COUCALL Y RECOMSIDERED: THE CARTOGRAPHY OF KNOWLEBGE AND POWER

gdi Ophir

4 relatively neglected aspect of Foucault s werk is his coniinuous CORCETR with
space, places, and the spatialization of pouwsr and knowledge. Commenting on his
"chsession with space” Foucault clarified in a few interviews some mw his ideas
sbout the emplacement of knowledge and power that seemed less easy 10 Grasp, agding
neEw mmmwmx&m which trall For further explication.® Butl nowhere in Foucault's textis
or para-texis can one fTind & systematic account of the way spatial analyszis is

employed and spatial relations are io be understood. this lack of an sxplicit,

uneguivocal meaning characlerizes, no aogwmu fogucault’s use of other concepis, most
notably the concept ﬂ+ powetr. Yel whereas in some later interviews mﬂ:nwcwﬁ gid try
to spell cut a coherent account of the way "gower”, and "subjectivity" were usgd,”®
space has remained an orphan notion. Spatial metaphors are mixed in Foucault's text
with HWAmxmw spatial deseriptions;™ different spatial «ﬂmymsoﬂrm or settings are

distinguished as if space were & genus with its ouwn species,® and no sxplicit

distinction is made beiween space and place.

This apparent muddle iz worihb explicatory etfort, however, only it more than
the consistency ar clarity of Fourauli’'s writings is at stake. I will iry 1o show
that much more is ai stake indesd. that the conceptual ambiguity is superficisl, &and
thst when that uwndeveloped aspert in Foucault' s work is agsguaiely elaboraied not
only does it provides new insights into Foucault’'s Dsn_mﬁwwmmoﬂvmnww @ﬂuummﬁu but it
aisc ieads into a new domain of guesticns and problematizations: ithe spatial leaic
of ﬁoamﬁxrzoswmamm, and mors oensrally, ihe logic of social space. Foucault's

coniribution to iheory in this domain may be closely linked io the DlORERYing Work
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of o historiap of science like Shapin, & spcial theprisis like Gidden

n

T



theariat of architisciure and urban planing tike Hillier: however, in what follows

an
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these links will only be hinted at. My reading will be limited 1o the Foucauli
nmﬁwswqwcﬁawmwmcammﬁsuwwammm:mmeqvmwmm moamzzmﬁmamnawmﬁwﬁw.m swuwmw@am

that spatial conditions are constraining~enabling conditions in the production ot

tnowledge and the exercise of powsr, and that it is no less crucial to articulate

i

and underctand ithe embodiment of discourss in social space than 1o speil out it
historicity. The spatial aspect of Foucault's archasclogy and geneaipgy of discourse
should not be the exception in intellectual history but the rule. In general,
studies in intellectual history, even when thoroughly contextualized. tend to
subsume spaiial analyses under the reconsiruction o¥ nUH»ﬁMwQ» or ecanomic
formations, struciures of instituiions of discourse and the like. I will try to show
that the spatial factior. even ithough related to ihe economic, the political, and the
institutional, cannot be reduced ip any of these layers of analysis. To ignore the
spatial factor is to ignore & crucial aspect in the history of discourse, and, mOre
generally, of power-relations. In fact, I would like io suggest that the Tamous

fermula, "powersknowledge” should be amended and rewritien &z

"snaces powersknowledge”.

& sweeping generalization of this kind, i not obviously talse is ofisn all
too trivial. Since I do not think it is sasily falsifiable, I will try to show that
it is not trivial either. I will do this by examining thres aspects of my Claim,
three ways in which it must be tesisd: a. its merit with regard ta our undersianding
of particular events in ithe history of discourse; b, its merits wiih regard itoc other

4

components of the theory to which it is relatsdr c. 2ts status as a truth claim.
Hence there will be three separate, vet related moves. 1. A historical move,

inspired by Foucault's notign of heterotopia, in which I propose & coniribulion o &



3
(specultative) description of the emergence of modern science. The emergence of
modern science may be told as a story o+ the transformation of "places of knowledge”
in the West, of their inner spatial organization ang their reletion itoc soccial space.
2. & theoreiical move. in which, inspired by some clues From the archasology of the
clinic, I propose & topology of social space that situates the above historical
transformation of places of knowledge in a broader theoretical context. Within this
framework it will be possible to reinterpret Foucault s dissemination of ithe modern
zubject as a series of spatislizations. I will claim that the decopsiruciive
gepealcgies of the subject can be read as reconstructions of the changing natierns
and the gifferent. interrelated dimensions of ihe spatialization of sebjectivity.
3. A metz-theoreiical move, in which I propose io understand the claims about
spatialization of unowledge, power and the cubject as transcendentzl hypotheses,

.

that iz, falsifiable claims about the limits of experience. I will siari, howesver,

with Fourault s own spatial analyses.

11. The Clinic' s Yhrese GSpaces

Foucault wss First explicitly concerned with +he relaticnship betuween zpace,

knowledge and power in The Birih of the Clinic, "a book about space, about

"M

language, and about death: ... aboui the act of seeing, the gazs" (BU ix).% H

[N
o}

a»wﬁuﬁmﬁumjmn ihere threespatial lavers.® The first is the phenomenal Tigld
zymwn diseases are "localized” (henze “a space of localization”}, the dogain in
which thsy appear to an cbserver {BC %-1¢). Foucault’'s claim is that it was no
aluways the case that ihis spacg uwas the space of the concreils human body: this

occurred only afier the emergence of medical rliniec in the lats 18th and early l9th

captury. In & secend, differeni spatial seiiing the very objects of medical

2]

diccourse are located: thic is the space in which disesases, and later orgsanic
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pathological processes assume theiy specitic form, are "configurated" (hence "z

space of configuration”}. Betore the emergence of the clinic, Foucault tells us,

this space was constituted by nosslogical tables {BC 3-16). The third space is the

sne in which diseases are sorially governed and controlled, epidemics ave tackls

‘public healih is taken care of. i.e., ihe social space (BC 16-20). Sccial space

shouid be understood, as the examples of The Birth of ihe Ciinic cleariy show, as

pertaining both to the tervitory under the control of & political vegime and 0
specific demarcations inscribed within it, e.g.. between publi¢ and private spheres,

the ecclesiastical and the secular, stc..”

Using this spatial language it is poszible to reformulate Foucauli' s most
general argument in his "archaeology of medical percepiicn®. Foucault actually gives
s spatial twist to ithe description of the schism beilween theory and practice thet
characierized classical amawnmmm. Before the birth of ihe modern clinic "the patient
Fwas] a2 geometiricselly impossible spatial synthesis, bul For this very reason unigue,
central, and irreplaceable” (15). The individual was s0 unigue. indegd, thail he
rould be an gbhiect of care. but mot of knowledge. The itransformalion of relations
between medical theory and praciice meant gvercoming the gap between, on the one
kapd academic charts and tables of diseases studied from ancient, authoritative

text

£n

and. oh ithe other hand, practitieners’ scouisition of direct knowledge of ihe
human body through gaily exposure to the sick and ine dying. This required the
reorganization of a large terrain within social space. It was not before s new
priviiesed place of medicins, the clinic. was demarcated within social space and
designated a3 a site ip which the treatment of diseases and theiy scientific
investigation are carried simulianegusly, that doctors could systematically relste

dissases  spaces of appearance ("iocalization”) and formation {’configuration®).
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Orly when it became possible o relate the two spaces within the fTramework of ORE

£y

diccourses was it also possible io dewvelop discursive practices that enabled and
guided the controlied ebservation and the monitored, planned manipulation of the
fuman body. The clinic allowad consiant exchange bestwesn a curicus gaie, careiully
iptervening, manipulative hands and an ongoing dischurse that records, describes and
guides ithe actz of both. Only within the spvirenment created by the climic could
medical phepnomena be related to the objects which they signify and at the same
be parts of those objects. The signifier, i.8, & patholegical symptom, and 1is
signified, =.g., & higdden organi{ process, presupposed an ontological continuily
between the body s ianer depth and 1ts surface. This type of signification™ was
made possible only after the two separate surfaces weye integrated intc & three-
dimensional space, an integration which was made possible in its turmn by the

emerasnce of the clinic as a relatively segreqated, enclosed and designated region

of sacial space.®

111. Plares of Knowelge

The recopstruction of Foucault’'s argument in the Birth of ihe Ciipic in these

spatial terms can be generalized, taking the archagology of medigal discourse as &
special. praradigmatic case. Every discourse copstitutes its own, unigue "space of
iscalization" for the phenomenal field it studies. a “surface of emergence’”, as

