sgui si ng t he sour ce and agency of t hose wi shes, t he

f i el d of i deol ogi cal r el at i ons gi ves r i se t o i deol ogi cal consci ousness - a con-

sci ousness whi ch mi sr ecogni ses unconsci ous i mper at i ves as bei ng t he vol i t i on

of t he consci ous ego . Unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y i s deni ed by t hi s consci ousness ;

sel f - hood i s nat ur al l y equat ed wi t h - and exper i enced as equi val ent t o - t hi s

consci ousness . Onl y because of t he deni al of t he unconsci ous can t hi s

consci ousness at t r i but e aut onomy, sel f - r ef l exi vi t y and f r ee agency t o i t sel f .

But what consci ousness deni es and mi sappr ehends i s not l i mi t ed t o

unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y . As Al t husser says, " t he r eal i t y whi ch i s necessar i l y

i gnor ed i n t he ver y f or ms of r ecogni t i on ( i deol ogy = r ecogni t i on/

i gnor ance) i s i ndeed, i n t he l ast r esor t , t he r epr oduct i on of t he r el at i ons of

pr oduct i on and of t he r el at i ons der i vi ng f r om t hem. " 16 But what makes t he

mi s- r ecogni t i on of soci al r el at i ons and t hei r r epr oduct i on happen, what causes

consci ousness t o best ow i mmanence and nat ur al ness upon soci al l y

det er mi ned, symbol i c obj ect s, i s t he unconsci ous cat hexes of t hese obj ect s .

Wer e t he val uat i on of wor l dl y obj ect s not unconsci ous, f r om wher e woul d

ar i se t he i magi nar y st at us t hat consci ousness at t r i but es t o r eal i t y?

Thr ough t he deni al of t he unconsci ous, i deol ogi cal consci ousness

const r uct s, i n t he r eal m of subj ect i ve exper i ence, t hat essent i al i st di vi si on

bet ween sel f and soci al wor l d whi ch char act er i ses i deol ogi cal t hought ( as i n

empi r i ci smand i deal i sm) . The soci al I of pr e- i deol ogi cal cul t ur es becomes t he

r ei f i ed t r anscendent I of i deol ogi cal cul t ur es . I deol ogi cal t hought and

i deol ogi cal consci ousness commi t t he f at al er r or of col l apsi ng t he di st i nct i on
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bet ween symbol i c l ogi cal or der and t he or der of t he r eal ( t hat or der whi ch f or

any Mar xi st must exi st behi nd t he obst r uct i ons of i deol ogi cal phenomena) .

Thi s i s because consci ousness has no way i n and of i t sel f of di st i ngui shi ng t he

" symbol i c" f r omt he " r eal . " " I t i s i n t hi s gap bet ween concept and r eal i t y t hat

i deol ogy oper at es, speci f i cal l y by not si gni f yi ng t hi s gap, t her eby pr oduci ng

t hat r ei f i cat i on of concept s whi ch Mar x r ecogni sed as a hal l mar k of i deol ogy .

Mar xi st t heor y seeks t o undo t hi s r ei f i cat i on of concept s, whose cent r al

moment f i xes t he subj ect - consci ousness i n a f i ct i t i ous empi r i cal or t r anscen-

dent al cent r edness . Fr eud' s " decent er i ng" of t he subj ect consi st ed i n hi s

r evel at i on of unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y - and hi s expl anat i on of howr epr essi on

gr ant s i mmanence t o t he ego- i mago : t he concept of t he sel f ( as cent r ed) i s

mi st aken f or t he r eal i t y of t he sel f ( decent r ed or di vi ded) , a mi sr ecogni t i on

cent r al t o and pr oduced by i deol ogy .

We can now def i ne subj ect i vi t y as a compl ex f or mat i on . I t consi st s i n par t

of a r ei f i ed consci ousness, const r uct ed i deol ogi cal l y ; i t i s t hi s par t t hat i s

gener al l y t r eat ed as t he subj ect i n i t s ent i r et y . Ever y act of per cept i on by t hi s

consci ousness i s an act of mi sr ecogni t i on of t he t r ue nat ur e of t he sel f and t he

soci al f or mat i on, and t her ef or e i s an act of r epr oduct i on of t he " di vi ded" sel f

and t he soci al r el at i ons of pr oduct i on . Thi s si mul t aneous r epr oduct i on of t he

sel f and t he soci al t akes pl ace i n t he same mot i on, i n t he i dent i cal l ocat i on -

