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OntheStatusoftheSubjectinLukacs,Jameson，

andFoucault

KatsuakiTaira

Thenovelhaslongbeenconsideredasaformofculturalsublimation，

asapsychologicaltextwhichconnectsoneontologicalpositiontoanother・

Infact,thenoversinvolvementwithpsychoanalysishasbeenthesubject

ofnumerousstudies､lStevenMarcusJorexample,addressesthecomplex

entanglementofthenovelandpsychoanalysisbydefiningpsychoanalysis

asa“tribute…paidtoacultureinwhichvariousnarrativeandfictional

formshadexertedforcenturiesbothmoralandphilosophicalauthority

andthathadproduceｄａｓｏｎｅｏｆｉｔｓｃｈｉｅｆｃｌｉｍａｘｅｓｔｈｅｇｒｅatbourgeois

novelsofthenineteenthcentury､''２BoththenovelandpsychoEmalysis

developatendencytoattaintheirculturalapotheosisasanauthorityin

sharedculturalspaces，Imbricatedwitheachother，however，both

psychoanalysisandthenovelshape，andareshapedbytheempirical，

materiallymanifestsubject・Thisshapingprocessisdialecticalinthat

theverypresentationofanauthorityinduceswhatEdwardSaidcallsa

“molestation,，’adestabilizationofthegivenauthoritywhichentails

revision，ortheconstructionofanewauthority､３Ｆｏｒexample，ifthe

subjectenvisionsareality，theReaL‘withitsphantasmagoric

undefinability,willinvariablychallengetheauthorityofthesubject,and

forcesrevisionoftherealitypresentedbythesubjecL

Sinceallrepresentationalauthoritiesaresusceptibletodeconstruction，

thediscursiveoperationtoestablishauthoritycanneverescapefrom

ｂｅｉｎｇｅｍbroiledintheprocessofself-contradictionAsaconstituentof
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thedialecticmove,therefore，thesubjectiseverburdenedwithastatus