Foucauit calls it in his absiract discussion in the Archaeelogy {AK 41). Alongside

[(¢]

the phenomenal space each discourse has iis own "space of configurstien” or., 1o use

gnce again the language of the fyrchaeclogy, "a grid of specification” {AK 8%}, where

phenomena are velated to objectis and ocbjects are differentiated according to their
related phenomena. The constitution of these iwo spaces and of the interrvelations

between them is part of various, ongoing discursive practices, but there 1

63}

no
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dicourse from which it is lacking (c¥. Ophir 1988). The discursive aciivity takes

place within relatively well demarcated places in social space. In ihe Archasoloay
of Knowledge Foucault calls such places “insiitutional sites”, €.g.. the hospital,
the monastiry, the laboratery, or the library. The site gt discourses, the
instituticnalized "whers" from and within which one is allowed to speak and claim
knowledge as of right, is one of several "modalitize of enuncistien®, i.e., those
discursive functions that defipe ihe position of the authorized subject ot a
discourse; e.0.. as an authorized physician, lawyer, or phvsicist., Foucauli mentions
three such aaawwwﬁMmmu the instituitonal status, role, or position of the speaking
subject {e.g.. a pratcicing pediatrician): the institutional site {children’s
nospital); and the possible relations of the speaking subjects to warious groups of

ohjects that the speech situaticon allews (1o nurses, patients,. senior stuff, experts

4]

in other sitess/disciplines. etc: AK ch.d). It is clear that the spatial dimension i
here subsumed under ithe analysis of discpurse and presented as one of its dependent
variables. But as the examples of medical giscourse clearly demonstrats, ibe
proguction w:q‘wmuwmacn&won of knowledgs through discursive pracitices cannat oe
confined to the designated site of knoweldge. They are rather stangled in a double
spatial interplay: A. the site itself. the architectonic of the placs of knowledge,
constraine and enables the interplay beiween the phenomenal fisld and the space of
configpurations B. as & designated place of discursive activiiy the siie is ertangled
in & web of inter-velations with other sites of iis kind and with the rest of sccial

space.

In order io understiand the first interplay one has to siudy mpdes of

fication, practices of representation. technigues emploved for the progduction

[N

sign

of phenomena, their observation and manipulation, cencepiual "grid of
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specification”, ang so forth. In order to undersiand the later one has g study
mechanisms of demarcation. the conmstitution, activation and reactivation of sgatial
networks, cmordination of encounters in spate and 50 forth. Yet, &t leasi ihree
important linke beiween the two types of spatial interplay have already been implied
and should be made explicit. The firsel is the architectonic organization of the sits
of knowledos itself. Here access intoc and out of demarcsted places, contrcl over
movement of sccial agents, distribution and chances of encounters copsirained by the

of & site.® The same spatial svyntax consirains and gprables the

fu
b
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spati
construciion of a =ite as a place of observation, with access {o privileged
chservational posts, the ceondition of beipng under the gaze of others, stc, The

c is & perfect example, but it is not the only one: the panoptic institutions.

=N

clin
archasological sites, a2s well as the laborarcives of the nmatural sciences are caught
within a similar web of interrlelations. & different link is esiablished when the

ions guided by knowiedge claims) cannot bhe confined

~+

phiects of knowledos {and of ac

to a privileged place of powsr/ knowledge. This link, exemplified in cases of

epidemics, from plague to AIDE, means that privileged places of hnowledge are
related to special access to social space at large, according to ithe dispression of

+

obijects of knowledge within it. Another example for ihis kind of link is ihe

“metwork of colisction® any mussum iries to weave around itself, placing Iiself at

the center of practices of rarefraticn of objecis and their accumuiation. The third

W

link is established through the distribution of knowledge and its suchangs Within
and ocver the eniire social =pace or some of ils privileged regions. fhe

A

sripting on the networks of knowledge’'s distribuiion anc

~h
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revolutionizing effectis o
exchange in the Tiftezenth and sixiteenth century have besn widely acknowledged and
sxtensively studied: the precise effects of ihe information revolution in ithis

century, {ths computeyr, slsctronic mail, etc.!, can only be guessed &t ihs momenti,
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but it can hardly be denied that they have already transformed ihe ways knowladgs is
depioysd and exchanged ihroughout social zgace.t?

in order to make this general claim somewhat more concrete and demonsirats iis
fryitfulness bevond Foucault s particular genealiogical studies, T will

first, historigsl move. It concerns the nation o heterotopia.

V. Heteroigppia'?t

In The Order of Things ang again in & posthumousty published 1947 lecturet®

Foucault introduced the concept of heterotopia. In his usage "heteroiopia” is a
relatively segregated sits in which several, heterogenitc spatial settings coexist
simuitaneously. The heterotopic site is clearly demarcaied from its survounding,
with fixed ang controlled boundarigs, entrances and 2xiis. gctivities in the sits
are coordinated along special "time slices”. and although ﬁjmw may change ovartime,
thiz occure without affecting the mechenism that "doubles” the space at the sile.

There are at least two spatial grids that are at work at the cite at the same time.

ore thai poverns social space in general and the "sther{sl" peculiar 1o the site.
3 B 3
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The doubling effects of spsce allows zgents 1o rzlate to Ob

P

in ways otherwise impossible outside, in social space at large, thus cres ing a
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Setween ithe site and its surrcunding. The "other” space at the site alwavs stands im

-+

ignificant relation ito the rest of ordinary social spaces, designating ov

sSome

Efl

marking them as illusiovnary oy resl, corrupted, normal, healthy, commonsensical,
seriocus, dignified, "ours", eic.

Foucault argues in his lecture that every culture has its own heterotopic
sites ang iis own way to use them: theaters and cemeteries, plsces fTor rife de

pessace, shalters and rafuges, and places to take & holiday.t® In the modern uesi-

~thisz ohaervaiian may now be taken Turther—-—ithe sciences have been sspecially linked



to heterctopic sitss. To be sure, since Piatc’'s &cademy ot least, institutionsal
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production of knowledge has been emplaced, i.s., 11 Ra had a2 relatively demarcatied
place, set apart both soccially and physicslly. Places of knowlesdge have cohanged

along the ages reagarding boib their inner architectonics and their cultural

it

s
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emplacement. Bui only foward the turn of ihs sixteenth century some of thes

]

have become heterotopic in Foucault’'s szpse. A growing number of recent works in ih
history of science could wm.mmwmmﬁmn to support the claim that by tne mad-
seventeenth nmmﬂgwe several types ot hsterotopic sites of knowledge have been
slready ipstitutionalized. One could point, for example, 1o the chemical laburatory
and mechanical operatory, ithe early observatories, ihe sotanicsl garden,'® and ihe
room Of curiositiest® as insiitu-tionalized heterptopic sites.*'” In those garly
scientific heterciopias & special phenomenal Tisld, 2 "zpace nf appearances’ Was
delineated, its sysiematic observation was made possible and it was interpreted in
terms of 3 coovrdinated “space of configuration®. The revolutionary aspect was not
the existiencs of two separate spatial settings in discourse, but that and how the
two resided within the confipe of ihe samz sitie. Phenomena "lpratized” in the site
were ohbsarved, recorded, and carefully corrslated with that which remained

ipvisible. Seventeenth-century emphasis on observation snd experimentaiion may haw

m

drawn attention awav from & smajor function of these segregated places: Torcing the
invisible tc manifest itself, to leave iraces, toc betray a hidden dresence. Yet ihe
invisible appears orRly to the syes of thoss authorized to obssrve it ang only when
caught in the grid of that “other space”. Two people looking at the same spot on the
ground or xt the same coptent of a glass receiver might consirue two differenti
obiscts, and might use twc different spatial grids through which to pose apd vrelate

such objects. for ong Is ap authorized and competent inbabitant of the =zite and the

other is a visitor or a sunport worker., Like fish in water, the objects construed by
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ihe compeisnt inhabitant capnot live outcide their special space, hence the gussiion
of itheir relpcation. or, if that is impossible, their representation, DEUOMES
crucial.t” & network of communication and exchangs is graduaily formed among
heterotopic sities, but oniy privileged residenis of already insititutionalized sitss

ranr use it legitimately. The heisrotepic site is therefors at one and the same time

s mechanism of social exclusion and & set of conditions of visibility, which
tpgether constitute the double =spatial grid at the site and create thsl gap betwesn

it and the social space that surrounds it.