t hat of l i ved i deol ogi cal r el at i ons. Anot her par t of t he compl ex subj ect

consi st s i n t he unconsci ous, t hat det er mi nat e l evel of psychi cal oper at i ons and

cont ent s whi ch pr opel s t he subj ect i nt o t he i deol ogi cal r eal m, wher ei n t hat

subj ect i vi t y i s r e- est abl i shed . I deol ogy, f uel l ed by unconsci ous desi r e,

moul ded by t he soci al r el at i ons of pr oduct i on, ser ves si mul t aneousl y t o

r epr oduce par t i cul ar f or ms of consci ousness and par t i cul ar r el at i ons of

pr oduct i on and expl oi t at i on .

The model of t he " r et ur n of t he r epr essed, " i n i t s r evel at i on of t he r ol e of

unconsci ous f act or s i n t he wor ki ngs of i deol ogy, compr ehends Al t husser ' s

not i on of t he r eal yet i magi nar y r el at i ons of i deol ogy - t he " way peopl e l i ve"

t hei r r el at i on t o t he act ual condi t i ons of t hei r exi st ence . We can say t hat

peopl e r eal l y l i ve t hi s r el at i on unconsci ousl y - t hat i s, accor di ng t o t he

i mper at i ves of syst em Unconsci ous - and t hat what i s pr esent ed i n con-

sci ousness i s t he i magi nar y ( i deol ogi cal ) f or m of t hi s l i ved r el at i on .

The model of t he " r et ur n of t he r epr essed" f ur t her af f i r ms t hat i deol ogy has

a " mat er i al exi st ence . " We can say t hat i deol ogy does not consi st i n f al se

r epr esent at i ons of r eal obj ect s, but i n t he f al se at t r i but i on of r eal i t y t o r epr e-

sent at i ons of mat er i al i t y whi ch by t hei r nat ur e abst r act f r omt hat mat er i al i t y .

Thi s di st i nct i on bet ween i deol ogy as mi sr epr esent at i on of r eal i t y and i deol ogy

as r epr esent at i on of i magi nar y r el at i ons i s cr uci al , and l eads us away f r omt he

quest i on of unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y, t owar ds a di scussi on of t he nat ur e of

r epr esent at i on .

3 8



I DEOLOGYAND THE " SUBJECT"

I deol ogy and Repr esent at i on

I n under st andi ng t he pr obl em of r epr esent at i on, t he f undament al , i f

pr obl emat i c, Mar xi st di st i nct i on bet ween r eal r el at i ons and t hei r phenomenal

f or ms i s at st ake . One t ype of er r or , al r eady i dent i f i ed as a f or mof i deal i sm,

pr omot es t he not i on of i deol ogy as mi sr epr esent at i on of r eal i t y . Thi s posi t i on

mai nt ai ns t he r eal / phenomenal di st i nct i on, but i deal i ses and de- mat er i al i ses

i deol ogy as mer el y f al se i deas . A second t ype of er r or si mpl y desi gnat es r epr e-

sent at i on as mat er i al , di ssol vi ng t he r eal / phenomenal di st i nct i on, and

t her eby l osi ng t he not i on of mul t i pl e det er mi nat i on t o a homogeneous,

di scur si ve vi ew of t he soci al bl oc . ' 8 The cor r ect appr oach l i es i n r ecogni si ng

t hat consci ous r epr esent at i on i s al ways or der ed i n a synt act i cal l ogi c ( epi t o-

mi sed by t he or der of l anguage) whi ch i s asympt ot i c t o t he r eal , and abst r act i n

r el at i on t o al l of mat er i al i t y . Thi s cont r i ved char act er of symbol i c t hought

f ai l s t o be r ecogni sed by consci ousness, and i s i n f act nat ur al i sed i n t he i deo-

l ogi cal f i el d, wher e t hought gi ves r i se t o concr et e mani f est at i ons and mat er i al

t r ansf or mat i ons of r eal i t y . Fur t her mor e, as we have shown, unconsci ousl y

cat hect ed obj ect - r epr esent at i ons ar e t r eat ed as i f t hey t r anspar ent l y r ef l ect ed

r eal i t y .

