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Br i an Si nger

I n t he f i r st par t of t hi s essay, we sought t o t r ace t he t r aj ect or y of Cor nel i us

Cast or i adi s' i nt el l ect ual bi ogr aphy t hr ough t he 1950s and 1960s . 1 We

exami ned how, f r oma posi t i on or i gi nal l y wi t hi n Mar xi sm, he began t o pul l at

t he t hr ead of bur eaucr acy, and kept on pul l i ng, and pul l i ng . . . . We sawhow at

f i r st t hi s movement l ed t o a cr i t i que of t he " r eal soci al i sm" of t he east er n

r egi mes, and how i t was t hen ext ended t o t he west , t he " soci al i st " r egi mes

havi ng been r eveal ed as a concent r at ed f or m of capi t al i sm, accompl i shi ng

ver t i cal l y what i n t he West was bei ng r eal i zed hor i zont al l y . We t hen exami ned

what i n Cast or i adi s' eyes const i t ut ed t he phenomenon of bur eaucr acy ; t he

def i ni t i on of t he mechani sms by whi ch i t at t empt s t o gai n cont r ol over t he

soci al pr ocess, as wel l as of i t s " cont r adi ct i on, " t hat i s, i t s ul t i mat e i nabi l i t y t o

r eal i ze i t s ambi t i on of t ot al mast er y . Fi nal l y we saw t hat as t he cr i t i que was

pushed ever f ur t her , i t s cr i t i cal edge coul d not but t ur n on Mar xi sm, consi der ed

not si mpl y i n t er ms of i t s hi st or i cal pr act i ce, but i n t er ms of t he secr et com-

pl i ci t y of i t s t heor y wi t h t he obj ect i t cl ai med t o cr i t i ci ze . Thi s cr i t i que of

" bur eaucr at i c t heor y, " as we t hen not ed, woul d not r est r i ct i t sel f mer el y t o one

or mor e t enet s of t he Mar xi st cor pus, but woul d event ual l y come t o quest i on

t he ver y vi abi l i t y of t heor y . Bef or e such an i nt er r ogat i on, Mar xi smcoul d onl y

be l ef t behi nd as an exempl ar y case of what i n a sense was common t o al l

" t heor y" and i t s " r at i onal i t y . " And yet i f such an i nt er r ogat i on was t o con-

t i nue, and cont i nue t o be f r ui t f ul , beyond havi ng t o r ej ect t he pessi mi st i c

post ur i ng of " t he God t hat f ai l ed, " i t woul d have t o avoi d succumbi ng t o t he

pl easur es of a f aci l e ant i - i nt el l ect ual i sm whi ch hol ds al l t hought t o be

i nher ent l y oppr essi ve . I t had now pl aced i t sel f under t he obl i gat i on of comi ng

up wi t h an " ant i - t heor y" t hat , i n t er ms t hat wer e bot h r i gor ous and coher ent ,

woul d seek t o concept ual i ze t hat obj ect whi ch cont i nual l y escaped t heor y' s

gr asp, and yet const ant l y seemed t o sol i ci t i t . That obj ect , i t was suggest ed, was

" i nst i t ut i on . "

Bet ween t he br eak- up of Soci al i sme ou Bar bar i e and t he publ i cat i on of

I magi nai r e soci al e et L' i nst i t ut i on, 2 t her e was a mor e or l ess uni nt er r upt ed

publ i c si l ence of al most t en year s . And when t hi s gest at or y per i od f i nal l y

ended, t he r esul t i ng pr oduct coul d onl y have pr oduced a cer t ai n bewi l der ment

among Cast or i adi s' ear l i er audi ence . For t he i mmedi at e concer ns of t he
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pol i t i cal st r uggl e and t he f ami l i ar mar ki ngs of pol i t i cal economy had been

r epl aced by a di scour se whose domai n was much br oader , i ncl udi ng t he

r el at i vel y exot i c r eal ms of l i ngui st i cs and psychoanal ysi s, whose t one was mor e

obvi ousl y phi l osophi cal , and whose ai ms wer e mor e i ndi r ect . And yet , i n

hi ndsi ght , i t woul d appear t hat behi nd t he publ i c si l ence, i n t he obscur i t y of

hi s own l abour s, t he basi c mot i f s t hat l ay behi nd t he cont i nuous movement of

hi s ear l i er wr i t i ngs, wer e st i l l pr esent . Thi s obser vat i on appl i es not onl y, i f most

si gni f i cant l y, t o t he exi genci es t hat dr ew hi s anal ysi s f or war d, but even t o a

cer t ai n t r ansposi t i on of t he basi c cat egor i es bet ween t he t wo phases . Thus what

had ear l i er been concept ual i zed as t he bur eaucr at i c r at i onal i t y mani f est i n t he

cont empl at i ve dual i sm of Mar xi sm, i s now gener al i zed t o al l " i nher i t ed

t hought " as embodyi ng what Cast or i adi s wi l l t er m t he " i dent i t ar i an-

ensembl i st l ogi co- ont ol ogy . " And j ust as he had f or mer l y at t empt ed t o ci r -

cumscr i be what was si mul t aneousl y t he l i mi t and gr ound of such bur eaucr at i c

r at i onal i t y, i n, say f or exampl e, t he dai l y act i vi t y of t he wor k pl ace, so he woul d

now speci f y f or par al l el r easons a non- i dent i t ar i an, al ogi cal , " i magi nar y"

di mensi on .

However , i f t he t r aj ect or y of Cast or i adi s' t hi nki ng st i l l r et ai ns a cer t ai n

coher ence, t he f ocus has not si mpl y br oadened but i n a sense shi f t ed . For whi l e

i n t he ear l i er per i od t he cr i t i que of a cer t ai n r egi me and pr act i ce had l ed t o a

quest i oni ng of t he t heor y t hat ser ved t o j ust i f y t hi s r egi me and col l i ded wi t h

t hi s pr act i ce, t he cr i t i que of al l " i nher i t ed t hought , " of t he " i dent i t ar i an-

ensembl i st l ogi co- ont ol ogy, " i n a r ever se movement , l eads t o an at t empt t o

si t uat e t he l at t er i n t he necessi t i es i nt er nal t o t he " soci o- hi st or i cal . "

When at t empt i ng t o concept ual i ze soci et y, " i nher i t ed t hought " gener al l y

seeks t o est abl i sh a ser i es of i nvar i ant and separ at e el ement s ( i nst i t ut i ons i n t he

f l at soci ol ogi cal sense of t he t er m - cul t ur e, t he economy, t he educat i onal

syst em, cl asses, et c . ) , whi ch ar e l i nked t oget her i n di st i nct and uni vocal l y

def i ned r el at i ons so as t o f or m a det er mi nat e and or der ed whol e . Thi s whol e,

t hen, i s desi gnat ed as soci et y i t sel f . Thi s f or mul at i on i mmedi at el y r ai ses a

number of pr obl ems . How can soci et y be consi der ed as t he sumof i t s el ement s

and t hei r r el at i ons, when t hey exi st onl y wi t hi n and t hr ough soci et y, when

soci et y i n a sense pr ecedes t hem?3 And how can t he el ement s be consi der ed as

i nvar i ant when t hey exi st onl y wi t hi n and t hr ough speci f i c soci et i es, when

t her ef or e t hey exi st onl y as speci f i c el ement s subj ect t o t he per i pet i es of a

par t i cul ar soci et y? And i n what sense ar e t hese el ement s t o be consi der ed

separ at e, when, havi ng emer ged wi t hi n a par t i cul ar soci et y out of what was

f or mer l y i ndi st i nct , t hey owe t hei r exi st ence t o what r emai ns f undament al l y

i ndi vi si bl e? What has been sai d about t he i nvar i abl e and separ at e nat ur e of t he

el ement s, can be r epeat ed wi t h r espect t o t hei r r el at i ons . I n summar y, what

" i nher i t ed t hought " f ai l s t o gr asp i s pr eci sel y t he i nst i t ut ed char act er of

soci et y .
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Thi s, however , i s onl y hal f t he mat t er . For pr esupposed behi nd t he i n-

st i t ut ed char act er of soci et y i s t he i nst i t ut i ng char act er of hi st or y ( and i f

Cast or i adi s speaks of t he " soci o- hi st or i cal " i t i s i n or der t o st r ess t he i n-

separ abi l i t y of t he synchr oni c f r om t he di achr oni c, of t he i nst i t ut ed f r om t he

i nst i t ut i ng) . The pr obl emt hen ar i ses f or " i nher i t ed t hought " of how soci et y,

wi t hout ceasi ng t o be a par t i cul ar soci et y, can be consi der ed as a det er mi nat e

uni t y, or even a uni t y per se, when i t s component s and t hei r modes of

coexi st ence ar e i n cont i nuous f l ux, when di achr oni cal l y speaki ng, t hey sl i p

t hr ough t he i mposi t i on of any st r i ct i dent i t y . I t i s t he pr obl emof how t o t hi nk

st abi l i t y i n change, t he possi bi l i t y of soci al coher ence wi t hi n t he di sor der of

t i me . But beyond t hi s pr obl em, t her e l i es t he mor e basi c i ssue of t r yi ng t o

concept ual i ze change i t sel f . At t hi s poi nt " i nher i t ed t hought " t r i es t o r educe

hi st or y t o t he schemas of ei t her causal i t y, f i nal i t y or l ogi cal i mpl i cat i on . I n t hi s

sense " i nher i t ed t hought " i s unabl e t o t hi nk t he act ual i t y and par t i cul ar i t y of

t i me, f or i t necessar i l y r educes t i me t o a schema of or der , a necessar y successi on

of event s, a mat er i al t r ansl at i on of what al r eady pr e- exi st s i deal l y . Ti me i s

concept ual i zed i n t he manner of a spat i al ar r angement ( e . g. , poi nt s on a l i ne) ,

onl y di spl ayed " l ongi t udi nal l y . " For Cast or i adi s, however , hi st or y i s

di scont i nuous ; i t i s t he per pet ual emer gence of al t er i t y, of t hat whi ch i s ot her ,

of t hat whi ch escapes det er mi nat i on . I n br i ef , hi st or y i s " t he er upt i on of i n-

st i t ut i ng soci et y i nt o i nst i t ut ed soci et y . "

I f " i nher i t ed t hought " must decompose hi st or y i n t er ms of ei t her causal i t y,

f i nal i t y or l ogi cal i mpl i cat i on, t hi s i s because t hese schemas cor r espond t o t he

conduct of t hr ee " pr i mar y essences" - t hi ngs, subj ect s and i deas - whi ch

woul d l i e beneat h soci et y' s i nst i t ut i onal sur f ace, 4 and exi st as i t s basi c uni t s or

ul t i mat e det er mi nant s . The " soci o- hi st or i cal " woul d t hen be under st ood i n

t er ms of ei t her t he mode of bei ng of one of t hese pr i mi t i ve t ypes ( be i t t he l aws

of mat t er , t he unf ol di ng of an i dea, t he or gani ci sm of f unct i onal i sm, or t he

l ogi ci sm of st r uct ur al i sm, et c . ) or t hei r var i at i ons, combi nat i ons and synt hesi s

( e . g. , t he cl ai m t hat soci et y consi st s of " r el at i ons bet ween peopl e medi at ed by

t hi ngs" ) . The pr obl em i s, however , t hat soci et y does not so much consi st of

t hi ngs, subj ect s and i deas, as t he ver y consi st ency of t he l at t er emer ges f r omt he

soci o- hi st or i cal ( and t hus t hey exi st al ways as soci al subj ect s, t hi ngs and i deas) .

I t i s Cast or i adi s' cont ent i on t hat t her e i s a mode of bei ng, mor e " pr i mi t i ve"

and mor e el ement ar y, a mode of bei ng t hat exi st s as ot her and mor e t han

subj ect s, obj ect s and i deas, and yet exi st s as t he hor i zon of t hei r possi bi l i t y . I t i s

t hi s mode of bei ng t hat he t er ms " i nst i t ut i on. "

We have now r eached t he ver y hear t of Cast or i adi s' i nqui r y, t he concept of

" i nst i t ut i on . " Mer l eau- Pont y, i n count er posi ng t he concept s of " i nst i t ut i on"

and " const i t ut i on, " pr ovi des a cer t ai n backdr op t o Cast or i adi s' anal ysi s :

I f t he subj ect wer e t aken not as a const i t ut i ng but an
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i nst i t ut i ng subj ect , i t mi ght be under st ood t hat t he subj ect

does not exi st i nst ant aneousl y and t hat t he ot her per son

does not exi st si mpl y as a negat i ve of mysel f . . . . an i n-

st i t ut i ng subj ect coul d coexi st wi t h anot her because t he

one i nst i t ut ed i s not t he i mmedi at e r ef l ect i on of t he ac-

t i vi t y of t he f or mer and can be r egai ned by hi msel f or by

ot her s wi t hout i nvol vi ng anyt hi ng l i ke t ot al r ecr eat i on .