P

LE
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& second wave of heterotopic siies emerged during the nipstesnih Century Wi
the consclidation of the “disciplines”. and this second wave 1s whers most of

Foucauli’'s gensalogical siudigs are concerned. The institutional framsworks in which

th
1

men and women were taken care of-~-for they were sick Or danQercus, for they nesded
education or suppori-—have become sites in which fan has been "localized" sz a
cluster of human phenomena, and "configurated” through the systematic interpreiation
ocf thess phenomens. Since the end of the eighteenth century, so most of Foucauli's
siopries go, those institutions of care Decams mOve and more associated wiih some
discourses of the "human sciences”, which, ip their turn,. betamg moOve angd mpre
interested in observation and manipulation. Bui the second wave expanded beyong the
disciplines: it included zoological gardens., & ﬂwwwauw growing networks of mussums
of natural history, anthropology, and later mmﬁwommw and locsl history.'® as well
s archasclogical and geological sites. Today, it may be safe to say. almest zll
empirical sciences are emplaced within Seterotopic sites. or have specoial bDranches
in such sites: when they are not ﬂvmm epplaced, &.¢., in sconomics, thelyw ztatfus as
empirical or scientific or both iz constanitly challenged. do doubt, the specific

igcation, the levels and modes of segregation and interconnection with sccial space,
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the inner spatial layout, and the patterns of correlation between ihe visible and
the invisible in the heterotopic scientific site have all been continupusly
contested. Yet, at least since the mid-nineteenth century ithe fundamental

B
5

heterotopic nasture of those sites appears as a pervasive, constitutive Teature o

~

sgientific activivy.

In fact, the traditional. all toc proplematic distinction between the numan

zrhatien and Nartfurwissenscha¥ien) can be
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and natural sciences {Ser
partially reformulated on the basis of the distincition between heterctiopic and
nonheterctopic sites of krowledge. It might be arguec that some intellectual

practices. such a3 history, interpretative soriclegy, theoreiical physics or
geograghy are indeed culturally placed. i.e., they are locaied in culturally
demarcated places, & university campus, or & ressarch insititute, but thosze 53 iEE
serve them as regular workplaces, like the post office or the car factory.'? The
aebiects of those sciences appear mwmmsxmwmw in places that are only contingentily
linked to the sites of the discourses that articulate them. By contrast,
experimental physics and molecular biclogy, but alsc philology. perhaps,®®
archaeology, and some branches of lipguistic are largely sei in heterotopias that
comnstitute the spaces in which their objects appear, and are cbserved and
manipulatsd. The networks of sxchange and transmission of knowledgs among non-
neterctopic sites would radically giffer from the one depleyed among heterostopic
ohes. Since in heterctopic sites phenomnena and thelr objecis are o much dependent
on the site 1iself, exchance among heteroctopic sites must include “"chunks” of place
ar precise instruction for its reproduction or for its accurate representation.

Since in non-heterctopic sites the obiects of discourse always lie elsewhere, only

"representations” are about to be exchanged, and with the modern, sophisticaied



means of communication they could be exchanged rapidly and sfficiently, =limineting
the last traces of site-dependent features of discourse. But this site-indepandence.
it must pe noted, iz itself an effect of a certain spatial play in and among sites
of knowledge. Furthermore. systematic and constitutive passages link heterotopic and
nonheterctopic siies of knowlzdgs. Thiz mav be clearly witnessed in intervelatioe
between different zones of activity in theoretical and sxperimental physics, for
example,®t but also in interrelation beiwesn site and office in gecloly,

archaenicyy and histary, &nd anthropology-

Several provisional conclusions may be drawn from this historical diaression,

speculative as it may be. First of all. the clinic appears now nei as an exceplion

nh

rag
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but as a p gmatic

gxample of the rule: the emsrgence of heterstopic sites of knowledge as & permansent
mm-w:ﬂm of the mogern sciences. This suggests that 2t least in the empirical
scisnces, and &t least for the perigd of their institutionalization in culturz, the
site of intellectual activiiy wasz crucial in two respects: &5 a spatial ZxRression
af the culiural demarcation of the new kind of discourse: &3 & set of censivainis,
spatially anchored and articulated, over access to the site and conditions of
visibility and manipulation of objects withis it. Finally. the comparison with non-

heterotaopic sites of knowledge suggests that heterctopic sites of wnowledgs are

linked to each other and related to their surroupding socisl space in radics

oy
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P

different wavs ihan non-heierotopic sites and this Ffact may have Tar reaching
conseqguences. The spatial analysis of discourse cannot be exhausied at the level of
the site; it must include an account of relationship between particular sites and
the socisl space. But ow course, & site is but a privileged intsrsection of

harriers. restriction, ang demarcation in sccial Space. Mo site, nRt only a
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discursive one. can be understood only in iterms of the world encompassed within it,
hecause the differentiation from, intersection within, and commerce agross ihe
fnoundaries are all modes of relation in social space. It is 10 zpcial space itseif

ciuss from Focuauit.

pas

that we should furn now. Once again, [ take my Tirs

. The Three Dimensions ¢f Social Spsce

Frucauli's interest wiib problems relateg to social Space wWas nEVEY sysismaiin

but it was continpugus. It gogss back to Histoire ge iz folie, te the stovy of ihe

"great continement”, ihe imprisonment of the poor, ithe unemployed. of praostitutles
and mad people in a rapidly growing network of “ageneral hospitals” that was spresd

all over Eurcpe within a few vears {(HF 1.I1D). Later, in The Birth of ihe Clinic,

Fpucault describes, as we have seen. the transformation of medical discourse and
sractice in and around the new clinic in terms of reorvganization of spatial
relations. Given ihe centrality of re-spatialization for the institutionalization of

modern medicine it is not surprising that toward the end of the 18tk century

3~

nysicians became “specialisis of space’s "along with the military [iheyl weve ithe

h=]

firet managers of collective space” as Foutaull later chserved {(F/K 139). When

reflecting on the special interest those physicians had in spacs Foucault made,

guits provisionally, S0 1t seems, SOHE neEw diztinctions., Spatial interesis, hs told
Michells Perrot in a 1%77 interview. wWere directed toward four differessnt aspecis o¥

sorizl space: local, environmental conditionss relations and conditicns of co-
exiztences (with others, with cbiects, with animals, and with *he deadls residentes:

and displacemsnt {(i.e., movement alross sorial spacel {P/K 15G-13,
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Theze distinrciions are certainly fuzzy and too narrowly 1l
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point--medgicing ait the turn of ithe siohteenth century: we shou
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more than a starting point.®® Here too we cshould try to go abstract, suspending

"t

ne particular casze in point in faver of a generalization. Local conditignes and the
vague notion of “residences” (i.e.: "the environment. urban problems;” are part of
what I woulg like io call emplacement. Co-exiztences iz clearly one possible effect
of ihe organization of siles (and of entire wmmuo:wu and displacement iz one of the
torms spatial metwork may funciion.®¥  In the discussion of places of knowledge 1
have already made a tacil use of these distinctions, distiguishing beiwsen the
culiural demarcation of a designated place for a itype of inte lzctual activity, the

architectanics of the sits itsel, and ihe network of relationz among sites of

U

(=8
=0
~h

fegrent sorts. tet me make these sxplicit now.