thatisbothtransitoryandparadoxical、Although-despitethethreatof

post-structuralandpostmodernapproaches-thesubjectisoftenposited

ascontinuousandnormative，thecomprehensionofthepastshouldnot

bepremisedonsuchastabilizedandstabilizingviewofthesubject､The

constructionofthesubjectandｔｈｅｉｍｐａｃｔｉｔｈａｓｏｎｏｕｒｂｅｌｉｅｆｉｎｔｈｅ

realityofthepastshouldbeconsideredmorecautiously，forthevery

criticswhomweentrusttoexplicatetheinfluenceofthenovelandthe

relatedsignificanceofsubjectformationcannothelpbutbesubjects

themselvesConsequently，theyalltooeasilydiscardtheirsearchforthe

reaLandendupanthropomorphizinghistory・Astheyinterpretit,they

insertthepastintothesubjectiverealmoftheirownexperience、After

alLwecanneverescapefromourperspectives,evenif,orratherexactly

because，ourintentionistorecoverthetemporalessenceofpastness・

ThatiswhyMichelFoucault'sinjunction-that”thetraditionaldevices

forconstructingacomprehensiveviewofhistｏｒｙａｎｄｆｏｒｒｅｔｒａｃｉｎｇｔｈｅ

ｐａｓｔａｓａｐａtientandcontinuousdevelopmentmuｓｔｂｅｓｙｓtematically

dismantled''５－soundssosalutary，ifwewanttoavoidthecontaminatioｎ

ｏｆｔｈｅｐａｓｔｂｙｔｈｅｐｒｅｓｅｎｔ・Commentingonthewayacontinuoussubject

reconstituteshistory，Foucaultwrites：

lfthehistoryofthoughtcouldremainthelocusofuninterrupted
continuities，ifitcouldendlesslyforgeconnexionsthatnoanalysis
couldundowithoutabstraction，ｉｆｉｔｃｏｕｌｄｗｅａｖｅ，aroundeverything
thatmensayandｄｏ，obscuresynthesisthatanticipateｆｏｒｈｉｍ，
preparehimandleadhimendlesslytowardshisfuture，itwould
provideaprivilegedshelterforthesovereigntyofconsciousness・
Continuoushistoryistheindispensablecorrelativeofthefounding
functionofthesubject：theguaranteethateverythingthatｈａｓ
ｅｌｕｄｅｄｈｉｍｍａｙｂｅｒｅｓｔｏｒｅｄｔｏｈｉｍ；thecertaintythattimewill
dispersenothingwithoutrestoringitinareconstitutedunity；the
promisethatonedaythesubject-intheformofhistorical
consciousness-willonceagainbeabletoappropriate，tobringback
underhissway，ａｌｌｔｈｏｓｅｔｈｉｎｇｓｔｈａｔａｒｅｋｅｐｔａｔａｄｉstanceby
difference，ａｎｄｆｉｎｄｉｎｔｈｅｍｗｈａｔｍｉｇｈｔｂｅｃａｌｌｅｄｈｉsabode・Making
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historicalanalysisthediscourseofthecontinuousandmaking
humanconsciousnesstheoriginalsubjectofallhistoricaldevelopment
andaｌｌａｃｔｉｏｎａｒｅｔｈｅｔｗｏｓｉｄｅｓｏｆｔｈｅｓａｍesystemofthought…．
Invariousforms，thisthemehasplayedaconstantrolesincethe
nineteenthcentury：topreserve,againstalldecentrings,thesovereignty
ofthesubject.…G

Thus，Foucaultchallengesthesubject'ｓａｂｉｌｉｔｙｔｏｏｒｄｅｒｔｈｅｐａｓｔａｎｄ

ｍａｋｅｉtasignifyingwhole・WemustrespondtoFoucault'schallengein

orｄｅｒｔｏｇａｕｇｅｔｈｅｌｉｍｉｔｏｆｈｕｍａｎｃｏｎｓｃiousness，andultimatelyhuman

existence・

GeorgLukacsisanothercriticwhoseeminglycastsdoubtonthe

epistemologicalcertaintyofthesubject、Lukacs，characterizingme

Theo”ｑ／ｔﾉｶｃｊＶＯｕｅＺａｓａ“scarcelyarticulaterejectionofthewar,”

definesitasanattｅｍｐｔ“ｔｏｐｕｔ［his］emotionalattitudeintoconscious

terms”ａｔａｔｉｍｅｗｈｅｎ，“nothing，ｅｖｅｎａｔｔｂｅｌｅｖｅｌｏｆｔｈｅｍｏｓｔａｂｓｔｒａｃt

intellection，helpedtomediatebetween［his］subjectiveattitudeand

objectivereality・''７However,itispossibletopositsomeformofmediation

betweenhisprivatereceptiｏｎandwhathecallsobjectivereality・Like

thenovelLukacsdiscusses，ＴﾉｔｅＴﾉieorlyq／ｔﾉjejVOueIis，afterall，an

elaboraterepresentationthatreflectstheresponseofhisownselftothe

culturalhistoryoftheworldheisembroiledinAsLukacswrites，Ｆﾉｔｅ

Ｔﾉieo”ｑ／thejVOueJisanattempt“tｏｐｕthisemotionalattitudeinto

consciousterms，，（11)．Despitehisassertionthatthebookｗｉｌｌｎｏｔ

１`serveasaguide,'，Lukacsadmitstheusefulnessoftheｂｏｏｋｉｆｏｎｅ

ｉｎｔｅｎｄｓｔｏＩ`becomemoreintimatelyacquaintedwiththepre-historyof

theimportantideologiesofthel920sandl930s'，（23)．Ｉｎｔｈｅｂｏｏｋ，

Lukacsclaimsthatadialecticalevolutionofculturebroughthumanity

fromanintegrated，coherent，epicage，intothefragmented，incoherent

ageofthepresent・Thisevolutiontookplacebecause“developmentfrom

thehistorico-philosophicalviewpointleadstoakindofabolitionof

thoseaestheticprincipleswhichhaddetermmeddevelopmentuptothat
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pointintime,，（17).AccordingtoLukacs,thedialecticaldevelopmentof