Thus t he i nst i t ut ed subj ect exi st s bet ween ot her s and

mysel f , bet ween me and mysel f , l i ke a hi nge, t he con-

sequence and t he guar ant ee of our bel ongi ng t o a common

wor l d . 5

As t hi s quot e shoul d make cl ear , t he pr obl em wi t h t he concept of " con-

st i t ut i on" i s t hat i t supposes t he not i on of a subj ect consi der ed as an

aut onomous consci ousness f or whom obj ect s exi st onl y as hi s own ob-

j ect i f i cat i ons . As such t he subj ect i s necessar i l y suspended wi t hi n t he ci r cl e of

hi s own sel f - encl osur e ; " t her e i s not hi ng i n t he obj ect s capabl e of t hr owi ng

consci ousness back t owar d ot her per spect i ves . Ther e i s no exchange, no i n-

t er act i on bet ween consci ousness and t he obj ect . - 6 I t i s i n t hi s sense t hat t he

ot her , bei ng hi msel f a subj ect , can onl y be deni ed as a deni al of t he subj ect ' s

own aut ar chi c exi st ence and i t s compl et i on . We have begun t o ent er t he f i ct i on

of a pur e l ogos t hat woul d si mul t aneousl y absor b and r ecr eat e al l bei ng i n t he

r ecover y of i t s own i dent i t y - a f i ct i on t han when t r ansposed t o t he l evel of

col l ect i vi t y wi l l be under st ood as t he r eal i zat i on of absol ut e knowl edge and

t ot al sel f - mast er y at t he end of hi st or y . I t was i n or der t o avoi d t hi s i mpasse t hat

Mer l eau- Pont y came up wi t h " i nst i t ut i on" as a t er m t hat woul d l i e bet ween

t he subj ect and obj ect ( and t hus al l ow t he obj ect t o exi st as an obj ect , r at her

t han as an obj ect i f i cat i on r educi bl e t o t he subj ect ) and bet ween t he subj ect and

ot her ( and t hus al l owt he ot her t o coexi st wi t h t he subj ect r at her t han bei ng hi s

si mpl e negat i on) , as wel l as bet ween t he subj ect and hi msel f ( t hus al l owi ng

hi m t o exi st beyond t he necessi t y of havi ng t o cont i nuousl y and " i n-

st ant aneousl y" cr eat e hi msel f out of hi s own not hi ngness) .

I f Cast or i adi s uses t he t er m " i nst i t ut i on" f or anal ogous r easons, he si t uat es

i t not so much " bet ween" as " behi nd . " The shi f t i s subt l e, f or bot h as i t wer e

pr ovi de t he gr ound on whi ch subj ect s and obj ect s ar e del i neat ed . And yet i f i n

t he f i r st case " i nst i t ut i on" suppl i es t he common r el at i on t her eby al l owi ng

t hem t o i nt er act wi t h each ot her , i n t he second case " i nst i t ut i on" i s t he

condi t i on of t hei r ver y exi st ence . For Cast or i adi s, " i nst i t ut i on" i n i t s f i r st and

most f undament al sense, i s t hat whi ch i s cr eat i ve of an absol ut el y i r r educi bl e

mode of bei ng, a soci al mode of bei ng, one t hat i s bot h i nst i t ut i ng and i n-

st i t ut ed, and t hat i s, at l east i n par t , pr esupposed i n anyt hi ng and ever yt hi ng
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t hat we mi ght car e t o name . We must be car ef ul her e, f or what i s bei ng sai d i s

t hat " i nst i t ut i on" i s at f i r st t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he ver y possi bi l i t y of " i n-

st i t ut i on . " The t ur n of phr ase i s no doubt ci r cul ar , but i t ser ves t o emphasi ze

t he i r r educi bl e or i gi nal i t y of " i nst i t ut i on, " t hat i t i s cr eat ed ex ni hi l o - an

ef f ect t hat i s i t s own cause . At t hi s poi nt , as i f t o r espond t o t he appar ent

absur di t y of such a posi t i on ( or mor e pr eci sel y sel f - posi t i oni ng) , Cast or i adi s

f eel s obl i ged t o i nt r oduce anot her concept , t hat of t he " i magi nai r e r adi cal . "

The l at t er i s gi ven as t he sour ce of " i nst i t ut i on, " as t hat whi ch i nst i t ut es,

account i ng f or t he emer gence of t hi s unpr ecendent ed novel t y, t hi s capaci t y f or

" aut o- i nst i t ut i on . " As such t he " i magi nai r e r adi cal " i s i n a sense t he

demi ur ge of Cast or i adi s' ent i r e concept ual " syst em. " And yet I f i nd t her e i s

somet hi ng f ut i l e about t hi s concept , as i f i t wer e t r yi ng t o est abl i sh a cause t hat

woul d not be a cause, t hat woul d be t he cause of al l ef f ect s and whi ch woul d

si mul t aneousl y al l ow t hese ef f ect s t o exceed any cause . Or , i t i s as i f t he concept

of t he i magi nai r e r adi cal wer e an at t empt t o si t uat e a subj ect t hat woul d not be

a subj ect , havi ng nei t her a wi l l , mot i vat i on, nor desi gn - a sor t of subj ect

" under er asur e . " Ul t i mat el y t hi s concept seems t o ar i se f r omt he need t o f i nd

t er ms t o cor r espond t o t he posi t i ons l ef t vacant by t he " i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st

l ogi co- ont ol ogy" wi t hout however r est or i ng t hi s l ogi co- ont ol ogy .

Anot her and mor e i mpor t ant way i n whi ch t he " i magi nai r e r adi cal " i s

" f ut i l e" l i es i n i t s " i magi nar y" char act er , a qual i t y i t has i n common wi t h

" i nst i t ut i on . " ( Let us not f or get t he t i t l e of t he book, L' I nst i t ut i on i magi nai r e

de l a . coci et e. ) 7 By " i magi nar y" i s meant t hat " i nst i t ut i on" i s not " r eal " i n

any det er mi nat e sense, nor i s i t " unr eal , " nor does i t conf or mt o t he di st i nc-

t i ons bet ween " t r ue" and " f al se, " " r at i onal " and " i r r at i onal . " I nst ead i t i s
t hr ough t he " i magi nai r e r adi cal " as oper at i ve i n t he " i magi nar y i nst i t ut i on"

of soci et y t hat t hese di st i nct i ons ar e acqui r ed and acqui r e meani ng . I t i s
t hr ough i nst i t ut i on t hat what f or soci et y, and f or a par t i cul ar soci et y i s r eal ,

unr eal , i r r at i onal , and so on, comes t o be def i ned . As such " i nst i t ut i on" i t sel f ,

consi der ed i n t hi s f undament al " or i gi nar y" sense, r emai ns a- r eal and a-

r at i onal , and t hus, by def i ni t i on, one cannot speak of i t s l ogi c or i t s ont ol ogi cal

bei ng . I t woul d even appear t o r esi st t he ver y possi bi l i t y of bei ng i dent i f i ed -

at l east i n any r i gor ous, posi t i ve sense . Bei ng si t uat ed on t he f ar f r ont i er s of

si gni f i cat i on, i t woul d seemt hat , at bot t om, " i nst i t ut i on" must al ways r emai n

an eni gma . Thi s i s al l t he mor e t r ue si nce i t i s t he ver y hor i zon of t he emer gence
of si gni f i cat i on, t he condi t i on and guar ant ee of soci et y' s capaci t y t o def i ne

i t sel f i n i t s coher ence and commonal i t y, t hat i s t o say, i n soci et y' s capaci t y t o

open up a meani ngf ul wor l d .

At t hi s poi nt , i n or der t o deepen our under st andi ng of t he pr obl emat i c of
" i nst i t ut i on, " we ar e goi ng t o have t o al t er our st r at egy . I n t he pr ecedi ng
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sect i on we at t empt ed t o r eveal " i nst i t ut i on' s" mode of bei ng by demon-

st r at i ng how i t r emai ned f undament al l y f or ei gn t o t he r egi men of t he

" i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st l ogi co- ont ol ogy" ; we ar e now goi ng t o exami ne

" i nst i t ut i on' s" modus oper andi not so much by count er posi ng i t t o t he

" i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st l ogi c, " as by havi ng i t embr ace t he l at t er as one of i t s

own r equi si t e di mensi ons .

Thi s i ndi spensabl e " i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st " di mensi on of " i nst i t ut i on"

oper at es t hr ough what Cast or i adi s t er ms t he l egei n and t he t eukhei n ; t he

f or mer r ef er r i ng t o " i nst i t ut i on" as i t i nvol ves soci al communi cat i on

( di r e / r epr esent er soci al ) , t he l at t er , as i t i nvol ves soci al act i vi t y ( f ai r e soci al .

Thi s " i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st " di mensi on i s exhaust i ve of nei t her soci al

communi cat i on nor soci al act i vi t y . I t must st i l l be count er posed t o an

" i magi nar y" di mensi on, and must be seen as bei ng i t sel f an " i magi nar y"

cr eat i on . I f t hen Cast or i adi s admi t s t he i ndi spensabi l i t y of t he " i dent i t ar i an

ensembl i st l ogi c, " t he ent i r e el abor at i on of t he l egei n and t eukhei n shoul d be

seen as an at t empt on hi s par t t o ci r cumscr i be what must be admi t t ed, by

gr oundi ng i t i n what i t i t sel f cannot pose, and by demonst r at i ng i t s l i mi t s i n

what by i t sel f i t cannot say or do . Thi s i s nei t her si mpl y a phi l osophi cal exer ci se,

nor a mer e cont i nuat i on of t he cr i t i que of " i nher i t ed t hought " at anot her

mor e basi c l evel . Ul t i mat el y i t poi nt s t o a pol i t i cal pr oj ect , one t hat i s a di r ect

cont i nuat i on of t he same pol i t i cal pr oj ect t hat ani mat es al l hi s wor k . For i t i s

Cast or i adi s' cont ent i on t hat i n cont empor ar y soci et y t he " i dent i t ar i an-

ensembl i st l ogi c, " or i t s of f spr i ng, i s endowed wi t h a sor t of i mper i al i st myt h

wher eby i t i s cl ai med t hat i t al one i s capabl e of posi ng what i s t r ul y r eal and

t r ul y r at i onal , what can be r eal l y sai d and what can be r at i onal l y done . Thi s

l ogi c, i t woul d appear , has been assi gned t he desper at e t ask of usur pi ng t he

ent i r et y of t he " space" of " i nst i t ut i on" i n what Cast or i adi s wi l l t er m t he

" soci al i magi nar y . "

The l egei n i s def i ned as " t o di st i ngui sh- choose- pose- assembl e- count -

speak, " and i s t hat medi umt hr ough whi ch al l must pass i f i t i s t o be pr esent

f or soci et y - i . e . , r epr esent ed t o and wi t hi n soci et y . As a r esul t , i t f i nds i t s

pr i mar y and par adi gmat i c, but not excl usi ve, moment i n l anguage . For

Cast or i adi s l anguage i s of si ngul ar i mpor t ance, and not si mpl y because of t he

r ecent popul ar i t y i n Fr ance of semi ol ogy and st r uct ur al l i ngui st i cs . Rat her , f or

Cast or i adi s l anguage, as Mer l eau- Pont y al r eady not ed i n 1945, " of f er s t he

chance t o def i ni t i vel y t r anscend t he cl assi cal di chot omy of subj ect and ob-

j ect , ' 8 and t her eby pr ovi des an ent r y i nt o t he pr obl emat i c of " i nst i t ut i on . " A

car ef ul anal ysi s of l anguage ser ves t o r est at e at a l evel t hat i s l ess sweepi ng and

mor e det ai l ed, many of t he pr i nci pal t hemes encount er ed when i nt er r ogat i ng

" i nst i t ut i on . " Mor eover , l anguage has a pr i vi l eged r el at i on wi t h what f or

Cast or i adi s was al ways t he most i mpor t ant aspect of " i nst i t ut i on, " t hat i s, i t s

capaci t y t o engender si gni f i cat i ons . Thi s possi bi l i t y of posi t i oni ng si gni f i cat i ons
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i n l anguage br i ngs us t o a f i nal poi nt whi ch, whi l e absent f r om t he sur f ace of
Cast or i adi s' anal ysi s, i s r evel at or y of t he ent i r e cour se of hi s t hought .
Si gni f i cat i ons exi st as a " hi nge" bet ween t he soci o- hi st or i cal and i t s t heor y,
al l owi ng t he f or mer t o be f ol ded back on i t sel f i n t he l at t er ' s r ef l ect i on . As such
si gni f i cat i ons pr ovi de common gr ound on whi ch soci et y, t he t heor y of soci et y,
and r ef l ect i on on t heor y i t sel f , can engage i n mul t i pl e exchanges - exchanges
t hat Cast or i adi s' manner of t hi nki ng not onl y supposes but expl oi t s .