Spatial nelworks are ihe ever changing patisrns of disperszion and
dissemination of bodiss, ohiscts, and relations aver space, thair transmission,
distribution, exchange or communication, and, in gsneral, all regu
transactions between sifes ang across space. Networks, and particular regions Within
them. wariss according o iheir medium, objecis, density. efiec

function. bui ithey are all anchored in physical space, constituiing it as &

meaningful socisl space. & powsr/knouledge complex is always alvasady "netuorked”, =0
1o speak.
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Emplacement has to do with the cultural demsveation o
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& particular set of practices, interactieons, orv Tunctions of & power knowledge

tomplex. & place 1 demarcated space in which practices—-political, sccial,
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At

cultural, or more strictly discursive--assume relatively high degree oF regularity,

and in relation to which positions in cultural and political szystems are defined
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vdirg to access to, Tresdom of movement within, and control over the demarcated

[y
[=Y
-~
-
]

1]

s

+.24 Emplacement refers to the facit that a social, cultural, or oo
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ractices resides scmewhbere in particular, not to the particular wsy
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recidency is arvanpged. Some. bul not alil, privilegsd places say bE constitutad in
well organized sites in which spatial arrangements embody, or betler EmBi&LE, STWE
of the regularities ithat amqu3 the power/knowledge complex: this Iz ihe £a58 of all
a4 nonhetertopic zite like an army Camp, & legal zourt, or
universiiy CAMPUS,
zpatial crganization, or
Thus,

but also of
the a high-tech plant. Some clearly gemarcated places, & modern
tp their innsy

heterotopias

iess indiffsrent
catzoory that includes aany gifferent sites-paiierns.
but not mecgssarily

#nd thzre may well be

for example. may DE BDOIE OF
they may constituts &
the private sphere, Tor example, 1= spatially localized,
organized in according to sny particulsr spatial patisrn.=2.
metaphorical places, i.8., places on & culiural, not necessarily gecyraphical map,
like %tables, %texts or photcgraphs, in which soms cultural fumction mar be zeaid to
recide. =2
The Organization of a site refers to ihe physical--vet always also
symbolically loaded--arrangement o¥ the inner space of & privilsged nlgce.®”  In
#n ovganized site more or less “ixed walues are ascribed to outsr boundariss, poOinis
oFf access into the site itself and into particular regions within 11, there are mOrE
or lesc Fixeg conditions of wisibility, and thers ic ap ovwerall spatizl systsm of
constrainis over sporadic and spentansdus encounters., The oroganization of the site
difierentiates positions ang i¥pes of social agemts, or perhaps inscribss such 2
differentiation unto space, though it is not at %11 clear that the differeniiating
scheme Can 2xist apari of its spatial inscripiion.
Culture works ang Tunctions through complex combinations of sitss

though the mature of those combinations and the relative

ez change among spheres of culiure,
have &iways regulred

and networks,
epatial factors assum

Taxation, fTor example,

emplacements

weight sach
pevicds.
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i
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developed neiwcrks ang clear sites in conirol, but ol always gid it inwolve clear
g

cal activity; religious authority iz usually

[N
e

zmplacement of the economic or pol
emplaced and meiworked, but its rzlisncs on particular architecionics af sites
varies, the site was highly important in ancient Greece and 12 hardly of any
relevance in o modern university campus or among modern protestant denominaiions:
commercialized spori is highly networhkad. emplaced and linked to & gefini
momwmmﬁwﬂmﬁma zrehitectonics of ziies: in ancient Gresce howgver, the olvympic gamss
were very Clsariy saplaced and linked tp a plasned site, but were only randosly

networked through a largsr social spags: ang modern ithesaier is clearly linke to &

feztivals, =tc.} and hardly naiworked &t all. #hen one of the spatial Taciors sinks

itural sphere maintains iis integrity. The

n
=
o

sore dominant, at least &= lomg &5 &
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dizsclut

[

on of & culiural sphere may be described in terms of processss of spatial

cated to & particular culiursl activity
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disintegration--there are ao more sils

{2,g. no more zite for teaching Hebrsw in Saviet Ruszsiad or no move networks for
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nresses) and no longer is cultural activit
wunamxmmwwmwﬁuwwmauwwnmuMaﬁrmnocmﬁﬂwmwam today but wiil soon losg &ven this

backyard as now "malli-towns" are laking the clace of willages). The opppsite is itrue

ya to

Wl
@

¥pr the institutionalization of & culture Wﬁ3m1m1|wm zw have seen with re
scientific hetsrotopia--involves & new spatial integration. The understanding of a
culture must involve understanding of the wey it is emplaced, nelworhked ang linksd
tn sites with defined spatisl syntax. It goss withoul saying that this includes ihe

croduction of knowledge, but as Foucault used to say. 1t goes much betier when taid.
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and it also includes thset special web of power/knowledge/pleasurs. namely sExuali

Y1, The Spatial Deploveent of Sexualily

Fourault was usually reluciant to engags In an absiract methodological
discussicn that would explicate or justify distinciions of that kind, and ong does

not expect him to justify this type of orid over pthers-—and thers are, oT COBrsSE,

mn
w

ope oihers, =mploved, for sxample, by smCial oeoqranhers like Henyd tefehvre or &
zocial thecrist like Davig Harvevy.®7 fly aim is not to prove that this agrid is

vyalid® or tc derive it from a more "Tundamental” iheorstical layer. iy claim 1

rather that Foucault aciually emploved thesm in hi

m

genpalogical work. The deploymsnt
of dizcourses oFf sexuslity since the second hal¥ of the 18t5 century &= described in

the First Yolume of History of Sexuality may Serve as &n BXamp:ze hoth for sach of

the separste spatial gimensions and for their interrelations. Let me cutlins briefly
the spatial interplay in that complex of knowledos-power-pleasurs.

Spatial Netwerks - The emergence of a plethors of discourses of saxualitly uwas
closely related to & growing intersst in populations. The atismpis tc gain

demograghic knowledge of and centrol over populations’ growth and distribution

entailed growing interest in knowledge of and conircl ower patisrns of reproduction
and hencs of serual hehavior. Demographic knowledge and management of population

b
-+

& terr

[51]

presupposed declaring an &rYea & ory ang delinegating iis boundaries, Toming

to know itz miputes de=tails,®® and deploying over that territory overlapping

ut

networks of communications, transportation of forces, iransier of money and goods,

and transmission of knowledags. Several sexual dizcourses were WOVEn intc warious

-

such demuaraphic and tervitorial networks. Somewhsi more vaguely and without



tes of pouwer-knowledge-pleasure in which

(s
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[H]

specitication, Foucauli claims that the

sexuality was shaped and reproducsd served as kpots in 3 network of power rslations,

m

anchors for acts af reproduction and extsnsion of cower/knowledge regimes: they wsre

ot
fm
oy
i

"zitez wherz the initsnzity of p ure and the persistsncy of powesr catod hold, only

to spresd eiszewhsre” (HE 471,

Emplacement - The dizcourse of sexuality had privileged rplaces, e.2., the

bourgecis housze, the church, ithe toarding schowls, and ithen gradually, and

b
1
n
4

zspecially in the second half of the 194k century, medical and psychiairic clind

police stations and prisons ("sexual crime”). These were spaces hauntad by manifold

-+
W

sexualiti

s (HS 47y, "sites [thatd radiated discourses Fthstl zimed at sex” iHE 315,
in which scattsred sexualitiss rigicdified, become stuck to &n &g8, a piace, a tres

of practice," {HE 438), these were ihe glares to which normal and {gifferent types

nncrels

]

of1 abrormal ssxual beshavior were szsigned particular places. To thess

191h century novel,
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ihe canpnic novel on the one hand (cf. Miller 19387 and the scandalous, conies

novel on the other hang (HS 21-43}.