theepicgenreeventuallyinvalidatedtheaestheticsnecessarytosupport

thegenre，ａｎｄthus，broughtaboutthecessationoftheepiGThenovel

emergedasareplacemeｎｔｆｏｒｔｈｅｏｌｄｇｅｎｒｅｔｏｏｐｐｏｓｅｔｈｅｆｒａgmentation

andincoherenceofthedisintegratedmodernworld・Lukacsconsidersthe

novelasa“symptom''０ｆ“aworldgoneoutofjoint"－aworldinwhich

"thereisnolongeranyspontaneoustotalityofbeing”（17-8)．Inthis

discontinuousworld，peopleareforcedtoreconstitutetｈｅｉｒｖｉｅｗｓｏｆ

ｒｅａｌｉｔｙａｎｄｓｅｌｆｂｙｔｈｅinventionofdifferentmethodsofrepresentation・

TheprocesswherebyLukacsimplicatesthesubjectintheproduction

ofＴＶﾉｉｅＴｿieom1q/､tﾉｂｅ/VOueJcanbeseeninhisadditionofｔｈｅｐｒｅｆａｃｅｔｏ

ｔｈｅｗorkThispreface，ofaparticularlyautobiographicalnature，

problematizestheworkasarepresentationofselvesandworlds，whether

theyareofthepresentor“pre-historical.,，Dialectically，Lukacs，prefatory

selfseekstoreplacehisolderselfanddepriveitofitsauthority・From

theperspectiveofthegenre,however,ＴＶｂｅＴﾉteoEyq／the1VbDeZmanifests

complicationsthatarisefromthedifficultyofpinpointingthesubject

position．AsLukacsnotes，“genresnowcutacrossoneanother，witha

complexitythatcannotbedisentangled”（41)．Ｉｎｆａｃｔ,whileＺｿieT1heomノ

q／thelVOueJisatheoreticaltext,itisalsoenduedwiththequalitiesｏｆ

ａｎｏｖｅｌ,ｆｏｒｔｈｅｗｏｒｋｃａｎｎｅｖｅｒｓｅｃｕｒｅｉｔｓｅｘｉstencewithoutitsconstitutive

"objectivereality，,andLukacs'subjectivity（withparticularemphasison

thelatter'stransformationalcapacity)．AlthoughT7heZｿbeo”ｑ／ｔﾉｶe

NOueZdividesliteraryhistoryintotwodistinctculturalperiods，theepic

andthenovelistic，thedivisioncanbeattributedtothedynamicsof

Lukacs'ownsubjectivity・Afterall,theworkwasundertakenasapersonal

responsetothedisintegratingworｌｄｃａｕｓｅｄｂｙｔｈｅｄevastatingwar，ａｔ

ａｊｕｎｃｔｕｒｅｗｈｅｎａｎｅｗｅｒａｗａｓｂｅｇｉｎｎｉｎｇａｔｔｈｅｄｅｍｉｓｅｏｆａｎｏｌｄｏｎｅ・

FredericJamesonisalsoconcernedwiththeissueofdiscontinuityin
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history、ThefirstchapterofThePoJitjcaIU7tco"scjous，entitled“On