The l egei n ser ves t o desi gnat e an " obj ect " ( i n Saussur e' s t er mi nol ogy, a
si gni f i ed) bot h i n i t s gener al i t y and as a par t i cul ar obj ect , as t hi s obj ect , and a

' ` si gn" ( a si gni f i er ) as a si gn and as t hi s si gn, and a " si gni t i ve r el at i on" j oi ni ng
t hi s obj ect t o t hi s si gn . The obj ect , t he si gn and t he si gni t i ve r el at i on al l have a
doubl e r el at i on t o " i nst i t ut i on" : t hey ar e i nst i t ut ed and t hus pr esuppose t he

" i nst i t ut i on" of t he soci o- hi st or i cal ; and t hey ar e agenci es of " i nst i t ut i on"

and ar e t hus pr esupposi t i ons of t he soci o- hi st or i cal . Thi s i s al so t o say t hat , as
i nst i t ut ed, t hei r emer gence i s not dependant on and cannot be expl ai ned by
t he " i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st l ogi c, " even i f , as wi l l soon become appar ent ,
t hei r emer gence i s t he sol e condi t i on under whi ch t hi s l ogi c exi st s - and exi st s
as a necessar y di mensi on of " i nst i t ut i on . " Thi s poi nt i s i mpor t ant , and even i f

by now i t shoul d be i n some sense f ami l i ar , i t i s wor t h exami ni ng t he i nst i t ut ed

char act er of t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, t he si gn and t he obj ect , each i n i t s t ur n .

The si gni t i ve r el at i on cannot be consi der ed as a l ogi cal r el at i on si nce i t r el at es
t wo " t hi ngs" t hat ar e not equi val ent . Nor i s i t a " r eal " r el at i on, and t hi s
because i t exi st s as a supposi t i on of al l r epr esent at i on . For bei ng i n a sense
above and bel ow, i ndependent yet i nt er l i nked t o al l i ndi vi dual r epr esent at i ons,
i t has no speci f i c l ocat i on t hat one coul d " r epr esent , " or even poi nt t o, as i t s
" r eal i t y . " The si gni t i ve r el at i on i s not a necessar y r el at i on i n any det er mi nat e
sense ; nor i s i t a cont i ngent r el at i on ( i nsof ar as t he not i on of cont i ngency
supposes t hat of det er mi nat i on) . I t exi st s i r r educi bl e t o any " r at i onal i t y" or
" r eal i t y, " and yet gi ven t hat i t i s r equi r ed f or any t al k of t he necessar y, t he
cont i ngent , t he r eal or t he r at i onal , i t exi st s as essent i al . To admi t t hi s
i r r educi bl e and essent i al char act er of t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, and t her ef or e of al l

r epr esent i ng, i s t o r ecogni ze i t as i nst i t ut ed, as a cr eat i on ex ni hi l o of t he
i magi nai r e r adi cal .

Tur ni ng now t o t he si gn, we know t hat t he si gni t i ve r el at i on r equi r es a
mat er i al - sensi bl e f i gur e as i t s r epr esent at i ve suppor t , and t hi s f i gur e, i t i s t r ue,
woul d cer t ai nl y seem t o be " r eal . " However i n i t sel f i t does not const i t ut e t he
si gn . For t he concr et e i nst ances of a gi ven mat er i al - sensi bl e f i gur e ar e never
t ot al l y i dent i cal ( e . g . , t he pr onunci at i on of a gi ven syl l abl e may var y accor di ng
t o t one, pi t ch, di al ect , et c . ) , and t hus i f t hey ar e t o be or gani zed as exempl ar s
of a par t i cul ar si gn, t her e must exi st , f or bot h each i ndi vi dual and soci et y at
l ar ge, an i mage of t he si gn, a sor t of nor mat i ve f or m t hat mani f est s i t sel f
t hr ough t he si gn' s concr et e i nst ances and yet i s separ abl e f r om t hem. Con-
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sequent l y t he mat er i al - sensi bl e f i gur e must al so exi st as an i mmat er i al - sensi bl e

f i gur e, i . e. , i t must exi st as " mat er i al - abst r act , " 9 and t hus what at f i r st ap-

pear ed t o be " r eal " owes i t s r eal i t y as a si gn t o what i s not " r eal . " Si gns t hus

exi st as " i magi nar y" cr eat i ons, a necessar y pr oduct of " i nst i t ut i on . "

The obj ect must al so be i nst i t ut ed i f i t i s t o have a soci al exi st ence . I t must be

cr eat ed out of t hat whi ch i s not yet an obj ect , whi ch exi st s as i t wer e i n i t s pr e-

soci al i mmedi acy . The obj ect exi st s as an obj ect onl y t hr ough t he si gni t i ve

r el at i on, f or t he l at t er endows i t wi t h i t s i dent i t y as a par t i cul ar obj ect , i dent i cal

i n r el at i on t o i t sel f ( i n spi t e of and t hr ough al l i t s mani f est at i ons) and i n

r el at i on t o ot her obj ect s of t he same cl ass, and di f f er ent wi t h r espect t o al l ot her

obj ect s, be t hey i n t he same cl ass or not . I n t hi s sense t he obj ect , l i ke t he si gn,

has a cer t ai n abst r act f or mal qual i t y t o i t . ( For exampl e, I wi l l onl y r ecogni ze a

gi ven obj ect as a chai r i f I al r eady have an i mage of what a chai r i s . ) However

t he obj ect , unl i ke t he si gn or t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, i s gener al l y not i nst i t ut ed as

a pur e cr eat i on ex ni hi l o . The obj ect gener al l y has a r ef er ent - whi ch i s not so

much " r eal " as " pr e- r eal , " gi ven t hat i t i s t hr ough t he est abl i shment of

obj ect s t hat a " r eal i t y" comes t o exi st f or soci et y .

The l egei n t hen ser ves t o desi gnat e t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, and wi t h i t , si gns

and obj ect s . And such desi gnat i on, as t he pr ecedi ng par agr aph al r eady i n-

t i mat ed, i mmedi at el y suggest s t he i dent i f i cat i on of t he si gns and obj ect s, t hei r

separ at i on f r omot her si gns and obj ect s, t hei r combi nat i on i nt o var i ous cl asses

or ensembl es, and t he subst i t ut i on of one si gn or obj ect f or anot her si gn or

obj ect i n t he same cl ass . Thi s i s t o say t hat t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, once i n-

st i t ut ed, di r ect l y i mpl i es and l ends i t sel f i n mul t i pl e f ashi ons t o what

Cast or i adi s t er ms t he " oper at i ve schemas" of t he l egei n . These schemas

const i t ut e t he l egei n' s pr oper l y i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st aspect . One can

cont i nue f ur t her wi t h t hei r enumer at i on . Thus t he subst i t ut abi l i t y of one si gn

f or anot her ( or one obj ect f or anot her ) i mpl i es t he i t er at i on of t he di f f er ent as

t he same and same as di f f er ent , and t hei r combi nat i on wi t hi n cl asses, and t he

combi nat i on of cl asses wi t hi n a l ar ger ensembl e, suggest an or der . Agai n, t hei r

subst i t ut abi l i t y suggest s t hat each el ement i s val i d as an el ement of t hat cl ass

( Saussur e' s par adi gmat i c r el at i on) and t hei r posi t i on wi t hi n an or der r ender s

t hem val i d f or t he f unct i on i nscr i bed i n t hei r combi nat i on ( t he synt agmat i c

r el at i on) . t o

The oper at i on of t hese schemas, t he pr oper l y i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st

di mensi on of l anguage, i s most cl ear l y mani f est at t he l evel of t he si gn or

si gni f i er s . As such t he above par agr aph coul d be r ephr ased, by st at i ng t hat t he

l egei n desi gnat es and i dent i f i es a ser i es of di scr et e and di st i nct mat er i al - abst r act

phonemes whi ch i t t hen const r uct s i nt o new and det er mi nat e ensembl es -

l exemes, mor phemes, gr ammat i cal cl asses, synt act i c t ypes - i n accor dance

wi t h t he oper at i ve schemas j ust enumer at ed . ( I t i s onl y i n l anguage, and above

al l i n t hi s aspect of l anguage, t hat i dent i t ar i an ensembl es exi st i n a " r eal "
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sense, as opposed t o bei ng mer el y t he f or mal el abor at i on of t hese f undament al

oper at i ons wi t hi n, f or exampl e, mat hemat i cal f unct i ons, sci ent i f i c st at ement s,

et c. ) . 11

At t he l evel of t he obj ect s or si gni f i eds, wher e t he pr obl em of si gni f i cat i on

pr oper must be conf r ont ed, t he af f ai r i s mor e compl ex . I t i s t r ue t hat at t hi s

l evel t he i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st di mensi on of l anguage, what Cast or i adi s

t er ms t he code, i s st i l l i n evi dence . I t const r uct s, or at t empt s t o const r uct , a sor t

of i dent i t ar i an pseudo- wor l d, coded by si gns and f or med by di st i nct and

def i ni t e " obj ect s" and di st i nct and def i ni t e " r el at i ons" bet ween t hese

" obj ect s . " 1 z I n t hi s sense i t or gani zes and st abi l i zes t he si gni f i eds, i nsur i ng t he

exi st ence of a common soci al wor l d wi t h a modi cumof f i xi t y and det er mi ni ci t y

such t hat speech can be exchanged wi t hout gi vi ng way t o t ot al conf usi on .

However , t he code must be count er posed t o t he i magi nar y di mensi on of

l anguage, t o what Cast or i adi s t er ms t he l angue . 13 For , as was al r eady evi dent i n

t he di scussi on of t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he obj ect , t he code cannot i n and of

i t sel f pose t he cont ent s of si gni f i cat i on . I t wi l l be r emember ed t hat t he obj ect ,

havi ng no exi st ence out si de t he si gni t i ve r el at i on, i s i nst i t ut ed as i dent i cal t o

i t sel f and gener i c t o a cl ass . Thi s i s t o say t hat , cont r ar y t o a cer t ai n semant i ci st

dr eam, t he obj ect i s nei t her f ul l y det er mi ned by, nor compl et el y i dent i cal t o,

i t s r ef er ent . The si gni f i ed i s not i nst i t ut ed as a uni ver sal f or mt hat f ul l y gr asps

t hat t o whi ch i t r ef er s . Rat her i t exi st s as somet hi ng l ess t han i t s r ef er ent ; as a

si mpl e r ef er ence poi nt ( poi nt de r eper age) adequat e f or t he use t o whi ch i t i s

put . And yet , because of i t s ver y l ooseness, i t al so i ndi cat es somet hi ng mor e

t han i t s r ef er ent , poi nt i ng t o what i s not i mmedi at el y sai d, t o what mi ght be

sai d, t o what i s i mpl i ed or mi ght be i mpl i ed by t he exi st ence of ot her si gni f i eds

or r ef er ent s . Consi der ed i n t hi s l i ght , denot at i on must di ssol ve i n t he f ace of

connot at i on . Even a si mpl e sent ence l i ke " I had a dr eam" i s an aggr egat i on of

l i ngui st i c " abuses" : " I , i f not t aken as a si mpl e r ef er ence poi nt , i s onl y a f og

hi di ng an abyss ; one does not have a dr eaml i ke one has a baby . . . ; and what

does i t mean t o have a dr eam, i n what sense and when i s a dr eamsi ngul ar ? " 14

When Cast or i adi s cl ai ms t hat si gni f i cat i ons exi st as " an i ndef i ni t e cl ust er of

i nt er mi nabl e r ef er r al s ( r envoi s) t o somet hi ng ot her , " 1 S he i s ar gui ng agai nst

not onl y t he semant i ci st opt i on of t he si gni f i ed' s det er mi nat i on by t he " r eal , "

but al so t he st r uct ur al i st opt i on of i t s det er mi nat i on i n t er ms of i t s r el at i on i n a

set of si gni f i eds . The emphasi s i s on t he t er ms " i ndef i ni t e" and " i n-

t er mi nabl e" - cont r ar y t o t he t enet s of st r uct ur al i sm, si gni f i cat i ons do not

compose a di scr et e set of det er mi nat e r el at i ons, but a magma wi t h nei t her

di st i nct el ement s, det er mi nat e r el at i ons, nor def i ni t e l i mi t s . 16 Gi ven t hei r

i ndet er mi nat e and por ous char act er , si gni f i cat i ons under mi ne t he st abi l i t y and

or gani zat i on wi t h whi ch t he code woul d endow t hem. As such t hey cannot be

concei ved of as bei ng l ocked i nt o an ai r t i ght synchr oni c pat t er n, wher e a

change i n one r el at i on woul d necessi t at e a change i n t hem al l , and wher e
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consequent l y a change i n one synchr oni c pat t er n i s equi val ent t o a change i nt o

anot her synchr oni c pat t er n t hat woul d be i mpenet r abl e and i mper vi ous t o t he

f i r st . I f l anguage i s not conf i ned t o i t s par t i cul ar i t y, i f we can st i l l r ead books

wr i t t en i n t he si xt eent h cent ur y, i t i s not because t her e i s a uni ver sal l anguage

i n uni vocal cor r espondence wi t h what exi st s out si de i t , and t her ef or e i m-

medi at el y capabl e of sayi ng ever yt hi ng . Rat her i t i s because si gni f i cat i ons as

" an i ndef i ni t e cl ust er of r ef er r al s t o somet hi ng ot her , " ar e i mpl i ci t l y and

const ant l y open t o di achr ony . Language i s nei t her a neut r al and t r anspar ent

i nst r ument , nor an opaque ent i t y encl osed wi t hi n t he par amet er s of i t s own

ut t er ances, i t bot h pr ovi des access t o hi st or y and i s i t sel f hi st or i cal .