“h

froanization of the szite -. Some places of sexuslity came with their specitic

architzctonic, which, in the nwmw.o+ the boarding school, for examgle, grplicitly
i1ook into scrount children sexuality (HE 27-83. Mew spatial relaticns among
individuals {as both subjects and objects in the eamercging sexual discoursss) wers
physically arranged and socially coded: new arrvangements of rOGmSs in the hOuse, NEwW

chools. and clinics, etc. (HS 44; cf. PrK 150). ALl these sites were

plans For

m
n
]l

radically dif¥ferent from an sarlier organized site of sexual discourse, the
canfeszional. The location of this cell within the church and 1ts specific layou

canstituted irreversibility of gaze and gpeech, nonraciprocsl relations of listenin

1]



Fa
s

ok

G

4

crestnes

[H]

n

and seeing, =nd & partial oi the confessing perscon {nct seen when

he/she iz confessing but may alwavys Ge observed when going intc or out of a

YII, The Speiialization of The Bubject

"N

ization of sexwality may provide us with & privilsged perspectivs

~
a
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o
0
-
(2]
W
b
(2

upon Foucsult's work as a whole. Locking backward from the waniasge point of the

X

iztory of Sexuality one may clearly see how Fougaultl deals, repgatedly and from

different perspeciives, with guestions of self and subjectivity in & way that
uwnifies his work, malrge lui (cf. AK 17: TS 1%). This unifying intsrest in
subiectivity has been widely acknowledgeg by Foucauli’'s readers, Tollowing his own

self-description. In one of hic latest interviews Foucault described his project as

xes of "hisioricsl

]
m

censisting of thres domains of gsnsalogical invesitigation, thrs
ontology" of the self: in relation to knowledge, power, and ethics ("On the

Genealogy of Ethics” in Dreyfus and Rabinow 1783, Z37).%% The historical antology

b
a9

tion ©

il

of the self may be interpreisd as an slabor n gngoing atismpt o
dizceminate ihe modern subiect.d® Such am atiempt was already alluded 1o isn

Foucault’

&N

first explicit, systesmatic r=fledtion upon the course of his work and

its dazziing itinerary, i.e., the AX. Beferring to his three previcus books (HF, BEC,
MC: the omizsion of ihe book on Roussel is significant) he describes his project as

an ohterprise by which one triss o throw off the last anthropological consiraints:
an =nterprise that wishes, in return, i5 rewveal how these constrainis could come

about” (AKX 15). He hat gradually vealized that his  “studiss of madness and the

o
1

o
I
i)
e

ying of psychology. of illness and the beginning of clinical medicine, of ihe

nces of life, languaoe and economics” were attempts to discover the "historical

n
I}
=
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possibility” of ihe debate on humanism and anthropology (18id.). Understood in its
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“anthropologizsd” marxism, between Sartre of The Critigue of Dialsciical Hepason and

Lewi Strau
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= of The Savaoe PMind, and it concernsd the possibils
subjectivity and of history as motivated and carried foruward by ihe agsncy of fres
subjecis.

For foucsult, that debate itself was 51111 caught within the metaphysical

framework of "traditional”, "total” history, the xind of history that turns
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monuments into documents. Against this history he prese
nistory. one that turns documents into monuments (A¥X Introducticn). "Tradiiional”
(modern?: histaory in its varicus Tpr®s 13 assccisted with continuity,

coversionty of consciousaess” ang the ides of "thne founding subject” (8K 1Z2%.

bl
-+
31

rival, {postmodern?) Archazolagy. 1s characiervized by attention io disrupiions,
disparity., and discentinuities. But ne less than that it isz engaged in a comstant

act of "sacrifice”, the sacrifice of the modern subject of krnowledges {"Migt:z

11
in)
fl

Gepealogy. History", LOCMP 16Z2-84). The metaphysical, founding subjieci. whoss

hepomena is alwavs higden yet whose rgign over
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presence in the realm O

o

]

i
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s total and continuous, in now  abandoned. Instead, ons turns to a seriss ©

[

archaeclogical. then penealogical situdies that ivy to disperse thiz subject {c¢7.
£.0., AK 549), draw it back io the minute series of actions and reacliions, exSrCiss
of ¥orces owver bodies, which comrstantly try to sanciify tsmporary rvelations of
domination and inscribe them into bodies, institutionz, and scriptures. The nsw kind

of history pronaunced in the Archaecicgy and which Foucault practicesz from Histoire

de 1a Folie at least till the

=t
b
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censtantly ang insxtricably linked io

[H]

irst volume of ihe Hisiory of Sexuality 1

%N

this N

n

storical ontology of the modern szlf. The dscomsiructive Enterprise W&s
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carrizd inde=d alopg throe axss: As a subject of knowledge the modern self was

disseminaied in Histpire ce ia Folis, The Birih of

[ B

-hG5E53 &3 an agent of power It was taken apart In boin Histoire g da Foplis and

Discipling and Punish, and as & moral apemt ithat shapes 1is own identity through

action on itself and others the self was deconstructed in goth HY

b
fiy

(2

P 1o~ £ -
foire de 15 Fo

BH

g Histoery oF Sexuality (DPrev¥us and Rabinow 1983, o. 2373,

This view of ihe Foucaultian enterprise as centered around ihe dissemination

T4
T

of the modern subjeci may be broadened and refined by ithe zpatial analvszis. It is my

tha
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m

the ongoing destructive genealpgy of the subject can be read as the

enealoaical reconstruction of the charging pailterns and the ditferent,

]

n

interrelated cimenzions of spatialization of subjectivity.®!

from the relatively narrow perspective of & single discouyrse O group of

o

=

W

14}

ubject is a function of discourss ithst a3E0C1

(11}

discourses, & spatializec

nosition and authoriiy with specific spatial zettings. The ppsition ano authority of
the spatialized subisct, {ihe structured Tieids in which her words, gaie and hands
arz ernabled and constirained) are, ati least in pari, effscts of the privilesed place
with which an individual ic associated, the architecisnic of the szite fTrom and in
which she speaks and acts, and the varicus netwarks that allow her austhority o
transcend those privileged spaces which guaraniess her subjectivity. From a broadey
perspectiive that does pot tie subjectivity to & particular discouvrse. & spatialized
subject iz an individusl whose various fields of possibilities {for action,

aroduction, reproductian, @iscourse, stc, are siructured, st least in part, by the
: . : 2 E : :

-

I

complex interrslations betwesn sites, places and networks, In his geneslogic

studies Foucault has given evidenge for four such domains of structuration. 1. The

oL

confinement of the mad io mental hospitals, the observatiion #F their behavior an
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ts manipulation within the shelier of in azylum, relais one’ s raticnality to ihe

rH
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tiatization of madness in & itriple link: Ratipnality is related: a.

()

o

mn

sites in which the irrational is defined, classified and conirolleds b. to the very

emplacement of the division betwesn ihe ratinnal and the irrational; and c. 1o ihe

variocus mechanisms that deploy neiworks of demarcation beilwesn the sane and the mad
throughout social space. <. The exposurse of the boedy in the snace of ithe hospiial
relates one = own body to the place where ithe desterioration of that body and iis
coming death is objectified, diagnosed and proghnosticatsd. One’s well-being, 1% an

o
]
ok

zf¥pct of one = position in s medical and para-medical netwark, Parts of 1

pecial knot, being & source of knowiedge and &

m

netweri rely on the hospital &3 a
legitimator of conirol: other Lnots, to which Foucault alluded when taiking aboutl

the Greek care of the self. reiy on the "health centers” "nutrition centers’,

wathiztic centerz” and the like. 3S. The institutionalization of the carscral penal
svetem relates one's civility and political being (&= well as the specific part ang

o

akes 3n civic-space™®) to the place in which illegality is demarcated,
obisctifisd. *the place where its classifications are materialized and predictions
verified. Like ithe hospital. prisen toe i3 hooked to various networis and sites of

political, legal, and therapeutic discpurses and nower-ra2lations, and is & RECESEAYY

conditisn for their funciioming. 4. Fipally, sexualiiy, as we have S280 Lraverses
the ontire social space: it is emplaced in asylums, clinics. and prisens, angd in
their {sceaingly} perfect Zounter-place, ihs decent bourpecis house, angé through
them spatialized in detsils, Tn *hese four cdomeins subjectivity is zpatialized both

a5 an obisct of warious discourses as well as a functiion angd =ffect of discourses. &

o statements and & constraint on their produciion
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In &l Four domains the ithree spati

iz self-svident. As far as the organization of the site is concernad. It is clear,
and exniicitly argued by Foucauli, that the spatialization of the subliect iz 4

151
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H
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reason Ffor and result of the heteroctopic nature of disciplinary

ot

condition for the possibility of ithe constitution of ithe moders subject gus “"ian®.
However. the role of the twd oiher spatial imterplays. hardly discussed by Foucaultl,

needs Ffurther exslication.