lnterpretation,，，illustratesJameson'ｓmove，inFoucault,swords，ｔｏ

"preserve，againstalldecentrings，thesovereigntyofthesubject,'，and

maintamhistoricalcontinuity・AlthoughJameson'sproject，becauseof

itshermeneutictendency1canbedistinguishedfromtherepresentational

kindassociatedwiththenovel，thedistmctionbetweeninterpretation

andrepresentationisblurred，foreachdiscourseiscomprehendedwithin

theother，ａｓdemonstratedbyhisuseofpsychoanalysisjamesonclaims

thatcriticismseizesobjectsthrougbtbeirlocalizationByavailingitself

ofvariousmastercodes，criticismattemptstoassumeauthorityby

establishinga“carefulconsonancewiththisorthatlocallawofa

fragmentedsociallife，ｔｈｉｓｏｒｔｈａｔｓｕｂｓｙｓｔｅｍｏｆａｃｏｍｐｌｅｘａｎｄ

ｍｕshroommgculturalsuperstructure''（10)．Criticismprojects"theillusion

that［its］readingsaresomehowcompleteandself-sufficient”byresorting

to“strategiesofcontainment，，（10)．Interestinglyenough，Jameson

conflates，althoughseeminglyonlywithinthe“ｕntranscendablehorizon

ofMarxism,”localization／containmentstrategieswithpsychoanalysis

onacertainleveLAccordingtoJameson，thesubjectivitywithwhich

psychoanalysisdealsisalocaUyconstructedconcｅｐｔｉｎａｓｅｎｓｅｔｈａｔｉｔｓ

ｆｏｒｍａｔｉｏｎｉｓａssociatedwiththebistoricallylocalpsychicfragmentation

causedbycapitalistdevelopment・Thepsycho-sexualsemioticsof

psychoanalysisisalsolocalized，ｆｏｒｉｔｉｓｒｅｌａｔｅｄｔｏｔｈｅｂａｎｉｓｈｍｅｎｔｏf

sexuallifefromthepublicsphereofbourgeoissociety・Ｔｈｅｔｒanshistoricity

andorganicityofthisfragmentationareincorporatedinthelegitimation

andnaturalizationofpsychoanalyticapproachSuchstrategiesfortify

thebeliefintheadequacyofpsychoanalyticinterpretations,ａｎｄａｓａｒｅｓｕｌｔ，

excludeotherpossibilitiesinthestudyofsubjectivity、Thisexclusion

contributestothemonopolizationoftheHistoricalRealbypsychoanalysis・

Thestrategyofcontainmentintheserviceofpsychoanalysisthus
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generatestheassumptionoftranshistoricity，orthetemporalcontinuity

ofpsychicfragmentation､Thisassumptioncanbederivedfromaparticular

historiographicalmoｄｅｌｔｈａｔｉｓｂＢＬｓｅｄｏｎｓｕｃｈｂｉｎｏｍｉａｌｒelationsas

surface-depth，conscious-unconscious，andpast-present・Thesurface-depth

relationemerges，ｆｏｒexample，fromJameson，sconceptofsedimentation，

ａｓｈｅｅｘｐｌａｉｎｓｔｈａｔｗｅ“apprehendtextsthroughsedimentedlayersof

previousinterpretations,，ｏｒ“throughsedimentedreadinghabitsand

categoriesdevelopedbythoseinheritedinterpretivetraditions，,（9-10)．

Jameson'sMarxistorientationprovidesanimportantclueto

establishingthesubjectformationasanunderlyingdynamicthatgenerates

binomialmanifestations、ＪａｍｅｓｏｎｃｌａｉｍｓｉｎＴ１/iePoljtimJU7Eco〃scioⅢs

thatMarxismisacontrollinghermeneuticthataccountsforalldiscourse

asbeinginformedbyasingle,underlying,ａｎｄteleologicalmaster-narrative，

ｉｅ.，thehistoryofclassstruggle・Thetranshistoricityofthismaster

plotallowsforahermeneuticthatwillundotheveryrepressionswhicｈ

ｂｌｏｃｋｏｕｒａｃｃｅｓｓｔｏｔｈｅｐｌｏｔｉｔｓｅｌｆ

OnlyMarxismcangiveusanadequateaccountoftheessentialmystery
oftheculturalpast，which…ismomentarilyreturnedtolifeand
ｗａｒｍｔｈａｎｄａｎｏｗｅｄｏｎｃｅｍｏｒｅｔｏｓｐｅａｋDandtodeliverits
long-forgottenmessageinsurroundingsutterlyalientoit・This
mysterycanbereenactedonlyiｆｔｈｅｈｕｍａｎａｄｖｅｎtureisone.…
[Long-deadissues］canrecovertheiroriginalurgencyｆｏｒｕｓｏｎｌｙｉｆ
ｔｈｅｙａｒｅｒｅｔｏｌｄｗｉｔｈｉｎtheunityofasinglegreatcollectivestory；
onlyｉｆ，inhoweverdisguisedandsymbolicaｆｏｒｍ，theyareseenas
sharingasinglefundamentaltheme-forMarxism，thecoUective
struggletowrestarea1ｍofFreedomfromarealmofNecessity；
onlyiftheyaregraspedasvitalepisodesinasinglevastunfinished
plot.…Ｉｔｉｓｉｎｄｅｔｅｃｔｉｎｇｔｈｅｔｒａｃｅｓｏｆｔｈａｔuninterruptednarrative，
inrestoringtothesurfaceofthetexttherepressedandburiedreality
ofthisfundamentalhistory,ｔｈａｔｔｈｅｄｏｃｔｒｉｎｅｏｆａｐoliticalunconscious
findsitsfunctionanditsnecessity（19-20)．