" Si gni f i cat i on" r ef er s not mer el y t o l anguage - i . e . , t o mat t er s of

vocabul ar y and et ymol ogy - but t o t he ver y f or mat i on of t he soci o- hi st or i cal as

a pr ocess const i t ut i ve of meani ng . I n or der t hat t hi s be made cl ear , l et us r et ur n

t o our di scussi on of t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he obj ect , and t ake as an exampl e t he

obj ect " nat ur e . " The l at t er , f or r easons al r eady not ed, i s not det er mi ned by

t he r ef er ent nat ur e ( and f or t he same r easons, " i nst i t ut i on. " cannot be a

nat ur al pr ocess) . Thi s i s not t o say t hat t he obj ect nat ur e, or t he " i nst i t ut i on"

of soci et y at l ar ge, can, as i t wer e, i gnor e t hi s r ef er ent . I t must be t aken i nt o

account , but t he manner i n whi ch i t i s t aken i nt o account , or r e- pr esent ed t o

soci et y, i s i nf i ni t el y var i abl e . Nat ur e exi st s f or soci et y as i ndet er mi nat e, as

i nt er mi nabl y capabl e of yi el di ng t o speci f i c soci al r epr esent at i ons . Thi s i s not

si mpl y t o say t hat i t i s gi ven her e as " nat ur e" and t her e as " Nat ur . " The

r ef er ence i s t o t he meani ngs whi ch ar e at t ached t o i t and of whi ch i t i s a par t ,

t hi s cl ust er of r ef er r al s ; f or exampl e, as embodyi ng t hi s or t hat cosmol ogy, as

havi ng a speci f i c r el at i on t o soci et y, be i t as somet hi ng t hat i s t o be domi nat ed,

or t hat t r aver ses soci et y as a mor al nor m, or t hat i s opposed t o soci et y as an

aest het i c val ue . I n shor t , t he si gni f i cat i on of nat ur e i s necessar y f or t he i n-

st i t ut i on of nat ur e as an al ways soci al nat ur e . I f one t hen t akes as an exampl e an

obj ect whose r ef er ent does not have a pr e- soci al exi st ence and i s i t sel f i n-

st i t ut ed, t he evi dence of si gni f i cat i on i s of even gr eat er i mpor t . For her e

si gni f i cat i on concer ns not onl y t he r ef er ent ' s r epr esent at i on as an obj ect and i t s

i mpl i cat i on i n a wor l d of sense, but , t hr ough t he l at t er , i s t he r ef er ent ' s ver y

condi t i on of exi st ence, i f not i t s " mat er i al i zat i on . " Now such a case i s

exempl i f i ed by soci et y i t sel f , by i t s exi st ence as a par t i cul ar and i dent i f i abl e

soci et y, as wel l as by t he vast maj or i t y of t he speci f i c obj ect s, i nst i t ut i ons and

act i vi t i es exi st i ng wi t hi n i t s par amet er s . 1 7

What ever t he r el at i on of obj ect t o r ef er ent , t he cr eat i on and or gani zat i on of

t he soci o- hi st or i cal as i mpl i cat i ng and i mpl i cat ed i n a f i r mament of meani ng, i s

gi ven i n and t hr ough " a magma of i magi nar y soci al si gni f i cat i ons" ; t he

speci f i c ar t i cul at i on of t hese si gni f i cat i ons i n a gi ven soci et y composi ng what

Cast or i adi s t er ms t hat soci et y' s " soci al i magi nar y . " Now i nsof ar as t he soci al

i magi nar y i s f i xed by t he gl ue of t he oper at i ve schemas of t he l egei n, t he l at t er
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est abl i shes what f or a gi ven soci et y i s and i s not , and i s and i s not val i d . And yet

because i t i s a mat t er of i magi nar y si gni f i cat i ons, what i s f i xed and det er mi ned

al ways r emai ns open t o t he pot ent i al hi st or i cal al t er at i ons occasi oned by t he

i magi nai r e r adi cal , t o t he possi bl e r edef i ni t i on of what i s r eal and what i s val i d .
The oper at i ve schemas of t he l egei n, i t s i dent i t ar i an di mensi on, can onl y

f aci l i t at e such t r ansf or mat i ons f or " t o di spose of t he si gni t i ve r el at i on i s t o

di spose of i t ever ywher e, i n t he f ace of al l t hat can ' be pr esent ed' as ` r eal , '

` r at i onal , ' or ' i magi nar y' ; . . . and t o di spose of t he oper at i ve schemas t hat

or gani ze t he l egei n, i s t o al ways be abl e t o gr oup i n anot her manner , t o def i ne

new cl asses or pr oper t i es, and r ef i ne or modi f y t he l exi cal - semant i c gr i d of t he

gi ven . " 18

I t appear s t hat i n cont empor ar y soci et i es t hi s i magi nar y di mensi on of t he

l egei n, or mor e pr eci sel y i t s el abor at i on at t he l evel of si gni f i cat i on, woul d not ,

met aphor i cal l y speaki ng, have i t sel f l i mi t ed t o a mer el y i nst r ument al r ol e .

I nst ead i t woul d ascend t he commandi ng hei ght s of t he soci al i magi nar y and

r epr esent i t sel f as t he sour ce of si gni f i cat i on, or of genui ne si gni f i cat i on, as
al one capabl e of deci di ng on what i s r eal , or r at i onal , r ej ect i ng what f al l s on t he
wr ong si de of i t s cr i t i cal bl ade as i magi nar y consi der ed i n a secondar y and

f r i vol ous sense . And havi ng r educed al l cr i t er i a of val i di t y t o one of r eal i t y and

r at i onal i t y, i t woul d t hen equat e what i s r eal wi t h what i s r at i onal such t hat

what i s r eal woul d i n pr i nci pl e be capabl e of bei ng known, and f ul l y known,

and consequent t o a gi ven r epr esent at i on of t he end of knowl edge, what i s r eal

woul d, agai n i n pr i nci pl e, be capabl e of bei ng f ul l y and r at i onal l y domi nat ed .
Cast or i adi s' di scussi on of t he t eukhei n i s much l ess el abor at e t han hi s

anal ysi s of t he l egei n . My own exposi t i on of t he t eukhei n wi l l be l i mi t ed t o

est abl i shi ng cer t ai n par al l el s . The t eukhei n i s def i ned as " t o assembl e- adj ust -

f abr i cat e- const r uct " and i t s i dent i t ar i an di mensi on f unct i ons by means of t he

oper at i ve schemas of " st ar t i ng f r om . . . i n a manner appr opr i at e t o . . . i n vi ew

of . " I n a sense t he t eukhei n pr esupposes t he l egei n, f or i t assembl es and ad-

j ust s t he mat er i al - abst r act el ement s est abl i shed and encoded by t he l egei n .
And i n anot her t hough l esser sense t he opposi t e i s t r ue si nce t he t eukhei n
" mat er i al i zes" t hese el ement s ei t her di r ect l y or i ndi r ect l y . Unl i ke t he l egei n
t her e i s no si gni t i ve r el at i on i n t he t eukhei n . I nst ead t her e i s a r el at i on of

f i nal i t y or i nst r ument al i t y . Consequent l y t he t eukhei n, under t he pr essur e of

i t s i dent i t ar i an di mensi on i nst i t ut es a di vi si on bet ween what i s and i s not
possi bl e, t hat goes beyond t he di vi si on i nst i t ut ed by t he l egei n bet ween what i s
and i s not , pl aci ng t he l at t er under t he det er mi nat i on of f i nal causes and t her e-
by pr ovi di ng gr ounds f or soci al act i vi t y . Obvi ousl y t hi s " possi bi l i t y" i nscr i bed
i n t he t eukhei n does not concer n t he al t er i t y engender ed by t he i magi nai r e
r adi cal ; t he l at t er concer ns pr eci sel y t hat whi ch appear s i mpossi bl e . Nonet he-

l ess t he t eukhei n i s not onl y i ndi spensi bl e f or or gani zi ng t he cr eat i ons of t he
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i magi nai r e r adi cal , but i s i t sel f i nsepar abl e f r oman i magi nar y di mensi on :

The t eukhei n as pur el y i dent i t ar i an- ensembl i st becomes

t he i ncoher ent f i ct i on of t echni que by and f or t he sake of

t echni que . But qui t e obvi ousl y ever y t eukhei n and ever y

t echni que ar e al ways f or somet hi ng el se, and ar e r ef er r ed

t o ends whi ch do not r esul t f r om t hei r own i nt r i nsi c

det er mi nat i on . Even i n t he case, f or exampl e, wher e

t echni que woul d appear as an " end i n i t sel f " as i t t ends t o

appear i n moder n capi t al i st soci et y, t hi s st at e of t echni que

as an end i n i t sel f i s not somet hi ng t hat t echni que as such

coul d pose . I t i s i t sel f an i magi nar y posi t i on : t echni que i s

val i d t oday as t hi s pur e soci al del i r i um pr esent i ng t he

phant asmof omni pot ence - a del i r i um t hat i s, f or a l ar ge

par t , t he " r eal i t y" and " r at i onal i t y" of moder n

capi t al i sm. 19

Ther e i s f or Cast or i adi s a t hi r d movement beyond t he l egei n and t eukhei n

necessar y f or t he exi st ence, r epr oduct i on and t r ansf or mat i on of t he soci o-

hi st or i cal . Thi s moment concer ns t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he soci al i ndi vi dual .

The l at t er i s not i nst i t ut ed i n t he same manner as ot her soci al obj ect s, whi ch i s

t o say t hat he/ she i s never si mpl y an obj ect or agent . I f t hi s was not t he case,

t hen t he i ndi vi dual woul d be so f l at t ened out agai nst t he soci o- hi st or i cal , t hat

he/ she woul d be i ncapabl e not onl y of at t ai ni ng t he di st ance necessar y t o

t amper wi t h i t , but even of achi evi ng t he f l exi bi l i t y necessar y t o par t i ci pat e i n

i t , and t hus t o r epr oduce i t . I n t hi s sense one must pose an or i gi nal ker nel of

subj ect i vi t y t hat r ender s t he psyche i r r educi bl e t o t he soci o- hi st or i cal . As such

t he pr obl emof soci al i zat i on, at l east at a f i r st moment , i s not so much one of

how t he soci o- hi st or i cal const i t ut es t he i ndi vi dual , or even i mposes i t sel f on t he

i ndi vi dual , but of how t he i ndi vi dual comes t o have access t o t he soci o-

hi st or i cal , of how f or t he i ndi vi dual ot her i ndi vi dual s, obj ect s, a soci et y and a

wor l d come t o exi st , and come t o t ake on an exi st ence t hat i s bot h i ndependent

and meani ngf ul . The anal ysi s of t hi s pr ocess pr oceeds by means of a cr i t i cal

r ewor ki ng of Fr eud . However , Cast or i adi s, unl i ke Mar cuse i n Er os and

Ci vi l i zat i on, i s not i nt er est ed i n ext r act i ng f r omFr eud a cr i t i que of t r adi t i onal

mor al i t y - t hough t he possi bi l i t y of such a cr i t i que i s not excl uded . I nst ead he

i s i nt er est ed i n Fr eud because t he l at t er , i n spi t e of occasi onal l apses, r eal i zed

t hat t he psyche cannot be under st ood i n t er ms of t he t r adi t i onal l ogi co-

ont ol ogy . I n Cast or i adi s' under st andi ng, Fr eud si t uat es t he or i gi nal i t y of t he

psyche as pr i or t o t he schemas of t hi s l ogi co- ont ol ogy, and t hus pl aces t he l at t er

not at t he begi nni ng of t he anal ysi s, as const i t ut i ve of t he pr emi ses i n t er ms of
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whi ch i t must unf ol d, but at t he end of t he anal ysi s, as i n par t const i t ut i ve of

t he r eal i t y pr i nci pl e t o whi ch t he psyche event ual l y accedes .

The anal ysi s begi ns by at t empt i ng t o under st and t he mode of bei ng of t he

unconsci ous . The unconsci ous exi st s as a f l ux of r epr esent at i ons t hat ar e " t i ed"

t o t he i nst i nct s and t hus accompani ed by af f ect s and i nser t ed i n an i nt ent i onal

pr ocess . The " r epr esent at i onal - af f ect i ve- i nt ent i onal " f l ux knows nei t her t i me

nor cont r adi ct i on ; i t appear s as cont i nual l y f l eei ng det er mi nat i on, as i n-

det er mi nat e, i ndi st i nct , f used, i nt er woven, et c. I n t hi s sense, t he unconsci ous

exi st s as a magma, but i n a much st r onger sense t han t he l angue . Thi s i s not t o

say t hat t he unconsci ous i s t ot al l y chaot i c ; i t i f wer e t he i nt er pr et at i on of

dr eams woul d be i mpossi bl e . Never t hel ess such i nt er pr et at i on i s i nher ent l y

cont r adi ct or y : " The meani ng of t he dr eam as desi r e i s a condensat i on of t hat

whi ch cannot be gr asped and an ar t i cul at i on of t hat whi ch cannot be ar -

t i cul at ed . " 2O The poi nt t o be st r essed her e i s t hat t he unconsci ous i s unf ami l i ar

wi t h t he schemas of t he l egei n and t eukhei n . I t i s i ncapabl e of i dent i f yi ng and

separ at i ng di scr et e el ement s i n i t s phant asms ; i t i s i ncapabl e even of di f -

f er ent i at i ng i t s phant asms f r om a wor l d t hat exi st s out si de of t hese phant asms .