]
o+
[
1]

neither self-szvident nor necessary. ihet 3 cultural division betwesn,
for sxamplz, madngss and sanity would be emplaced; nol alwavys i1 has been and not

ivisions that reosemble it ars. Thus, to give a counter-example, the diviszion

s
g
Yot
L

bztwsen poor and rich has never been cuite successfully emplaced, despits repested

efforts of different regimes to do 35: €.g., the &nciene regime, by the convinsment

Iy

[

of the poor together with the mads postmodern capitalist repimez, by throwing the

soor to ining them o gethoss. Similarly, Tor ethnic or religious
divisions in socisty, which ars ofien. buil not always, emplaced. Socleties differ,

it iz imporiant to nots here. in the degree to which they tend to Inscribe in space

(]

their &

1j

in divisiens iof gender, race, cresd, etc.). It i3 often srgued that apcisnt

ang primitive socisties tend io do that more rigidiy, svstematically, and

KN

significantly than modern ones. But the examples above show that the difference is

not in degres but in kind, and formation.®® Lack of clear emclacement means

. Socisiiss would tend ic

[

deficient mesans of objectification, knowlsdge, ang contro
smnlace thase they have intersst ito differentiste in order to know and conivol, &nd
they would tend to differeniiate and know etter those they are capable of
emplacing. But the pobr, one may argue, are not differentisied and contrcllied by

patial mechanismz, but rather, it is obvious, by eoconcmic relation:s of production.

H

.

Economic differsnces, however, require emplacement and reprodacs 11.7%° & mobils




m

o

pe

-
k4

Ty ay

Gaum judWol TPITA0L

Sem SARD

osk

-1

22—

1

J3 UanG MO

21

£11 4o Durpueissapun

Sw23 By TREIy

o1ut

11 Aytredodway

2lUOITADY-0IT}BIE33

i

It

U
s
[<7]
N

o

1

o2

St

wayt 49 butyy

i
T

go -erpInem juswdinda

1

£

sTseq 34l U0

0

ur

sATTEWMILIONE UIABR JOU

e

4t puUBy

razeds

S5E7

ir

o

saap

1o

i

1l

ey

fe
it

4]
ke

- .

ey SIu} Al2ATiE0aN

S

%
3+

[

s
~h
5]

34

[y

4

o

my 4ot

b
T

2

H

]
afl

-+

Edé auy

T
E

35 4

1

snbbapisy BWTL PUP DU

L oayl S104m

noge bdutmoiIo

k!
3

b

)

MOUY £0 S3ITS 314030433134

-abpaz

[e4AN: T

A

=]

Terans a8a0 padoidap soanedu.

ayeds

¥

sTya2fge pue

e

fUAIDOu

LUBY, UsB}ESp

pINo3

2l

noyyTe bBurag ojur

3

ssa4y

punog

AT TuswNny

L4348 YUY ING

£0 =aT4¥puUneg

=

$f
=

AZATUR 343

noibITa4

TUTIBROD

A3TRuSpI-4ias

L0

ue

TENpIATRUT

se

g

f34MIIND B L0 A3quaw

(83

ERAITRE

Fdnoab

1rd

)

g " BABY

<4341 ANy

¥I

10U ST

yeTyeds SAEMIE AA¥Y SIANLIND

=%

~4T3S

£0 A3TRHUSBRE

“caBouaw AISUL

2g

Azy saidwexy

L17]

[N

Wl

pInays

Apadde

-+

apow 4o yuawadteidws syl 2alilrsdsiad yesn

.

b1l

m

m
gnl
O
r

1T oAA0W B4l pue

YEY

(H

1 32eds payiomiat

s

PR

s

Aoy yurad

[N

E¥3Thu

~k

=]

343 1eyy 9s1e

A0l

BIo1445

i |

fa

=]
n

-

i

ys

%A0m d

Sut

dem AU JAZa3s3YM SRUEY

o
-

puoman SieTndiuse 49

pue

2Td9Tes

n

A G

But

m

s

14
ot

ATy 4

s>etdws

=

f5u0 P

sEaTuUn



institutionalized through the disciplinmes and articulated through the discoursss of

the "human sciences”. Fositively
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ihe space prepared Tor him man
hae becoms present at hand in different degrees of proximity and that he does Tiil

and fipally, it may b2 that only on the basis
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¥ forms of modevn spaiislization it has become possible fer man io
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IT1, Spatialization Is Trapmcendental

Mow, howsver, after "the death of Man”, the paradovical nature of
doubls® has been recsolved into the three different axes through which
iz comstituted a3 & subject: knowladge {self as abject, a5 & ﬁﬁmam amaong things).
powsr {self as =z freedom among ociher free agents), and sthics (s=l1f as raflaxive,
capable of posing itsslf as the cbject of its ocwn intention). In all three

dimensions of relationz both time and space lose their franscendentsl character,

o

different forms of temporality and spstiality are copstructed, changing Trom one

discurcive Tormaition to another and from one hisiorical contexi io anocther. %  Bui

s
14

there is another sense in which spatialization, (ancd not only teanoralizationis™,

n
)
=t

remzins transcendental: the spatialization of discourse, both within {space

appearante end ohijsci~formation) and without {scrial space) is & condition Tor ibe

m

possibility of discourse, of dizcourss-powey relations, and hence of th
comstitution of both subjects and objscts. That subjectivity has beep historicized

means that spatializetion may be =ald now to ground the very possibiliiy of

The fact that we have been aple to reach this somewhat surprising conclusion

from the vantags point to the (posimodern) dezconstruction of ithe (modern) subject

o



should not mislsad us. The geconstruction of the subjert does not mean iis

ywe volumes of History of Gexuality) and its reconstrucition &5 & function, an sffect

a¥, or & nucleus of resistance io thiz or that regime of discourse and DBOWEY. This
hisztoricization ohevs, however. a iranscendental scheme, never to be articulates by
Foucault. let alons justified {for grounding was never part of hisz dob?t). I an
not able to spell out the entire layout of that scheme and what I am capablie of

ving is bevond the scope of this saper.®® Bul the above recpnstruction of ihs

111}

may suppori

n

spatial dimension in Foucault's archaeclogical and genealogical analyel

s more limited, yet by no means more modest claim regarding the itranscendental role
of spatialization.
Spatialization, not space. Noie that spatialization cannot be reduced Lo $Bace

%z & "conteiner" in which things =sxist. and in which they relate o =ach other in

relations of proximity. dirscition and Zontainmenti. Ta reduce spatial relsiions to an

zation of spatiality

i~y

an grid is but one of 1he possible material

o~
.

ctuclidian or a Kan

pperation” of

on iz & dynamic, multidimensional

=8

ializat

~+
Y

Mm.mwmm051mm. Sna
interrslations snywhere words relate to cbiects and power 10 frzedom {or actione Lo
sther actiops). Saving this is also not sisply reiterating the itrivial, 1.8, that

numans arg creatures that =xist in {a Kantian) space end therefors everyining human

laim-—or rather the claim implied by ths

[a]

can be describgd sub specie geomeirica. MMy

Foucauliian project—-is that an active. ongoing and ever changing censtitution of

-

& a rondition for ihe possibiiliy for human

h

spatial relations of different types

sxperisnce, both the experience of "things" and the sxperisnce of the =glf.
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Fouwcault is often said, ang rightly s0., to be a Kanitian of a sori.?® It is
therefore worth roting what happens to Kant's space and its constitutive role &3 3
form of intuition st ihe basis of the transcendental subject. Most striking is ibe
fact that the relation betwsen space and subject has besn invertied: the former is
not part of ihe irapscendental structure of ihe istier but & tramscendenial
condition for the possibility of ithe subjiect’'s alwarys historical constitution. Space
remains, however. a transcendental form of experienze, a condition of possibility
fnr the consiitutien and vecognition of objects. But in whal sense precisely? YWords
and ohiectis are mediated through discourss, in which both the gaze and the statemsnt
{enbnee) have necessary spatial correlatives, and those cannot be regucsd ic 2sCh
other but are inseparably linked {AK xx: Delesuze xx-xx). Discourse delinsatiss a
SPECE o+.wﬁwmmww:nmw_ in which phencomena ars spatially differentizted and related,

as well as interpreted ihroush certain. specific spatial and conceptual grids {cf.
above ¥x}.®% However, thought through discourse. 3pace is noi merely the a-

priori, passive form of external experience, which is given alwars alrsady "in
space": it is neither a "containsr® in which every Ghiect must “have a place”, nor &
set of relations thati must exisi between material objects, though it may be all
tnese as well. Discourse always consistis of ap active soment of spatialization, ot
setting objscts in a network of spatial relation, of constituting the mﬁmnmmwﬁ
spatial arids through and in which objects are experisnced, spoken of, obssrved, and
manipulated. for no sute, single transcendental. never changing form of
spatislization is pre-given asz & congdition for the possibility of discourses raihsr.
epecific, ever changing forms of spatialization are historically constituted in ang

through discourse.®® As an 3s5pE

but s a tran

Wy

transcendental; it

siready embodied within a specatf

ct of discourse, spatialization iz indesd
scendental always already histaoricized, alwars

ic complex of power—knowledge regime.
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This empodiment itssif. however, presupposes another form of gaiiali