SinceJamesonsmasterhistorydependsontheverifiabilityofasingle，

unifiednarrative1itfunctionsinananalogousmannerasthecontinuous

bourgeoissubject,Theunifiednarrativeemergesonlywhentherepressive
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mechanismisbrokendownandacontinuousthread，oramasterplot，ｉｓ

found,justasthepsycboanalyticapproachobtainsitsjustificationwhen

thesecurepositionofthesubjectisestablished

SinceJameson，spoliticalunconsciousisassociatednotonlywitha

doctrinebutalsowithastructuringagencythatresidesinpsychesand

artifacts，hismotiveforintroducingastablesubjectbecomesclear・In

fact，whenJamesonobservestbat“theconceptionofthepolitical

unconsciousoutlinedinthisbookisanattempttocutthroughthis

particulardilemmabyrelocatingitwithintheobject,，，ｔｈｅ“object，’is

identifiedwiththesubject，ａｎｄ“it，,withtheteleologicalessenceof

history（34)．Furthermore，ｈｅｗｒｉｔｅｓｔｈａｔ“masternarrativeshave

inscribedtｈｅｍｓｅｌｖｅｓｉｎｔｈｅｔｅｘｔｓａｓｗｅｌｌａｓｉｎｏurthinkingaboutthem,'，

andthattheahistoricizingreaderrevealsa“resistancetohisownpolitical

unconscious,'’anddenies“thereadingandwritingofhistorywithin

himself,,（34).ThatiswhyJamesonⅢspostulationofpsychesandartifacts

asrepositoriesofthepastisbaｓｅｄｏｎｈｉｓａｔｔｅｍｐｔｔｏｃｒｅａｔｅｔｈｅｍａｓｔer

narrative-thatburied，continuoushistorywhichcriticsareenabledto

excavate・

HistoryforJamesonisconstitutedlikethesubject，forbothare

repressedandinneedoftheanalyst，ｏｒinterpreter、Thishomologyrenders

Historystructurallyconsonantwiththesubjectanddiscursivelycomplicit

inthepreservationofthesovereigncontinuoussubjectofwhichFoucault

warnsus・Ifwerecallhiscritiqueofpsychoanalysis，ｉ､e､，Jameson，s

considerationofpsychoanalysisthroughthelocalizatio､／containment

strategy，wenoticethatwehaveoverlookedthelocalityandfragilityof

thecentralcriticalsubject・Jamesonsmainpurpose,however,istocreate

theinusionthatacentered,meta-discursivesubjectisrealizablethrough

theuseofhisproposeｄｈermeneutic・Apparently，hecannotresistthe

impulsetodefendagainstthedeconstructionoftheunifyingsubject．
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Jameson,sanalyst／interpreterwhotranscodes-themastercriticwho

mediatesbetweenthepresentandthepast-isunquestionablyancentered，

metadiscursive，continuoussubject・

SinceJamesonhimselfassumesthisprivilegedposition，hisMarxist

hermeneuticbecomesvulnerabletoFoucault'spost-structural

historiography・Ｉｎｆａｃｔ，Jameson'ｓｗｏｒｋｉｓａｎａｔｔｅｍｐｔｔｏｒｅｓｉｓｔｔｈｅ

ｉｎｃursionsofpost-structuralapproachesrepresentedbyFoucault，s・Dowling

describesJameson'ｓｍＡｅＰｏＪｉｔｉｃｑＺＵ)LCC"sciousas“anoriginaland

powerfulattempttosubsumewithinanexpandedMarxismｔｈｅｒｉｖａｌ

programsofsuchthinkersasJacquesDerrida，MichelFoucault，and

GillesDeleuze.”８ＪｏｈｎＦｒｏｗ，ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，emphasizestheopposition