I t has nei t her an " i ndi ce" of " r eal i t y" or " r at i onal i t y, " nor a " pr oof ' of

" r eal i t y" or " r at i onal i t y . " Accor di ng t o Cast or i adi s i t exi st s as a wor l d i n i t sel f ,

and t he gr eat myst er y i s how t he psyche comes t o admi t t he exi st ence of an

i ndependent ot her .

What has been sai d above i s onl y par t i al l y t r ue . The phant asms of t he un-

consci ous al r eady cont ai n a mul t i pl i ci t y of el ement s whi ch i n anal ysi s can be

separ at ed and i dent i f i ed, and whi ch, as such, bear wi t ness t o t he exi st ence of a

hi ghl y di f f er ent i at ed, exper i ence . I n ot her wor ds t he unconsci ous as we know i t

pr esupposes a mode of bei ng t hat i s al r eady open t o t he wor l d ; i t pr esupposes
t he di vi si on of subj ect and obj ect , t hat i s t o say, i t pr esupposes a r eal i t y

pr i nci pl e . The pr obl em of how ot her s come t o exi st f or t he psyche cannot be

appr oached at t hi s l evel and Cast or i adi s i s obl i ged t o pr obe deeper ; t o post ul at e

an " or i gi nar y" and undi f f er ent i at ed phant asmof whi ch t he phant asms of t he

unconsci ous ar e der i vat i ve . 21

An or i gi nar y phant asm: her e we come up agai nst anot her pr obl em, namel y

t he i r r educi bi l i t y of t he psyche t o any " r eal . " As we not ed t he psyche exi st s as

t he emer gence of r epr esent at i ons ( or of i mages) , but f r omwher e does i t obt ai n

t he " el ement s" of t hese r epr esent at i ons, and how i s i t abl e t o or gani ze t hese

" el ement s" ? " I f one says t hat i t i s abl e t o bor r ow t hese el ement s f r om t he

r epr esent at i on of t he r eal , one i s advanci ng a meani ngl ess asser t i on ( how can i t

bor r ow somet hi ng f r om what t he l at t er does not possess? The r eal cannot be

bot h r eal and a r eal r epr esent at i on of t he r eal i n t he r eal ) . . . . . . 22 One i s f or ced t o
post ul at e t he exi st ence of a pr i mor di al psychi c st at e capabl e of cr eat i ng ex

ni hi l o a " f i r st " r epr esent at i on t hat " cont ai ns i n i t sel f t he possi bi l i t y of

or gani zi ng al l r epr esent at i ons - t hat i s, a f or med- f or mi ng ( f or me - f or mant ) , a

f i gur e whi ch wi l l cont ai n t he ger ms of t he schemas of f i gur at i on . " 23 Thi s
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pr i mor di al psychi c st at e i n whi ch t he f i r st " r epr esent at i on" emer ges,

Cast or i adi s t er ms t he monadi c st at e . I n i t t he psyche exi st s as an un-

di f f er ent i at ed aut i sm t hat r epr esent s ever yt hi ng as equi val ent t o t he sel f and

t he sel f as equi val ent t o i t s phant asm. I t i s a st at e i n whi ch ever yt hi ng comes

under t he i dent i t y of a t ot al i zi ng i ncl usi on, and i n whi ch meani ng i s gi ven as

t hi s " i ndest r uct i bl e hol di ng t oget her . . . ( t hi s) unl i mi t ed sour ce of pl easur e . . .

whi ch l eaves not hi ng t o desi r e . " 2'

The f ul l i mpor t of what has j ust been sai d can per haps be cl ar i f i ed by

compar i ng i t wi t h Fr eud' s anal ysi s . For Fr eud i magi nar y r epr esent at i ons

or i gi nat e as a r esponse t o an absence, and i n par t i cul ar t he absence r esul t i ng

f r om t he r emoval of t he f i r st sat i sf act i on, t he br east . However , i n or der f or

t her e t o be somet hi ng absent , t he psyche must r epr esent t hat somet hi ng as

absent and as absent t o someone . I n ot her wor ds, Fr eud, i n or der t o der i ve

r epr esent at i ons, has t o pr esume t he exi st ence of r epr esent at i ons, and t he

exi st ence of a par t i cul ar r epr esent at i on, one i n whi ch t he subj ect and obj ect ar e

al r eady r epr esent ed as separ at e - when i n f act i t i s pr eci sel y t hi s separ at i on t hat

has t o be expl ai ned . I n shor t he has shor t - ci r cui t ed hi s own anal ysi s by adher i ng

t o t he i nher i t ed l ogi co- ont ol ogy . Hi s anal ysi s, however , cont ai ns ot her

el ement s t hat poi nt t o t he mode of exi st ence of t hi s or i gi nar y psychi c st at e . I n

par t i cul ar t her e i s t he i dea t hat sat i sf act i on i s pr i mar i l y r epr esent at i onal or

phant asmi c ; t hat r epr esent at i ons exi st not so much as wi sh- f ul f i l l ment s but as

f ul f i l l ed wi shes . I n t he psychi c monad " t he br east can onl y be appr ehended as

t he sel f : I amt he br east , I ch bi n di e Br ust . . . . . . zs Sat i sf act i on i s hal l uci nat ed ;

t he or i gi nar y phant asm i s omni pot ent , i s al ways- al r eady- sat i sf i ed . Agai n t he

pr obl em i s posed : how can . t he psyche be t or n out of i t s monadi c madness?

Hunger , t he absence of t he br east , can be at most a necessar y, but never

det er mi nant , condi t i on of t hi s separ at i on . The act ual r upt ur e r emai ns an

eni gma . One can onl y post ul at e i t s emer gence and not e t he successi ve

r eor gani zat i ons of t he psyche t o whi ch i t gi ves r i se . I t r emai ns i r r educi bl e and

t hi s i r r educi bi l i t y i s t hat of " i nst i t ut i on . "

Thi s r upt ur e, or mor e pr eci sel y, ser i es of r upt ur es, i s t o be seen as t he i m-

posi t i on on t he psychi c monad of a r el at i on wi t h ot her or ot her s, by means of

whi ch t he psyche i s pr ogr essi vel y soci al i zed, i . e. , const i t ut ed as a soci al i n-

di vi dual f or whom a " r eal i t y" exi st s t hat i s " i ndependent , mal l eabl e and

par t i ci pabl e . " z6 The successi ve r eor gani zat i ons t o whi ch t he psyche i s sub-

mi t t ed, bei ng t i ed t o t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he soci o- hi st or i cal , r emai n at

bot t om het er ogeneous t o t he psyche . And bei ng het er onomous, t he soci o-

hi st or i cal i s never abl e, as i t wer e, t o subst i t ut e i t sel f f or t he psyche . For t he

soci al i ndi vi dual i s i nconcei vabl e wi t hout t he unconsci ous - an unconsci ous

t hat bear s t he t r ace of i t s or i gi nar y phant asmand as such " al ways t ends t o cl ose

up and shor t - ci r cui t ever yt hi ng i n or der t o br i ng i t back t o t he i mpossi bl e

monadi c ` st at e' and, f ai l i ng t hat , t o i t s subst i t ut es, hal l uci nat or y sat i sf act i on

and phant asi zat i on . " 27
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Gi ven t hen t hi s f i r st r upt ur e of t he monadi c cl osur e, what ar e t hese suc-

cessi ve al t er at i ons t hat t he psyche under goes? The f ol l owi ng i s onl y a br i ef

sket ch . Ther e i s f i r st of al l , t he appr ehensi on of t he r emoval of t he br east , not

as t he cause of hunger , but as t he negat i on of al l meani ng . Thus a bor der of

non- bei ng, of t hat whi ch escapes i ncl usi on, i s sket ched on t he f r ont i er s of

r epr esent at i on . And t hi s bor der wi l l event ual l y be r epr esent ed as an ext er i or

ont o whi ch t he br east t hat i s t he sour ce of di spl easur e wi l l be pr oj ect ed . At t he

same t i me t he br east whi ch r emai ns a sour ce of gr at i f i cat i on wi l l st i l l be sub-

mi t t ed t o t he schema of i ncl usi on, but gi ven t hat t he al t er i t y of t he br east can

no l onger be i gnor ed, t hi s i dent i f i cat i on wi l l no l onger be i nt r ansi t i ve, but wi l l

be i nt r oj ect ed as an at t r i but e of t he sel f . The const i t ut i on of t he obj ect ,

however , cannot occur unt i l t he pr oj ect ed and i nt r oj ect ed br east coi nci de, and

t hi s r equi r es t he r epr esent at i on of anot her t o whom t he br east bel ongs . The

r epr esent at i on of t he l at t er mar ks t he t r i adi c phase ( t he r epr esent at i on of a

subj ect , obj ect and ot her ) , but t hi s phase does not i n i t sel f mar k t he con-

st i t ut i on of a r eal i t y pr i nci pl e . For t he phant asm of omni pot ence or i gi nal l y

at t ached t o t he sel f , i s si mpl y t r ansposed t o t he ot her such t hat he/ she i s

per cei ved as t he sol e sour ce of si gni f i cat i on, and of pl easur e and di spl easur e .

Nonet hel ess, because t he omni pot ent ot her appear s as a cause separ at e f r om

t he subj ect and t o whi ch t he subj ect must r eact i f he/ she i s t o avoi d di spl easur e,

t he t r i adi c phase pr ovi des a r ough dr af t of t he soci al i zat i on of t he psyche . I n

t hi s sense we can speak of t he f i r st " consci ous" awar eness of a st i l l unf or med

" r eal i t y" t hat must be t aken i nt o account , and of a nor mt hat must be obeyed .

And once t hi s nor mi s i nt r oj ect ed, we have t he est abl i shment of a sor t of pr e-

Oedi pal super - ego, and subsequent l y t he est abl i shment or r epr essi on of an

unconsci ous i n t he dynami c sense .

The br eakdown of t he phant asmof t he ot her ' s omni pot ence can onl y occur

when t he ot her i s denuded of hi s power over si gni f i cat i on ; or mor e pr eci sel y,

when i t i s under st ood t hat t he ot her i s not t he mast er of si gni f i cat i on ; t hat

t her e i s no mast er , t hat si gni f i cat i ons have a soci al exi st ence i ndependent of any

par t i cul ar per son . Thi s f or Cast or i adi s i s t he pr of ound si gni f i cance of t he

Oedi pal compl ex : " ( i t ) er ect s bef or e t he chi l d, i n an uncont r ol l abl e manner ,

t he f act of i nst i t ut i on as t he f oundat i on of i nst i t ut i on and vi ce ver sa, and f or ces

hi m t o r ecogni ze t he ot her and ot her s as aut onomous subj ect s of desi r e, who

can be l i nked t o each ot her i ndependent l y of hi m/ her , and can even excl ude

hi m/ her f r om t hei r ci r cui t . " 28 I t i s t hr ough t hi s " f i nal r upt ur e t hat t he chi l d

becomes capabl e of per cei vi ng and i dent i f yi ng ot her i ndi vi dual s and obj ect s,

and of i dent i f yi ng a sel f - i dent i t y and sel f - i mage ; t hat he/ she gai ns access t o

r eal - r at i onal l i nkages as i nst r ument ed t hr ough t he l egei n and t eukhei n, as wel l

as t o si gni f i cat i ons i n t he f ul l sense of t he t er m; t hat he/ she accedes t hr ough

t he pr ocess of subl i mat i on t o t he soci al l y i nst i t ut ed f or ms . I t i s t o be un-

der st ood t hat subl i mat i on i mpl i es not onl y a change i n t he i ndi vi dual ' s dr i ves,
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but a change i n t he obj ect of t hese desi r es - t he f or mer " pr i vat e" obj ect s of

l i bi di nal i nvest ment bei ng r epl aced by " publ i c" and soci al l y i nst i t ut ed obj ect s

- as wel l as a change i n t he i nt ent i ons and af f ect s t hat accompany t hese desi r es

and obj ect s . Mor eover , t he concept of subl i mat i on suggest s t hat soci et y not

onl y i mposes on t he i ndi vi dual psyche what t he l at t er cannot pose by i t sel f , but

t hat t he i ndi vi dual psyche has t he capaci t y - or t he i magi nat i on - t o f i nd a

per sonal si gni f i cat i on wi t hi n t he soci al l y i nst i t ut ed si gni f i cat i ons such t hat t he

pr i vat e and publ i c wor l ds al ways i nt er sect , but never mor e t han t angent i al l y .