Ther ef or e, consci ous r epr esent at i ons do por t r ay r eal i t y, but onl y i n t he

abst r act - r el at i onal t er ms of a syst em of symbol i c l ogi c whi ch does not r esi de i n

nat ur e or i n t he obj ect s t hemsel ves, but i n t he hegemoni c l ogi c of symbol i c

t hought and act i on - i . e . , i n t he i deol ogi cal f i el d . The phenomenal does not ,

t her ef or e, mi s- r epr esent t he r eal , but t r ansf i gur es i t by r ecast i ng i t i n t er ms of a

symbol i c or der . Thi s happens necessar i l y, because symbol i c t hought al ways

si gni f i es r el at i ons among obj ect s and exper i ences whi ch do not i n r eal i t y exi st .

I n consci ousness, r eal obj ect s ar e al ways si gni f i ed as abst r act symbol i c

r el at i ons . ' 9

We have t aken t he posi t i on t hat i deol ogi es exi st as l i ved r el at i ons, or der ed

by t he i nt er pl ay of economi c, pol i t i cal and ot her soci al f act or s, and al so i n

t ur n or der i ng t hese f act or s i n such a way t hat t hey mean somet hi ng t o human

bei ngs . I deol ogy t her ef or e oper at es at t he l evel of r epr esent at i ons, and i t s

par t i cul ar f unct i on consi st s i n maki ng oppr essi ve, cont r adi ct or y and

al i enat i ng soci al event s appear i nevi t abl e and nat ur al . Repr esent at i ons of

t hi ngs ar e t aken t o be t he t hi ngs t hemsel ves, and i t i s i n t hi s col l apsi ng of

concr et e exper i ence i nt o t he l ogi c of symbol i c r el at i ons t hat i deol ogy

oper at es . I t r emai ns now t o of f er a mor e speci f i c t heor i sat i on of

r epr esent at i on at t he l evel of subj ect i ve oper at i ons .
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Thi ng- pr esent at i ons and Wor d- pr esent at i ons

Fr eud' s t heor y of psychi cal r epr esent at i ons, a l i t t l e known and r el at i vel y

undevel oped par t of hi s wor k, seems t o addr ess i t sel f t o t he pr obl em of

i deol ogy and r epr esent at i on . For Fr eud, " becomi ng consci ous i s no mer e act

of per cept i on, but i s al so a hyper cat hexi s, a f ur t her advance i n t he psychi cal

or gani sat i on . " 20 I n hi s 1914 paper ent i t l ed " The Unconsci ous, " Fr eud

speci f i ed t he t ype of hyper cat hexi s whi ch gi ves r i se t o consci ousness : " The

consci ous pr esent at i on compr i ses t he pr esent at i on of t he t hi ng pl us t he

pr esent at i on of t he wor d bel ongi ng t o i t , whi l e t he unconsci ous pr esent at i on i s

t he pr esent at i on of t he t hi ng al one . " Syst em Pcs . - Cs . comes about " by t hi s

t hi ng- pr esent at i on bei ng hyper cat hect ed t hr ough bei ng l i nked wi t h t he wor d-

pr esent at i on cor r espondi ng t o i t . I t i s t hese hyper cat hexes, we may suppose,

t hat br i ng about a hi gher psychi cal or gani sat i on and make i t possi bl e f or t he

pr i mar y pr ocess t o be succeeded by t he secondar y pr ocess whi ch i s domi nant

i n t he Pcs . " 21 Thi s " t r ansl at i on i nt o wor ds whi ch shal l r emai n at t ached t o t he

obj ect " i s t he necessar y condi t i on f or consci ous r epr esent at i on of any

si gni f i er . Ther ef or e, consci ousness i s r edef i ned as wor d- pr esent at i onal

consci ousness each t i me such a hyper cat hexi s occur s - t hat i s, wi t h each

t hought and act i on . The ef f ect of t he hyper cat hexi s of wor ds and t hi ngs i s t o

cast t hi ng- per cept i ons i nt o t he abst r act r el at i ons t hat obt ai n among wor ds .

These wor d- pr esent at i onal r el at i ons, whi ch ar e f or mal i sed i n l anguage, r esi de

at t he l evel of t he psyche i n syst em Pcs . , t he pr econsci ous f i el d of l at ent wor d-

pr esent at i ons t hat ar e avai l abl e t o consci ousness . Consci ous r epr esent at i on

al ways consi st s i n t he per cept ual si gni f i er of exper i ence bei ng r epl aced by one

of t hese ( pr evi ousl y si gni f i ed ver bal ) si gns f r om t he pr econsci ous . 22 I n ot her

wor ds, i n or der t o ent er consci ousness, t he si gni f i er s of a cur r ent exper i ence

ar e cast i nt o t he si gni f yi ng r el at i ons of past exper i ence expr essed as wor d-

pr esent at i ons . Thus, i t i s not t he cont ent of t he r epr essed al one t hat i s

bani shed f r omconsci ousness ; i t i s al so t hef or mof unconsci ous r epr esent at i on

- " t hi ng- pr esent at i ons" - t hat i s ant i t het i cal t o t he or der of consci ousness .