-h

the spatisiization of discourse itsel in sgcial space. Abowe I have suggssied thres
giztinct yet linked spatial operations that relate discourse--in Tatt any regular
form practice--to social space: organization of & site, demarcation of s place,
mmmwowammﬁo+mvmﬁgowr.m would like %o turm what may appear a% the coniingeni, OF

provisionel result of an interpretive snalysis into & transrendental claim. My claim

that these *three spatial mechanisms are always at work in the production and
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reproduciion of discourse, that the specitic forms of their consisilation constituts
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the limit, hence the possibility, of discursive praciices, henos ©
within discourse. No doubt, in different regimes of nower-knowlsdge sach &f these

spatial settings may assume differenti importance ralative to the iwe othersi this is
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ihe fact that the transcendsntal is alwavs re
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hut an aspett ©
For exampls, neiwork was much more imporiant in eighteenth century medical discourse

than in iis contemporary biclogical discourse; 1D thealogical discourss, then and

[§£]

now, place has been more significant thas the two snther Tactors: or. to take ontg

N

sz have witnessad, since ih
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gxuslity, varigus sexusl discour
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senth century, ithe growing weight of the architectonics of the site
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of dizcourse. Sometimes, the significance of one of ihe spatial momentis may SEE®

rganization for modern philosophy: deployment of

L]

reduced fo nihil: e..3. site
=,

network tor ap ssoieric cult. But this changing modes of interface among ihe ihree

mechaniss should not blind us from sesing that & temporary annihilation of a

[
]
11}
~+
1%
[
b

spetial facior is one nommHUMMMﬁw of its materialization, and that in cne Tora ofF
another spatialization is always materialized alang these thrse
the examples of the Foucaultian geneslogies o¥ the mental hospital, the clinic,
srison and sexuality suggest that the zpecific form of the in

“axes" accounis, in part, at least. Tor various aspecis of the discursive aciivity
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anthropologists would tend 1o overamphasize
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metworks thet crosz socisl space and gives 1t a2 unity and various 4983rees o
ars usually studisg by gepgraphers. But from the point of view of the ons intaresisd

in discourse. in power/knowledge complexes, all three spatial dimensions have 1o be

-+

tn zach and to their peculiar intserelation.

o

ronsidered 2t once, both with regarc
Grniy when such a comprehensive picturs iz attempisd--the &bOvVe was but a shaky
skotch towsrd it--cap ane start delineating the seculiar presence of snatialization

n modern insiitutions of power and knowledge. One can do this, NOWEVEN, ocnly 1o

b

the =xient that one realizes +ihe structure of what I have called "iranscendental

of thinking.

[51]
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spatialization” and use it as & guide in ihe proce

1aim? HNot unlike the Kantian transcendsntal #ind,
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cyistence of {concrete forms of) discursive fand ron—-discursive} practices. The

thematization of these forms, however, their formulation and justification, are nct
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patializatio

i

transcendentally derived. The thsmatization of

torical forms of spatialization and their trancsformaiions.

i

recanstruciions of bi
Theee empirical-historicist reconsiructions are necessary 10 Xeep the trenscendential
aroument alive ang well, or refute it in dus COurss. The sxiraction of a
transcendental structure is a prodgust of hermensulil agtivity.®” the

transcendental argusent is hermepeuitically reconsiructed, sat transcendentally
derived: it can exist only in and ithrough Rigtoricization., in the archseciogical
studies that decipher regularities {ardsrs or structures) of spatialization, and in
the genealogical studies that follow the details of these siructurses’
crystallization and deformations. Spatialization, form this poinit of visw, consivue

s partial cuiline of the horizonp for resesrch in the history of discourse, social
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Hisgtory and social theory.

i theory (Giddens 1984; Hillier 17984:. & fTew others have

realized this fTor socis

taken Tirst stsps in the history and sociclogy of science {Shapin and Uphir

1990 .9%  These historical and sociological studiss are not only given hare thelr
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givin

]

"spaztial” hovizon; modesi as they are so far, they ars slrszady capable o
2ome Support 1o the transcendental claim and are necEEsary in order to further

refine and corvoborats i,

However. in the context of gsography and other sogial sciences intsrestsd in

sgeial spsce, space itself becomes the ohject that inhabit the "inner” spaces of &

o+

sarticular discourse and the proposed distinciion beiween three spatial mechanisass
is ro more than the grid used--or one that might be used--in a particular giscoursa.
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can such 2 grid claim a transcendental status? Note firsi, that ihe spsiia
a product of an “Archasology” or a "Genealogy”, of discoursec on other discourses,

5 of =orial or gecgraphical space. Geography and

Ity

not particularly of the analys

u

sccial theory--ig the sxtenst that they are atiuned at all to Fougaultian discourse--
may borrow this grid from & discourse. which from their point of view is & king o1
meta-discourse, & critical reflection on their own practices.®® Thai Foucault's

dizrourse claim the status of a meta-discourss is, I think., an inevitable result of
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Fourault s thoughi, that afier all Foucault too. or at lsast his philosophicslly
minded roagers, cannot escape the pradicemsnt of the philosopher. 1.8., the one who
triec “tg ithink*. Henge, sven 17 the spatisl distinctions I have proposed above

ingesd gxoress no mors than ihe shadow of an sphemeral grid employed by & Currsnt

n

geoaranhical diszourse, ihey cannot be reduced 1o such a grid. They are not only an
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Notes

1. See for example “Questions of Geography”, “The Eye of Power” (both in Foucault 1980), and “Space

Knowledge and Power” (Rabinow 1984).

2. See for example “The Subject and Power” and “On the Genealogy of Ethics: An Overview of Work in Progress”

(both in Dreyfus and Rabinow 1983).

3. The distinction between metaphoric and literal language of space is problematic. of course, and can be
maintained only with regard to a fixed context of use. Spatial metaphors are employed and displayed throughout
Foucault's work, but especially in his earlier writings in literary theory. See e.g., “Preface to Transgression” and

“Bantasia in the Library” {(Both in Foucault 1977) and Death and the Labyrinth: The World of Raymond Roussel

(Foucault 1986). Foucault explains his use of spatial metaphors to speak about discourse by the need to bypass “the
model of individual consciousness with its intrinsic terporality”. Spatial metaphors are “strategic”, they enable “one
to grasp precisely the points at which discourse are transformed in, through and on the basis of relations of power”

(Power/Knowledge, pp.69-70).

4. Most notably in the Birth of the Clinie, with its “primary”, “secondary”, and “tartiary spatialization[s]” but also
Y Y 3 Iy S1

spaces of “localization” and “configuration” (BC 3-16); and see below xx).
P B

5. Alongside The Birth of The Clinic Foucault was writing his book on Raymond Roussel (Foucault 1986); both

books were publish in 1963. As Deleuze has convincingly argued (Deleuze 1986), Foucault's attention to visibility
and its relation to the language of things on the hand and, on the other hand, the space in which they appear, relate

to and differ from each other, pervades both books, which in so many respects are so different, and links them in

a surprising way.
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6. Cf., for example, Foucault’s description of the deployment of “general hospitals” throughout France in the last
hundred years of the ancien regime, (MC, ch. 2; and below xx). The general hospital was a place that inhabited
" strange power that the king establishes between the police and the courts, at the limits of the law”, in which the
bourgeoisie mingled with the monarchy to the exclusion of the church. This exclusion pushed the church to
reorganize its own network of closed institutions and compete with the court over the right and power to confine

and provide aid to those who deserved confinement.