Beyond t he i r r educi bi l i t y of t he i ndi vi dual t o t he " i nst i t ut i on" of t he soci o-

hi st or i cal , t her e l i es a commonal i t y t hat br i ngs us t o t he hear t of Cast or i adi s'

" ont ol ogi cal " pr obl emat i c : bot h t he i ndi vi dual and t he soci o- hi st or i cal

r emai n, i n pr i nci pl e, essent i al l y open . That i s t o say, bot h ar e pr ey t o t he

possi bl e er upt i on of what appear s beyond t he par amet er s of possi bi l i t y, and

t hus exi st as a pot ent i al l y i nf i ni t e var i et y of t ypes and f or ms of soci et i es, soci al

obj ect s and soci al i ndi vi dual s . For t he i ndi vi dual t hi s cr eat i ve " spont anei t y" 29

i s gi ven by t he " r adi cal i magi nat i on, " by t hat whi ch i s t he sour ce of

r epr esent at i ons, and i n par t i cul ar , of t he f i r st " or i gi nar y" r epr esent at i on . The

l at t er , whi ch can never be under st ood or r epr oduced, but whi ch i s t he necessar y

basi s of al l ot her r epr esent at i ons and t hus of t he r epr esent at i on of ot her s,

i mpel s t he i ndi vi dual f or war d i n hi s or her cont i nuous, but al ways par t i al and

i ncompl et e, cont act wi t h t he soci al l y i nst i t ut ed wor l d . For t he soci o- hi st or i cal ,

t hi s possi bi l i t y i s gi ven by t he i magi nai r e r adi cal , by t hat whi ch i s cr eat i ve of

i magi nar y soci al si gni f i cat i ons and of t hat i n and t hr ough whi ch t hey emer ge,

t he si gni t i ve r el at i on and t he oper at i ve schemas of t he l egei n and t eukhei n . I n

par t i cul ar t he i magi nai r e r adi cal i s cr eat i ve of an ' ` or i gi nar y, " a - r eal and a -

r at i onal si gni f i cat i on by means of whi ch what , f or a par t i cul ar soci et y, i s " r eal "

and " r at i onal " i s gi ven, and by means of whi ch what i s gi ven has meani ng f or

t hat soci et y . Thi s i s not t o say t hat t he i magi nai r e r adi cal i s r est r i ct ed t o t he

cr eat i on of or i gi nar y si gni f i cat i ons, or t o t he possi bi l i t y of t he si gni t i ve r el at i on ;

r at her i t i s i nst i t ut i ve of t he si gni t i ve r el at i on i t sel f , and of what t he si gni t i ve

r el at i on makes avai l abl e - t hat i s t he magma of i magi nar y soci al si gni f i cat i ons

whi ch i s f or each soci et y " const i t ut i ve" of i t s i nst i t ut i on, .

Now, i n or der t o concept ual i ze what gi ves soci et y i t s coher ence, and t hus

what makes soci et y a soci et y, r ef er ence t o t he i dent i t ar i an oper at i ons of t he

l egei n and t eukhei n ar e not suf f i ci ent . The l at t er can onl y f i x what i n a sense

al r eady exi st s as soci al si gni f i cat i on . Thus Cast or i adi s must seek a sol ut i on t o

t hi s pr obl em on t he si de of t he i magi nar y, i n what he t er ms " pr i mar y

si gni f i cat i ons . " He never r eal l y expl or es t hi s concept i n dept h, but nonet hel ess

he l et s i t be known t hat i t r ef er s t o a si gni f i cat i on whi ch i s not r eal l y pr esent i n
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soci et y as a l ocat abl e obj ect , but whose pr esence i s f el t t hr oughout soci et y,

or gani zi ng and condi t i oni ng secondar y si gni f i cat i ons such t hat anal agous

ef f ect s ar e pr oduced at t he l evel of t he " t ot al i t y . " I t i s t hat whi ch " est abl i shes

t he common condi t i ons and or i ent at i ons of what can be done and r epr esent ed,

and as such hol ds t oget her t he i ndef i ni t e and essent i al l y open cr owd of i n-

di vi dual s, act s, obj ect s, f unct i ons and i nst i t ut i ons . . . t hat i s each t i me a

concr et e soci et y . " 3u Such a si gni f i cat i on i s evi denced i n t he ext r a- soci al spher e

of t r anscendence, t hat a soci et y may r epr esent as t he sour ce of i t s i nst i t ut i on .

Or , t o t ake an exampl e f r om t he secul ar capi t al i st wor l d, t he t er m can be

appl i ed t o t he si gni f i cat i on of t he " economi c, " t he l at t er bei ng const r uct i ve of

and el abor at ed wi t hi n a ser i es of obj ect s, i nst i t ut i ons, f unct i ons, act i vi t i es, et c. ,

whi ch come t o make up t he " economy, " and whi ch ext end t hei r i nf l uence

beyond t he economy t o soci et y' s deepest r ecesses . Pr i mar y si gni f i cat i ons,

however , because t hey i nvol ve t he " hol di ng t oget her of an i ndef i ni t e and

essent i al l y open cr owd, " r ef er us back t o t he myst er y of soci et y as a uni t y wi t hi n

a di ver si t y, a t ot al i zat i on wi t hout det er mi nat e el ement s or def i ni t e l i mi t s, one

t hat i s never compl et e i n i t sel f , al ways havi ng a r el at i on t o what i t i s not , or i s

not yet - even as i t woul d t r y t o deny t hi s r el at i on . " What escapes [ soci et y] i s

not hi ng ot her t han t he eni gma of a wor l d t hat l i es behi nd t he soci al wor l d hel d
i n common . . . as t he i nexhaust i bl e pr ovi si on of al t er i t y, as t he i r r educi bl e

t hr eat t o al l est abl i shed si gni f i cat i on . What al so escapes soci et y i s i t s ver y bei ng

as an i nst i t ut i ng soci et y, t hat i s t o say, as t he sour ce and or i gi n of al t er i t y, or as

per pet ual sel f - al t er at i on . " 31 Once agai n, f aced wi t h t he openness of i n-

st i t ut i on, we ar e pl aced on t he t hr eshol d of hi st or y, and ul t i mat el y of a possi bl e

ot her hi st or y, anot her r adi cal l y di f f er ent soci et y . The i magi nai r e r adi cal , t hi s

or i gi n of al t er i t y, easi l y becomes a sour ce of hope, a ut opi an moment i n what

r emai ns a basi cal l y demyst i f yi ng di scour se . 32

I n f act t he ent i r e pr obl emat i c of " i nst i t ut i on" i s di r ect ed t owar ds t he ad-
mi ssi on of t he r adi cal cr eat i vi t y of hi st or y . The t ur n t owar ds an i nvest i gat i on of
t he " ont ol ogy" of soci al bei ng seeks t o r ender avai l abl e what i s not ont ol ogy,
what i s pr of oundl y subver si ve of ont ol ogy, hol l owi ng out t he l et t er s " Bei ng"
and spl i nt er i ng i t i nt o an i nf i ni t e pl ur al i t y of bei ngs ext ended i n t i me . And
yet , i f such a " negat i ve ont ol ogy" i s so const r uct ed as t o make hi st or y possi bl e,
i t al l ows us t o say ver y l i t t l e t hat i s subst ant i ve about t hat hi st or y, whet her i t be
t he hi st or y of t he past ( " negat i ve ont ol ogy" i s si t uat ed at t oo gener al a l evel t o
gr asp what al ways r emai ns a speci f i c hi st or y) or t he hi st or y of t he f ut ur e ( t he
possi bl e " t er r ai n of t he cr eat i vi t y of hi st or y" i s i n pr i nci pl e si t uat ed " beyond
t he f r ont i er s of t he t heor i zabl e" ) . 33 And what i s even mor e i mpor t ant , i t
posi t i vel y pr event s us f r om maki ng cer t ai n ki nds of st at ement s about hi st or y .
For not onl y i s t he posi t i on of Cast or i adi s subver si ve of t he concept of " on-
t ol ogy, " i t under mi nes a cer t ai n not i on of " hi st or y, " one t hat woul d
capi t al i ze i t sel f , encl ose i t sel f i n i t s own t ot al i zat i ons, and associ at e, i f onl y
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f ur t i vel y and shamef acedl y, wi t h pr oper l y ont ol ogi cal pr edi cat i ons, r eveal i ng

i t sel f as t he gr adual r eal i zat i on of man' s essence, t he unf ol di ng of mat er i al

l aws, et c . The poi nt i s wor t h emphasi zi ng, par t i cul ar l y f or t hose who bel i eve

t hat any di scussi on di r ect ed at such an appar ent l y abst r use l evel of anal ysi s i s

l ar gel y exhaust ed i n i t s own abst r act i ons and t hus has l i t t l e t o say . As a sor t of

count er - demonst r at i on, l et us st op and br i ef l y show how Cast or i adi s' posi t i on

di f f er s f r om, and must necessar i l y be cr i t i cal of , t hat of anot her t hi nker whose

anal ysi s al so bear s wi t ness t o cer t ai n hi st or i cal - ont ol ogi cal concer ns .

Haber mas' di st i nct i on bet ween t he t echni cal and communi cat i ve i nt er est

mi ght appear at f i r st gl ance t o be si mi l ar t o t he di st i nct i on bet ween t he l egei n

and t eukhei n . However , on cl oser anal ysi s t he t echni cal i nt er est pr oves t o be

ent i r el y const r uct ed out of an i dent i t ar i an l ogi c ( i t const i t ut es, as i t wer e, a

" r at i onal i t y of means" ) and t hus has no r el at i on t o an i magi nar y di mensi on .

As such, i f as Haber mas admi t s, i n t he cont empor ar y wor l d t echni cal means

have become ends i n t hemsel ves, t hi s i s seen not as a pr obl emof si gni f i cat i on,

but as st emmi ng f r om t he unf ol di ng of a l ogi c i mpl i ci t i n t he act of t he f i r st

man who t hr ew t he f i r st st one . The same can be sai d of t he communi cat i ve

i nt er est . I t t oo i s ent i r el y i dent i t ar i an, const i t ut i ng a " r at i onal i t y of ends, " or

mor e par t i cul ar l y, t he r at i onal i t y of a speci f i c end, t hat of at t ai ni ng t he t r ut h -

t he t r ut h bei ng def i ned not as an i dent i t y of t he subj ect ' s st at ement s wi t h t he

obj ect of knowl edge, but as an i dent i t y of st at ement s amongst di f f er ent

subj ect s, t hat i s, agr eement . Not onl y does such a concept i on negl ect t he

t echni cal aspect s of communi cat i on - whi ch ar e qui t e usef ul f or pr ocur i ng

agr eement - but i t i gnor es t he f act t hat t he concept of t r ut h, and t he desi r e f or

t r ut h, ar e t he hi st or i cal cr eat i ons of speci f i c soci et i es . 34 Ent i r e peopl es have

been ( and can st i l l be) i n agr eement about t he exi st ence and at t r i but es of , f or

exampl e, i nvi si bl e bei ngs, not because t hey wer e pr ey t o col l ect i ve del usi ons

but because, i n a f undament al sense, t he " t r ut h" as i t has meani ng f or us, was

not at i ssue . Needl ess t o say what was at i ssue, be i t a mat t er of myt hi cal or

r el i gi ous di scour se, or even of aest het i cs, has no pl ace i n Haber mas' syst em and

must t hus be consi der ed as " cont i ngent . " Thi s, however i s onl y hal f t he

mat t er . For i f t he t echni cal and communi cat i ve i nt er est s ar e gr ounded " quasi -

t r anscendent al l y" r el at i ve t o hi st or y, and i f t he t echni cal i nt er est i s

si mul t aneousl y si t uat ed at t he begi nni ng of hi st or y as t he sour ce of our suf -

f er i ng, t he communi cat i ve i nt er est i s i n t he " i deal speech si t uat i on, " si t uat ed

at t he end of hi st or y, of an i deal hi st or y, as our sal vat i on . Hi st or y i s t hen seen as

t he r esul t of an " ont ol ogi cal " i mbal ance aki n t o t he movement of a t eet er -

t ot t er , wher e t he wei ght of one i nt er est causes t he ot her i nt er est t o hover

pr ecar i ousl y above a r eassur i ng t er r a f i r ma, but wher e a har moni ous f ut ur e

woul d r est or e t he l ost equi l i br i um. And what does t hi s har moni ous f ut ur e

suppose? I t supposes a ser i es of i nst i t ut i ons f or t he or gani zat i on of t he " i deal

speech si t uat i on" - i nst i t ut i ons t hat woul d be non- pr obl emat i c, pur el y
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t echni cal , havi ng no densi t y of t hei r own . I t supposes a si ngl e undi vi ded soci et y

capabl e of achi evi ng t he agr eement of al l and sundr y, as i f al l soci al di vi si ons

wer e t he r esul t of domi nat i on, or as i f soci al di f f er ent i at i on st emmi ng f r om

ot her causes woul d not l ead t o a di f f er ent i at i on of opi ni ons . And i t al so

supposes a di scour se t hat woul d be non- pr obl emat i c, as i f al l obst acl es t o

communi cat i on wer e due t o r easons ext er nal t o communi cat i on, as i f once t he

obst acl es wer e r emoved t he t r ut h woul d be r eveal ed, si mpl y l yi ng t her e,
wai t i ng . . . as i f t he t r ut h woul d i t sel f not be a sour ce of di ssensi on, as i f i t coul d

be i mmedi at el y r ecogni zed, and once r ecogni zed, i mmedi at el y appr opr i at ed i n

a uni ver sal di scour se . . . . We have ent er ed t he f ant ast i c r eal m of soci al t r ans-

par ency .