Thi s i l l umi nat es t he cent r al i deol ogi cal ef f ect i n whi ch symbol i c r el at i ons ar e

conf ounded wi t h t he r eal : Symbol i c r el at i ons ar e t aken by consci ousness t o be

r eal r el at i ons pr eci sel y because consci ousness i s st r uct ur ed symbol i cal l y - i n

t he f or m of wor d- pr esent at i ons - and t her ef or e appr ehends t he wor l d and

t he sel f as nat ur al i sed domai ns of wor d- pr esent at i ons .

Fi nal l y, t hi s concept i on al l ows us t o under st and syst em Pcs . a s bei ng

or gani sed i nt o a number of l at ent chai ns of wor d- pr esent at i ons, each

r ef l ect i ng a domai n of pr act i ce, an aspect of l i ved r el at i ons. Ongoi ng

exper i ence, t hen, i s r e- si gni f i ed i n t er ms of one or anot her of t hese symbol i c

chai ns of meani ng . And di f f er ent ki nds of soci al pr act i ce, di f f er ent i deol ogi es

or par t i al i deol ogi es, may i n t hi s way become par t of t he subj ect i ve make- up of
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i ndi vi dual s . Thi s possi bi l i t y, whi ch br i ngs t o mi nd Gr amsci ' s i nsi st ence on t he
mul t i pl e cont est at i ons at al l l evel s of t he soci al f or mat i on under hegemony,
suggest s t he possi bl e i mpor t ance of st r uggl e and r evol ut i onar y change at t he
l evel of t he subj ect .

Concl usi on : The Pr obl em of Det er mi ni sm

We have at t empt ed t o showt he r el evance of cer t ai n psychoanal yt i c i nsi ght s
f or t he t heor y of i deol ogy . And sever al i mpor t ant cont empor ar y t heor et i cal

pr oposi t i ons concer ni ng t he nat ur e of i deol ogy do i ndeed seemt o gai n some
speci f i ci t y f r om t he psychoanal yt i c concept i on of a compl ex, " di vi ded"
subj ect i vi t y . I n par t i cul ar , t he Al t husser i an descr i pt i on of i deol ogy as a
" r epr esent at i on of t he i magi nar y r el at i onshi p of i ndi vi dual s t o t hei r r eal
condi t i ons of exi st ence" r equi r es an expl anat i on at t he l evel of t he subj ect . The
r ol e of t he unconsci ous i n t he mot i vat i on, i f not t he ar t i cul at i on, of t he i deo-
l ogi cal f i el d makes new sense of i deol ogy as a " l i ved r el at i on, " and of t he r ol e
of i deol ogy i n t he const i t ut i on of a mi sr ecogni sed subj ect i vi t y . A concept i on
of i deol ogy as t he f i el d i n whi ch bot h unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y and soci al ef f ect i -
vi t y ar e mi sr ecogni sed si mul t aneousl y, opens up a genui ne di al ect i c of t he
subj ect and t he soci al f or mat i on . And Fr eud' s t heor y of psychi cal r epr esen-
t at i ons of f er s a speci f i c expl anat i on of t he i deol ogi cal r ei f i cat i on of concept s,
and t he i deol ogi cal const r uct i on of symbol i c abst r act i ons i n t he pl ace of
r eal i t y .

But per haps t he most f ar - r eachi ng pot ent i al cont r i but i on of psychoana-
l ysi s t o t he t heor y of i deol ogy, and one whi ch we can onl y al l ude t o her e,
concer ns t he pr obl em of det er mi ni sm. We have al r eady ar gued t hat
Al t husser ' s not i ons of " r el at i ve aut onomy" and " det er mi nat i on i n t he l ast
i nst ance" r emai n l ar gel y unt heor i sed . The pr obl emf aci ng t hese concept i ons
ar i se f r om t he i nsi st ence i n Mar xi st epi st emol ogy on a si ngl e ul t i mat el y
det er mi ni ng hi st or i cal cont r adi ct i on - t hat wi t hi n t he i nf r ast r uct ur e . Whi l e
var i ous degr ees of l eeway ar e gr ant ed t o r el at i vel y aut onomous ar t i cul at i ons
i n t he super st r uct ur e, t he f act i s t hat no t heor i sat i on of t he i nt er nal ar t i cul a-
t i on of any super st r uct ur al l evel of t he soci al f or mat i on can ul t i mat el y sur vi ve
i n t he Mar xi st ar ena of t hought .