betweenpost-structuralismandMarxism，Remarkingthat“theconcept

ofdialecticisrejectedbymostpost-structuralistwriters,,，heperceives

T7bePoJiticaZUizco几scLousasadefenseofMarxisttheoryagainstthe

deconstructionistthreat，forthemostthreateningaspectof

deconstructionisttheoryisthatsuchtheoryallows“、opointof

metadiscursiveauthority…whichisnotalreadycaughtwithintheplay

ofdiscursivecodes,”thuseffectivelyforeclosingthepositionforJameson's

analystormastercritic・Ｄ１ｎｔｈｅｆａｃｅｏｆ“therapidinstallationof

deconstructionasanewanddepressinglydepoliticizedorthodoxy［that

entails］apervasivesenseoftheTossofsocialvalueandvisionofthe

humanities',，（Frow,２),Ｊａｍｅｓｏｎｓｗｏｒｋｂｅｃｏｍｅｓａｎａｔｔｅｍｐｔｔｏmend

theriftbetweenliberalhumanismandpost-structuralism，andtopreserve

thebourgeoishumanistconceptofthecontinuityofhistoryandthesubject、

AshasbeensuggestedFoucault'sviewcanbeopposedtoJameson's・

WhatthecomparisonofJameson'ｓ“Ｏｎｌｎｔｅrpretation,”thefistchapter

ofThePOJiCic[EJU)LCC"scious，withFoucault'ｓ“Nietzsche，Genealogy，

History”revealsisthepeculiarlyundoctrinairenatureofthelatter・

Althoughitpresentsaseriousintellectualandpoliticalvision，Foucault,ｓ
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essayisneitherprogrammaticnorsystematicallyprescriptive・Ｉｎｆａｃｔ，