A car i cat ur e of Haber mas t o be sur e, but one t hat demonst r at es how much

he owes t o i nher i t ed t hought , i n par t i cul ar t o Kant , and above al l t o Mar x . I n

di r ect cont r ast t o Haber mas, t he ent i r e cr i t i que of Cast or i adi s i s t ar get ed at t he

bel i ef t hat t he f ut ur e, soci al i sm, t he i deal speech si t uat i on . . . i s somet hi ng t hat
can be t heor et i cal l y deduced, and whose r eal i zat i on woul d be t he ex-

t er nal i zat i on of t hi s deduct i on . What i s bei ng at t acked i s t he pr esumpt i on t hat
t he t r ut h of soci et y' s f ut ur e - and i t makes l i t t l e di f f er ence her e whet her t hi s

t r ut h concer ns t he r eal m of t he " wi l l be" or t he " ought t o be, " or whet her i t
i nvol ves t he t r ut h concer ni ng t he nat ur e of mat t er or of r eason, t he t r ut h of t he

l aws of hi st or y or , as i n t he case of Haber mas, t he t r ut h of t r ut h i t sel f , 1. e . , of i t s

r equi r ement s . What ever t he case, what i s bei ng conceal ed her e i s not j ust t he

pr obl emof si gni f i cat i on, of " i nst i t ut i on, " " aut o- i nst i t ut i on" or t he cr eat i vi t y

of hi st or y, but , i n si mpl er but not unsi mi l ar t er ms, " t he act ual movement of

hi st or y i n t he l i ved act i vi t y of human bei ngs . " 35 Wi t h al l t he t al k about

si gni f i cat i on, Cast or i adi s i s sur e t o be accused by some of t he unhol y si n of

" i deal i sm. " And yet because o£ t he st at us gi ven t o t he openness of hi st or y, and
because hi st or y must t her ef or e r ef use any cl osur e gi ven by t heor y, t he ac-
cusat i on t ends t o r ebound on t he accuser s i n t er ms r emi ni scent of t he t heses on
Feuer bach . 36 I t need har dl y be added t hat i f f or Cast or i adi s t he openness of
hi st or y i s a cause f or hope, i t i s i n par t because i t gi ves hi st or y t he capaci t y t o
el ude t he sol ut i ons of t hose who woul d pr each t he desi r abi l i t y of any such
cl osur e .

To say, however , t hat t he f ut ur e l i es " beyond t he f r ont i er s of t he

t heor i zabl e" i s not t o say t hat bef or e t he f ut ur e and i t s exi genci es t heor y must

r emai n si l ent . Si mi l ar l y t o say t hat t he pr obl emat i c of " i nst i t ut i on" can br i ng

l i t t l e of subst ance t o bear on quest i ons concer ni ng t he nat ur e of soci et y' s past
and pr esent consi der ed i n t hei r posi t i vi t y, i s not t o say t hat not hi ng can or
shoul d be sai d about t he l at t er . I t i s t r ue t hat when, f or exampl e, Cast or i adi s
asser t s t hat " ever yt hi ng t hat can be ef f ect i vel y gi ven - r epr esent at i ons,
nat ur e, si gni f i cat i on - exi st s i n t he mode of magma, " 37 he i s not sayi ng al l

t hat much ; he i s mer el y cl ai mi ng t hi ngs ar e nei t her t ot al l y r at i onal nor t ot al l y
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chaot i c, t hat t hey exi st as i ndet er mi nat e . Yet such a st at ement , even as i t

appear s monol i t hi cal l y si mpl e and even empt y, pl aces us on t he t hr eshol d of an

i nf i ni t el y mor e compl ex pl eni t ude . For i t pl aces us bef or e t he exi gency of a

' ` new mode of t hought , " one pr eci sel y t hat woul d be capabl e of t hi nki ng t hi s

i ndet er mi nacy, bot h i n r el at i on t o i t sel f and i t s obj ect , and i n t er ms of i t s

r el at i on t o t he obj ect . Such a mode of t hought woul d have t o be const ant l y

awar e of i t s own nat ur e as t hought , and t hus of i t s i nt er nal necessi t i es wi t hout

conver t i ng t hese necessi t i es i nt o an i mper i al myt h . I t woul d i n a sense have t o

sel f - consci ousl y i nt er i or i ze t he demands of i t s own hi st or i ci t y . 31 , But what such a

mode of t hought woul d l ook l i ke, i t s posi t i vi t y, cannot be descr i bed by a

" negat i ve ont ol ogy . " I t i s not si mpl y t hat " negat i ve ont ol ogy" i s ai med at

anot her l evel , but t hat i t f or bi ds t he speci f i cat i on of an a pr i or i met hod or l ogi c

t hat woul d be i mmedi at el y adequat e t o i t s obj ect , compl et el y embr aci ng t he

l at t er wi t hi n t he conf i nes of i t s own uni ver sal i t y . Such a mode of t hought

woul d as i t wer e exi st onl y i n t he al ways speci f i c act of t hi nki ng, and of t hi nki ng

i t s r el at i on t o somet hi ng . And i f such a mode of t hought i s possi bl e, i t i s

because t hought , not bei ng pur el y i dent i t ar i an, al r eady pr ef i gur es t hi s

possi bi l i t y . And i f such t hought can exi st as a possi bl e hi st or i cal cr eat i on, i t i s

because a mode of t hought was i nst i t ut ed i n t he past , one t hat est abl i shed what

f or us i s cal l ed " t hi nki ng, " and t hat al l ow us, who l i e i n i t s wake, t o have access

t o t he pr obl emof t he uni ver sal , and t hus t o i nt er r ogat e t he nat ur e of t hought ,

of soci et y and of i nst i t ut i on .

Now t he i nt er r ogat i on of soci et y can never be an expl anat i on of an al r eady

const i t ut ed obj ect , of an obj ect compl et e i n i t sel f , exi st i ng out t her e, i n-

dependent of t he f act of i t s i nt er r ogat i on and of t he i nt er r ogat i ng subj ect . And

i f t heor y i s i n t hi s sense i mpl i cat ed i n soci et y, i t i s because t heor y as i t has come

t o exi st f or us, i s bot h a r el at i on t o and a moment of soci et y and i t s hi st or i cal

cr eat i on . As such, what i s r equi r ed of a " new mode of t hought " i s a capaci t y t o

t hi nk t he si gni f i cance of t hi s i mpl i cat i on, t o r ecogni ze i t s r el at i on t o soci et y,

and t o soci et y as a si gni f yi ng ent i t y, as somet hi ng mor e t han t he l at t er ' s

r ef l ect i on and somet hi ng l ess t han i t s pur e i nvent i on . Such a mode of t hought

woul d have t o under st and i t sel f as a moment of a pr ocess t hat i s cer t ai nl y abl e

t o el uci dat e, but over whi ch i t i s nei t her capabl e of nor wi l l i ng t o gai n compl et e

knowl edge, mast er y or cont r ol . I n shor t i t woul d have t o r eal i ze t hat i t i s

dependent on and embedded i n " i nst i t ut i on, " and t hat i t exi st s as an un-

ceasi ng i nt er r ogat i on of t hat " i nst i t ut i on . " But what t hen ar e t he i mpl i cat i ons

of Cast or i adi s' " ont ol ogi cal " pr oj ect as r egar ds " i nst i t ut i on" i t sel f , as r egar ds

as i t wer e a " new mode of i nst i t ut i on" ?

The al i enat i on of het er onomy of soci et y i s sel f - al i enat i on ;

t he maski ng of soci et y' s bei ng as sel f - i nst i t ut i on . . . . Thi s

sel f - al i enat i on, sust ai ned up t o now by t he r esponses
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hi st or i cal l y cont r i but i ng t o t he r equi r ement s of psychi c

f unct i oni ng, by t he t endency pr oper t o i nst i t ut i on, and by

t he al most unavoi dabl e domi nat i on of t he i dent i t ar i an

l ogi co- ont ol ogy - ar e mani f est ed i n t he soci al

r epr esent at i on of an ext r a- soci al or i gi n of soci et y' s i n-

st i t ut i on ( an or i gi n i mput ed t o super nat ur al bei ngs, God,

nat ur e, r eason, t he l aws of hi st or y, or t he bei ng- t hus of

Bei ng) . . . .

Obvi ousl y t he sel f - al i enat i on or het er onomy of soci et y i s

not a " si mpl e r epr esent at i on . " Nor i s i t due t o soci et y' s

capaci t y t o r epr esent i t sel f except as i nst i t ut ed f r om t he

out si de . I t i s f or cef ul l y i ncar nat ed and heavi l y mat er i al i zed

i n t he concr et e i nst i t ut i on of soci et y, i ncor por at ed i nt o i t s

conf l i ct i ve di ver si on, bor ne and medi at ed by i t s ent i r e

or gani zat i on, and i nt er mi nabl y r epr oduced i n and by i t s

soci al f unct i oni ng, t he bei ng- t hus of i t s obj ect s, act i vi t i es

and soci al i ndi vi dual s . Si mi l ar l y i t s t r anscendence -

whi ch we ai m at because we want i t and because we know

t hat ot her peopl e want i t , not because t hese ar e t he l aws of

hi st or y, t he i nt er est of t he pr ol et ar i at or t he dest i ny of

bei ng - t he est abl i shment of a hi st or y wher e soci et y not

onl y knows i t sel f but makes i t sel f as expl i ci t l y sel f -

i nst i t ut i ng, i mpl i es a r adi cal dest r uct i on of t he known

f or ms of soci et y, up t o i t s most unsuspect ed cor ner s, whi ch

can onl y be t he posi t i on/ cr eat i on of not onl y new i n-

st i t ut i ons, but of a new mode of i nst i t ut i ng and of a new

r el at i on of soci et y and men t o i nst i t ut i on . 39

The above, whi ch appear s on t he ver y l ast pages of ' Z' i magi nai r e soci al et
1' i nst i t ut i on, " i s one of t he f ew passages, i ndeed i t i s al most t he onl y passage,
i n whi ch Cast or i adi s at t empt s t o conf r ont t he pol i t i cal i mpl i cat i ons of hi s
" negat i ve ont ol ogy . " I f t he out come seems r at her br i ef , i t i s because t he i dea
of aut onomy, of " expl i ci t sel f - i nst i t ut i on, " i s at most a begi nni ng and not an
end ; i t i s a di r ect i on wi t hout det er mi nat e f or ms nor cont ent s, one t hat i n and
of i t sel f t ends t o be pur el y f or mal , f ai l i ng t o pose subst ant i ve quest i ons con-

cemi ng what ki nd of i nst i t ut i on and i nst i t ut i on f or what pur pose . However , as
suggest ed by t hi s quot e, a soci et y t hat expl i ci t l y i nst i t ut es i t sel f , t hat i s open t o
t he act i ve i nt er r ogat i on of i t s or der and t o t he act i ve r ecept i on of t he f i gur es of

i t s al t er i t y, i s ver y di f f er ent - and t hi s i n a posi t i ve, subst ant i ve sense - f r oma
soci et y t hat does not . Thi s i s not si mpl y a t heor et i cal pr oj ect i on but an
hi st or i cal obser vat i on . For t he r ef er ence t o r eason, t he l aws of hi st or y, or t he
bei ng- t hus of Bei ng, does not f unct i on i n t he same manner as t hat t o God or

9 5



BRI ANSI NGER

super nat ur al bei ngs . The f or mer , unl i ke t he l at t er , ar e r epr esent ed as bei ng

wi t hi n t he r eal mof t he i nt el l i gi bl e, and t hus as gr oundi ng t he soci al wi t hi n t he

possi bi l i t y of i t s own expl i ci t sel f - under st andi ng . As such t hey suggest ed a

het er onomy of a second or der , one t hat exi st s i n a soci et y t hat si t uat es i t sel f i n

hi st or y, and can t hus pot ent i al l y r ef l ect on i t s mundane, t empor al nat ur e and

quest i on t he val i di t y of i t s gr ounds - even as such r epr esent at i ons woul d seek

t o exor ci ze t he menace of t i me and t he chal l enge of cr i t i que . What i s bei ng sai d

her e, and what I have t r i ed t o suggest ear l i er , i s t hat what Cast or i adi s t er ms

" sel f - i nst i t ut i on" i s somet hi ng not onl y f or t he f ut ur e, but somet hi ng t hat has

been i nst i t ut ed, i f onl y par t i al l y, or i f onl y t o be cover ed up par t i al l y, i n t he

past .