7. Elsewhere (Ophir 1988) I have argued elsewhcre that is possible to reconstruct the fundamental difference
between Foucault’s three epistcmes as a difference between three distinct modes to conceive or arrange the
phenomenal domain as a system of signs, and accordingly a difference between three types of relations between
signifier and signified. In the Renaissance signifieds could always appear on the phenomenal surface, becoming
signifiers in their turn, but there was no fixed code or necessary ontological relation that linked the two relata. In
the Classic episteme signifiers and signified are related through fixed codes yet they are ontologically separated;
the signifieds, whether Platonic Forms or types in a table, remain invisible in principle, never to be perceived (and
hence never to become signifiers in their turn). In the modern episteme the signified remains invisible, but it is
ontologically related to its signifier. signification occurs precisely because the signifier is a part or aspect of the
signified that “expresses” the signified’s hidden nature, and because it is the nature of the signified to be overtly

manifested through various, partial expressions.

8. Foucault later summniarizes this point in the Archacology of Knowledge. The constitution of the subject of

medical discourse, the position of a doctor, who is at one and the same time the “direct questioner, the observing
eye, the touching finger, the organ that decipher signs...” involves “a whole group of [spatial] relations” Those
included: “relationship between the hospital space as a place of assistance, of purified, systematic observation, and

of partially proved, partially experimental therapentics, and a whole group of perceptual codes of the human body




3
... relations between the doctor therapeutic role, his pedagogic role, his role as an intermediary in the diffusion of
medical knowledge, and his role as a responsible representative of public health in the social space” (AK 53). For

more on Space in medicine, see e.g., Kelly & Sanchez, 1990.

9. Hillier and his colleagues at the University College, London, have been working for more than a decade on a
sophisticated methodology for the articulation, formalization and quantification, but also generation, of spatial
relations in social space. Their spatial syntax is based on three simple distinctions: _.um:amm: closed and open cells;
between a space distributed among cells that shape its fornt and structure collectively and a non-distributed space

enclosed within one cell; and between symmetrical and non-symmetrical spatial relations (Hillier and Hanson 1984).

10. Classifying these tluee types of links I have already presupposed a three dimensional conception of social

space which I explicate below.

11. This section is based on my part in S. Shapin and A. Ophir, “The Place of Knowledge: A Methodoelogical

Survey”, Science in Context 4:3-21 1991

12. See Foucault's remarks on the heterotopic nature of the Chinese encyclopedia in Broges (OT xvi-xx) and of

Other Spaces”, Diacritics 16:22, 1986.

13. For a systematic survey of the (up to now not 100 extensive) literature concerning those early sites of

knowledge see Shapin and Ophir 1990. An exemplary analysis of the site of a chemical laboratory is given in O.
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 Hannoway, “Laboratory design and the Aim of Science: Andreas Libavius versus Tycho Brahe”, Isis 77:585-610,
1986. The mechanical operatory of Robert Boyle is analyzed in details, with deep sociological insights in 8. Shapin,
*The House of Experiment in Seventeenth-Century England”, Isis 79:373-404, 1988. To this study and to some

fruitful conversations with its author T owe a great debt.

14. On representation of objects as a problem of displacement and transmutation see Latur 1987, ch.2, and Shapin

and Schaeffer 1985, ¢h.2.

15. On the emergence of the museum of history see e.g., Bazin 1967 and Impey and MacGregor 1985.

16. 1t is plausible to expect, I think, that the more sophisticated a production process becomes, i.e., the more it
involves the production and transmission of knowledge, the more heterotopic becomes the nature of its site. The

high-tech plant may be a good example. (Kunda 1992).

17. ? least in so far as philology deals with rare manuscripts. These can hardly be found today outside the
archive, in which they are not simply stored but usually classified and arranged in ways that project on space
divisions of time and genres, as well as genealogies of transcriptions. The library, according to Foucault, became
really heterotopic, a site for the spatialization of history, only in the nineteenth century with the desire “to enclose
in one place all times, all epochs, all forms, all tastes, and the idea of constituting a place for all time that is itself

outside of time and inaccessible to its ravages” (Foucault 1986, 26).
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18. On the exchange between heterotopic and non-heterotopic sites in physics see P. Gallison, “The Trading Zone:
Coordination between Experiment and Theory in the Modern Laboratory”, paper presented at the International

Workshop on the Place of Knowledge, Tel Aviv and Jerusalem May 1988.

19. However, this attempt to differentiate aspects or dimensions of social space may be understood in terms of the
two distinct spatial settings within discourse. What Foucault actually does here is trying to render social space itself
into a "space of localization”, the space in which social phenomena take place, and at the same time to understand
that very same space as a “space of configuration” for a new group of cbjects. But whereas the theoretical aspects
of social space are worthy a serious theoretical effort, I am concerned here mainly with its relation to the

production of knowledge through discursive practices and complexes of powerfknowledge.

20. Residences, so it seems, are but one form of coexistence (with neighbors, animals and objects, at least; P/K
150). Local environmental conditions are essential only if one believes that objects--of discursive or non-discursive
practices—with which one is concemed are directly affected by them. Finally, displacement is but one aspect of

one’s concern with territory and the social space at large.

21. There are blocks’, like the educational institution, Foucault observes, “in which the adjustment of abilities,
the resources of communication, and power relations constitute regulated and concerted systems” (PfK 150). These
“blocks” are the disciplines, each of them being a perfect example of my “privileged place”. But privileged places
do not necessarily inhabit disciplinary institutions, (e.g., the court; the temple, the place of the prophet), and unlike
the disciplinary institutions, some blocks of power/knowledge are not emplaced in organized sites (e.g., the modern

banking system, or the printed and electronic media).
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22. Though the particular pattern chosen is significant. The differentiation of rooms in a house is always part of

a certain form of power relations among its inhabitants (cf. P/i{ 148-49).

23, Barthes claims, for example, that photography has become the place of death in modern culture. Cf. R.

Barthes, La Chambre claire, (Paris: Gallimard 1980). This suggestion should be taken literally, I think, meaning

the metaphorization of certain cultural phenomena, the encounter with death in Barthes's case, the fact that direct
experience becomes inaccessible, always mediated through its representations. But then too, those metaphorical
places would always have a necessary material-spatial component, the tangible photograph, and a cultural agency

distributes reproductions all over the social space.

24. Spatial syntax cannot be reduced to spatial semantics, even when the semantics of social space is utterly
intelligible and the meaning of symbols created by spatial formations is o_uioam and evident. In fact, whenever
social meaning is embodied in spatial elements there are more cells designated by a special mark that specifies
them and makes them unchangeable vis-a-vis other cells in the same space. In other words, more semantics means
more constrains on possible spatial relations, on movement and visibility. Cf. Hillier and Hanson 1984, pp. 9-18;

207-222.

25. Cf. e.g., the work of umoacmm.mﬂoér who reconstructs the growth transformations of the “knowledge of the

territory” of the French state, from the beginning of the monarchy to the Third Republic (Revel 1991).
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' 26. A somewhat different description of the “modes by which in our culture, human beings are made subjects” is
given in another late interview, “The Subject and Power (also in Dreyfus and Rabinow 1983). Cf. Rabinow's

presentation in his Introduction to The Foucault Reader (Rabinow 1984, 7-11),

27. Tt is usnally acknowledged that “the most general theme of Foucault's work has been the problem of the
subject” (Rabinow 1984, 12). But with the shifting of attention to self and self-formation it may seem that Foucault
projects retrospectively a unifying theme on his work {(e.g., MecCarthy 1991). This is a mistake that results, I
believe, from an overemphasis on Foucault's shift from the formation of the self by others to patterns of self-
formations. The theme of the care of the self is not a return to the modern subject or to a modern concept of
freedom but an attempt to examine ways the self did in the past and may in the present participate in its own

formation and resist the forces of normalization.

28. The embodiment of the subject too, of course. However, the body in Foucault has received much attention,
whereas the spatialization of embodiment has not. The body--of the condemned or the prisoner, of the homosexual
that have come out of his closet, or of the woman constantly on (ever changing diet), as much as the soul--of the
authentic self, of the criminal pervert, or of the neurotic mother, are constituted in and through mechanisms of
spatialization. ?? Note also that by no means do I claim that Foucaultian genealogies may be reduced to or

exhausted by this kind of spatial reconstruction.

29, The geographers have much to say about this; see, e.g, A. Kirby, The Politics of Location, (London: Methuen

1982); Harvey xxx.
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