What psychoanal ysi s can of f er i s t he par adi gm of anot her i r r educi bl e
sour ce of det er mi ni sm. The model f or t hi s has al r eady emer ged her e i n our
di scussi on of unconsci ous ef f ect i vi t y upon t he i deol ogi cal f i el d . At once, t he
pr obl emof t he r el at i ve aut onomy of t he i deol ogi cal i nst ance seems sol ubl e, i n
t er ms of t he speci f i c f unct i on i deol ogy has of weavi ng soci al and psychi cal
det er mi nant s t oget her i nt o t he f abr i c of an or der l y l i ved exper i ence . I deol ogy
wi l l al ways be r el at i vel y aut onomous wi t h r espect t o i nf r ast r uct ur al det er mi -
nant s and unconsci ous det er mi nant s, but i t i s ul t i mat el y det er mi ned by bot h .
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The pr obl em of r epr oduct i on i s al so r el ocat ed somewhat i n t hi s f or mul at i on

- shi f t ed f r om i t s usual pr eoccupat i on wi t h t he r epr oduct i on of t he pr oduc-

t i ve appar at us, t o a br oader " hegemoni c" vi ew i n whi ch ot her det er mi nat e

cont r adi ct i ons ( f or exampl e, bet ween need and desi r e) mi ght at t ai n domi -

nance i n t he pr ocesses of r epr oduct i on .

Jul i a Kr i st eva' s not i on of t he semi ot i c const i t ut es an i mpor t ant cont r i bu-

t i on t o t he t heor i sat i on of a psychi cal det er mi nacy . Her wor k emer ges as an

at t empt t o pr ovi de Mar xi sm wi t h a psychoanal yt i cal l y based t heor y of

subj ect i vi t y . Thesemi ot i c - ont ol ogi cal l y equi val ent t o Lacan' s " i magi nar y"

- i s a quasi - soci al r eal m of pr e- symbol i c r el at i ons and " semi ot i c mat er i al s" :

sound, gest ur e, col or , movement , i nt onat i on . The semi ot i c r eal m i s pr e-

l i ngui st i c and pr e- soci al and " cannot t her ef or e r est on any concept of a f i xed

subj ect whi ch i s const i t ut ed i n t he symbol i c r eal m" 23 ( Bur ni st on and Wedon,

p . 221) . I t i s t he r eal m of af f ect and bodi l y sensat i on unhegemoni sed by an

al i en subj ect - cent er edness . Al t hough cl ose t o t he dr i ves, t he semi ot i c i s by no

means a bi ol ogi cal r eal m, but i s r at her t he r eal m of t hi ng- pr esent at i ons,

i nt egr al l y cont ai ned i n ever y symbol i c r epr esent at i on . Thi s " doubl e ar t i cu-

l at i on, " as Kr i st eva cal l s i t , i n whi ch t he semi ot i c mat er i al of pr e- subj ect i ve

exi st ence i s or der ed i n t he r el at i ons of t he symbol i c r eal m, const i t ut es t he

st r uct ur e of si gni f yi ng pr act i ce - t he l i ved exper i ence of t he subj ect . Si gni -

f yi ng pr act i ce - whi ch const i t ut es t he i deol ogi cal f i el d - br i ngs t oget her t he

soci al and t he psychi cal , t he subj ect and t he ant i - subj ect , but onl y as f i xed

moment s i n a cont i nui ng pr ocess of di sj unct ur e of t he semi ot i c f r om t he

symbol i c - a di sj unct ur e t hat can, i n t he f ai l ur e of i deol ogy, pr oduce

di sr upt i on of t he soci al f or mat i on .

Thi s concept i on of an i r r educi bl e r eal mof psychi cal r epr esent at i on, wi t h

i t s own speci f i c f or m of ar t i cul at i on, i nt er act i ng di al ect i cal l y wi t h ot her

det er mi nat e i nf r ast r uct ur es i n t he soci al f or mat i on, r emai ns t o be devel oped,

subst ant i at ed and j ust i f i ed . But i t at l east hol ds t he pr omi se of di sr upt i ng t he

i mpasse i n t he t heor i es of r el at i ve aut onomy, det er mi ni sm and i deol ogy .
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