I am not at t hi s poi nt t r yi ng t o r ob Cast or i adi s of t he or i gi nal i t y of hi s

pr oj ect . Rat her I amt r yi ng t o t ease out a possi bl e di r ect i on f or f ur t her i n-

vest i gat i on of t he pr obl emat i c of " i nst i t ut i on, " a di r ect i on t hat can be

gl i mpsed, i f i n a st i l l spot t y and pr ef at or y manner , i n a number of ar t i cl es t hat

have onl y been r ecent l y publ i shed . 4 ° These ar t i cl es, by t hei r const ant r ef er ence

t o anci ent Gr eece, bear wi t ness t o a gr owi ng r eal i zat i on t hat t he posi ng of t he

pr obl emat i c of i nst i t ut i on i s cent r al t o t he const i t ut i on of our " Gr eco-

occi dent al " t r adi t i on ; t hat t he est abl i shment of t hi s t r adi t i on i n anci ent

Gr eece, t he bi r t hpl ace not onl y of phi l osophy, but of democr acy, of a publ i c

space i n whi ch t he quest i on of t he or i gi n and f oundat i on of t he l aw can be

debat ed i n wor d and deed, i s si mul t aneousl y t he est abl i shment of a spher e of

pol i t i cs, a spher e i n whi ch i nst i t ut i on i s, as i t wer e, f ol ded back on i t sel f , i n

whi ch t he i nst i t ut ed soci al i magi nar y i s open t o cr i t i que . I t woul d t hen seem

t hat a f ur t her i nvest i gat i on of i nst i t ut i on, i t s " ont ol ogy" and i t s pol i t i cal

i mpl i cat i ons, pr omi ses, at l east pot ent i al l y, t o si t uat e t he possi bi l i t y of i n-

t er r ogat i ng i nst i t ut i on, and t he possi bi l i t y of " ont ol ogy" and pol i t i cs, wi t hi n

hi st or y, as bei ng t hemsel ves speci f i c hi st or i cal cr eat i ons . And i n t he same

moment i t pr omi ses t o pr ovi de a new per spect i ve on hi st or y, a new un-

der st andi ng of hi st or y .

I n a sense, " negat i ve ont ol ogy, " i f i t i s t o make good i t s pr omi se, has t o

r et ur n t o hi st or y . Not si mpl y because i f i t does not , Cast or i adi s r emai ns

vul ner abl e t o hi s own cr i t i ci sm of t he nouveau phi l osophes f or not havi ng

concept s capabl e of t hi nki ng " t he di f f er ence bet ween Asi at i c monar chi es,

At hens and Rome, t he Hol y Roman Empi r e, par l i ament ar y r egi mes and

moder n t ot al i t ar i ani sm. " 41 But because t her e i s somet hi ng ambi guous, even

par adoxi cal , about t he at t empt t o el abor at e a " negat i ve ont ol ogy" - as i f ,

shoul d i t r emai n a " negat i ve ont ol ogy, " i t woul d t hr eat en t o t ake away what i t

want s t o r ender avai l abl e . For whi l e cl ai mi ng t o r eveal t he openness of hi st or y,

i t woul d i t sel f not be open t o hi st or y ; and whi l e denyi ng t he possi bi l i t y of a

posi t i on of knowl edge out si de hi st or y, i t woul d be f or ced t o adopt such a

posi t i on by t he ver y di ct at es of i t s " ont ol ogi cal " l evel of anal ysi s . And what i s
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one t o t hi nk of t he at t empt t o demonst r at e wi t h r i gor ous cer t i t ude t he par t i al ,

l i mi t ed and uncer t ai n nat ur e of al l possi bl e knowl edge? Such obj ect i ons ar e i n

par t pur el y r het or i cal , and yet t hey i ndi cat e t he need t o gr ound " negat i ve

ont ol ogy" i n what i s essent i al l y gr oundl ess, t o r oot i t wi t hi n a hi st or i cal

cr eat i on, one t hat i s cr eat i ve of t he ver y exi st ence of " hi st or y" as an i magi nar y

soci al si gni f i cat i on, and t hat l i es i n t he backgr ound of our moder ni t y and i t s

f or ms of het er onomy . Anot her devel opment i n t he exchange bet ween t heor y

and hi st or y, whi ch we had not ed ear l i er as bei ng t ypi cal of Cast or i adi s'

t hi nki ng and suppor t i ve of i t s dynani sm, woul d seemonl y f i t t i ng . . .

However , i f t hi s devel opment i s t o be f ecund, i f a new new hi st or i cal un-

der st andi ng i s t o be opened up, a mor e subt l e and ext ensi ve ar r ay of concept s

wi l l be r equi r ed . I n par t i cul ar , t he concept of " i magi nar y si gni f i cat i ons, " a

concept so br oad as t o be al most wor t hl ess f or hi st or i cal i nvest i gat i on, wi l l have

t o be di f f er ent i at ed . For exampl e, t he capaci t y of cer t ai n soci et i es t o pose t he

pr obl em of t hei r own i nst i t ut i on al r eady supposes an i ni t i al bi f ur cat i on be-

t ween t hose si gni f i cat i ons whi ch ar e const r uct i ve of soci et y' s i nst i t ut i on, by

means of whi ch soci et y pr esent s i t sel f as i t wer e, and t hose si gni f i cat i ons whi ch,

whi l e bei ng a moment of i nst i t ut i on, si mul t aneousl y pr ovi de a r epr esent at i on

of t hat i nst i t ut i on, a r epr esent at i on wi t hi n and t hr ough whi ch a soci et y can

r ef l ect and act on i t s i nst i t ut i on . Thi s doubl i ng of si gni f i cat i on, t hi s cr eat i on of

a di st ance bet ween soci et y and i t sel f , suggest s t hat i n such soci et i es t he

si gni f i cat i ons of t he f i r st or der ar e i ncapabl e of gi vi ng a compl et e pr esent at i on

of t hei r " r eal , " t hat t her e i s an exper i ence of a r eal i t y behi nd t hi s pr esent at i on,

t hat t her e i s an exper i ence of al t er i t y not onl y on t he out er l i mi t s of soci et y, but

act i vel y t r aver si ng soci et y as an absence t hat sol i ci t s i nt er r ogat i on . A f ur t her

di st i nct i on coul d t hen be dr awn bet ween si gni f i cat i ons of a second or der whi ch

ser ve t o mask such an i nt er r ogat i on, even whi l e par t i ci pat i ng i n i t - l et us cal l

t hem " i deol ogy" - and t hose whi ch seek t o f ur t her i t . Thi s i s onl y an

exampl e, one t hat seeks t o demonst r at e t hat t he domai n of meani ng i s gi ven

not onl y i n t he cont ent s of si gni f i cat i on, but al so by t he ar t i cul at i on of l evel s of

si gni f i cat i on, or t hat cer t ai n si gni f i cat i ons may suppose and gi ve evi dence of a

cer t ai n ar t i cul at i on .

One such si gni f i cat i on, one t hat i s bot h const i t ut i ve of a space of i n-

t er r ogat i on and pr esupposes t hi s space, i s t hat of " t r ut h . " Nowt he accusat i on

wi l l no doubt be made t hat Cast or i adi s deni es t he concept of t r ut h, t hat he

r educes i t t o hi st or y, or t hat i n a manner r emi ni scent of t he hi st or i ci sm of

Di l t hey, he post ul at es a ser i es of soci et i es, each wi t h i t s own t r ut h, and each of

whi ch i s i mper meabl e t o t he t r ut h of ot her soci et i es . Thi s, however , i s not r eal l y

t he case, or at l east i s not t he case as pot ent i al l y r econst i t ut ed wi t hi n t hi s new

i nvest i gat i on . For i f t he cl ai m i s t hat ever y soci et y const r uct s i t s own " r eal i t y"

or " r at i onal i t y, " t hi s i s not t o say t hat ever y soci et y i nst i t ut es t he si gni f i cat i on

of " t r ut h . " For exampl e, one cannot pose t he quest i on of t he t r ut h of a gi ven
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myt h f r omwi t hi n a pr i mi t i ve soci et y . Not onl y woul d such a quest i on pose t he

possi bl e unt r ut h of t he myt h, and t hus i mmedi at el y pl ace one out si de t he

bel i ef st r uct ur es t hat suppor t t he myt h, but such a quest i on i s, st r i ct l y

speaki ng, unt hi nkabl e wi t hi n myt hi cal t hought . For wi t hi n t he l at t er , one

cannot speak of myt hs, r at her myt hs speak t hr ough one and " bet ween

t hemsel ves" ; t hat i s t o say, t her e i s no di st ance bet ween t he myt h and t he one

who speaks or l i st ens t o i t , no absence whi ch a concept of t r ut h, or a sear ch f or

t r ut h, woul d seek t o f i l l . I f t hen one has t o admi t t hat " t r ut h" i s an i magi nar y

soci al si gni f i cat i on, t hi s i s not t o say t hat i t i s " unr eal " or has no " r eal " ef f ect s ;

on t he cont r ar y i t s exi st ence wi t hi n a gi ven soci et y i s i n a sense const i t ut i ve of

what t hat soci et y consi der s as r eal , and i t t hus i mpl i cat es and i s i mpl i cat ed i n

t hat soci et y' s gl obal i nst i t ut i on . Nor i s i t t o say t hat " t r ut h" has no val ue or

t hat i t s val ue i s ci r cumscr i bed wi t hi n t he soci et y wi t hi n whi ch i t i s i nst i t ut ed ;

i nst ead i t i s pr eci sel y t hi s i nst i t ut i on of t hi s si gni f i cat i on t hat gi ves access, or at

l east par t i al access, t o an under st andi ng of ot her soci et i es - and what i s equal l y

i mpor t ant , t he desi r e t o under st and ot her soci et i es . I t i s, however , t o deny t he

possi bi l i t y of " r at i onal l y gr oundi ng" t r ut h i n ei t her an ext r a- soci al or t r ans-

hi st or i cal i nst ance, whi ch i s t o say t hat t her e can be compl et e or t ot al t r ut h

whi ch knowl edge coul d appr oxi mat e or soci et y r eal i ze . For t r ut h does not exi st

i deal l y, out si de of soci et y and hi st or y, but emer ges i n t he di st ance bet ween

what soci et y i s and coul d be, and bet ween what i t knows and does not yet

know. And i t exi st s i n cont i nual r e- cr eat i on of t hi s di st ance . I f t he t r ut h wer e t o

be compl et el y known, t her e woul d be no t r ut h ; i t s r esponse woul d be so

over whel mi ng, t hat i t s concept woul d become obsol et e, el i mi nat ed al ong wi t h

t he space i n whi ch al one i t s quest i on can be r ai sed. And i f we coul d not nar r ow

t hi s di st ance, i f we coul d not cont i nual l y t est i t by means of a knowl edge whi ch

whi l e par t i al i s not negl i gi bl e, t he " t r ut h" woul d not onl y be beyond our

gr asp, but our ver y capaci t y t o per cei ve i t . To cl ai m t hen t hat t he " t r ut h" i s

soci al l y i nst i t ut ed, i s t o cl ai m t hat i t i s not det er mi ned once and f or al l , but t hat

i t exi st s as an exi gency of t he pr esent , as a const ant appeal t o i nt er r ogat i on .

I t i s her e t hat we must si t uat e our own r el at i on t o Cast or i adi s . For ul t i mat el y

what i s i mpor t ant i s not whet her we agr ee or di sagr ee wi t h hi s anal ysi s, or

whet her or not we f i nd i t usef ul - t hough such mat t er s ar e not wi t hout

consequence - but whet her , i n t he f ace of hi s i nt er r ogat i on, we can embr ace

i t s chal l enge as an i ncent i ve t o f ur t her our own i nt er r ogat i ons .
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pr i vi l ege bei ng over consci ousness . However , i f " consci ousness" i s not r ef er r ed t o a not i on of
t he " const i t ut i ve subj ect , " and i f i t i s not t aken i n t he nar r ow sense of pi ous wi shes,
opi ni ons, i deol ogy or i deas, but i s enl ar ged t o embr ace ever yt hi ng t ouched by t he si gni t i ve
r el at i on, t he quest i on t hen becomes whet her t he " bei ng" of t he soci o- hi st or i cal can be
depr i ved of i t s " consci ousness, " such t hat t her e woul d be t wo separ at e and di scr et e ent i t i es,
one t er med " bei ng, " t he ot her " consci ousness, " and one of whi ch woul d t hen det er mi ne
t he ot her .

37 .

	

I I S, op . ci t . , p . 462 .

38 .

	

The di scussi on of a " new mode of t hought " i s becomi ng i ncr easi ngl y common amongst a
cer t ai n i nt el l ect ual avant - gar de . One t hi nks of Jacques Der r i da' s " deconst r uct i on of
l ogocent r i ci sm" i n Of Gr ammat ol ogy, Bal t i mor e ; John Hopki ns, 1976 ; or Edgar Mor i n' s
di scussi on of moder n sci ence i n La Met hode: La nat ur e de l a nat ur e, Par i s; Seui l , 1977 ; or , t o
dr aw an exampl e f r om an ent i r el y di f f er ent f i el d, Samuel Del aney' s " met a- l ogi c" i n hi s
f ut ur i st i c novel Tr i t on, NewYor k : Bant am, 1976 .

39 .

	

I I S, op . ci t . , pp . 497- 498 .

40 .

	

1 am r ef er r i ng her e t o t he i nt er vi ew i n Espi r i t ment i oned i n not e 35, and t o " Soci al i f me et
soci et e aut onome, " whi ch i nt r oduces Le cont enu du soci al i sme, pp . 11- 46 .

41 .

	

" Les di ver t i sseur s" i n La soci i t ef r anf ai se, p . 229 .
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