Foucaultisananti-foundationalist，andassuchherejectsfixed

determinativeorigins・Ｉ、“Nietzsche，Genealogy，History'，heconstantly

triestoproblematizehisNietzscheanoriginssothattheemergenCeofthe

authoritativepositionispreventedlncontrasttoJameson，whoconstructs

anauthoritythatfiｎｄｓｉｔｓｕｌｔｉｍａｔｅｆｏｒｍｉｎｔｈｅｆｉｇｕｒｅｏftheanalystor

critic，Foucaulteliminatesanypositionthatallowsforasafehavenfor

acontinuoussubjectorasingle,meta-discursiveselfAspartofhisproject

toshedligｈｔｏｎｔｈｅｒｅｌａｔｉｏｎｏｆｐｏｗｅｒａｎｄｋｎｏｗｌedge，Foucaultcasts

doubtonthecontinuityofthepastandpresent，ａｎｄintheprocess

alienatesthesubjectfromhistoryandfromthetraditionalroleofa

historicalauthority・Heattemptstoreplacecontinuoushistories，suchas

Jameson'ｓ“uninterruptednarrative,”withadiscoursethatischaracterized

byitshaphazardandfmgmentarynature、Ｉｎｆａｃｔ，suchadiscursivemodel

isequatedwithagenealogythatdevelopsatendencytounderminethe

coherencebetweenhistoriesandthepowerstructures､Nietzscheangenealogy，

apowerfuldiscursiveweaponforFoucaulttoreconfigurehistory,entails

astrategyoffracturingconventionalhistoriesbyseveringthepresent

fromthepast・AccordingtoFoucault，whatthegenealogydoesis“to

entertaintheclaimstoattentionoflocaLdiscontinuous,disqualified,

illegitimateknowledgesagainsttheclaiｍｓｏｆａｕｎｉｔａｒｙｂｏｄｙｏｆｔｈｅｏｒｙ

ｗｈｉｃｈｗouldfilter，hierarchiseandordertheminthenaｍｅｏｆｓｏｍｅｔｒｕｅ

ｋｎｏｗｌｅｄｇｅ.'，mTocircumventtheunifyingmoveassociatedwiththe

prescriptivehistory，thegenealogicalprojectmustresistthepressureto

createorder，thatrelentlessdemandforsynthesis，ｂｙｃｏmplicatingthe

natureofthoseallegedoriginswhicharethefoundationoftraditional

historicalknowledge・

Foucaultformulateshypothesesconcemingoriginsthatundermine

thetraditionalmodesofconstructinghistories、Ｉｗｉｌｌｌｏｏｋａｔｔｈｅｓｅ

－４５－



hypothesestoexplicatewhyFoucau1t'sgenealogyclasheswithcontinuous

historiographies，Onehypothesisstatesthatanoriginalidentityissimply

constructedｆｒｏｍ“alienforms.，，Foucaultwritesthat‘Ⅲifthegenealogist

refusestoextendhisfaithinmetaphysicsⅢｉｆｈｅｌｉｓｔｅｎｓｔｏｈｉｓｔｏｒｙ１ｈefinds

thatthereis`somethingaltogetherdifferent'behindthings：notatimeless

andessentialsecret,ｂｕｔｔｈｅｓｅｃｒｅｔｔｈａｔｔｈｅｙｈａｖｅｎｏｅｓｓｅ､ceorthattheir

essencewasfabricatedinapiecemealfashionfromalie、forms,！

("Nietzsche,'’７８)，ThishypothesissubvertsthedialecticalMarxist

historicismofLukacsandJamesonbyrejectingtheexpressivecausality

derivedfromtheconceptofastructuringessence・Anotherhypothesis

underminesthemythoftheoriginonwhichbourgeoishistoriographiesare

basedonlnthebeginning-althoughthepossibilityoftheoriginarypoint

isquicklyrejected-thereisnoinviolableidentityoftheorigmofthings，

Foucaultclaims,ｂｕｔ“thedissensionofotherthings…disparity，，（79)．

History…teachesbowtolaughatthesolemnitiesoftheorigin、Ｔｈｅ
ｌｏｆｔｙｏｒｉｇｉｎｉｓｎｏｍｏｒｅｔｈａｎ“ametaphysicalextensionwhicharises
fromthebeliefthatthingsaremostpreciousandessentialatthe
momentofbirth.',Ｗｅｔｅｎｄｔｏｔｈｉｎｋｔｈａｔｔｈｉｓｉｓｔｈｅｍｏｍｅntof

theirgreatestperfection，ｗｈｅｎｔｈｅｙｅｍｅｒgeddazzlingfromthehands
ofacreaｔｏｒｏｒｉｎｔｈｅｓｈａｄｏｗｌｅｓｓｌｉｇｈｔｏｆａｆｉrstmorning・Theorigin
alwaysprecedestheFall、Ｉｔｃｏｍｅｓｂｅｆｏｒｅｔｈｅｂｏｄｙ，beforetheworld
andtime；ｉｔｉｓａｓｓｏｃｉａｔｅｄｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｇｏｄｓＩａｎｄｉtsstoryisalways
sungasatheogony、Buthistoricalbeginnmgsarelowly：ｎｏｔｉｎｔｈｅ
ｓｅｎｓｅｏｆｍｏｄｅｓｔｏｒｄｉｓｃｒｅｅｔｌｉｋｅｔｈｅｓｔｅｐｓｏｆａｄove，butderisiveand
ironic，capableofundoingeveryinfatuation．“Ｗｅｗｉｓｈｅｄｔｏａｗａｋｅｎ
ｔｈｅｆｅｅｌｉｎｇｏｆｍａ､'ssovereigntybyshowinghisdivinebirth：this
pathisnowforbidden，sinceamonkeystandsattheentranCe.'，Man
originatedwithagrimaceoverhisfuturedevelopment；and
Zarathustrahimselfisplaguedbyamonkeywhojumpsalongbehind
himpullingonhiscoattails（79)．

Bythispostulatealone，FoucaultunderminesJameson'sviewofthe

recoverabilityoftherepressedtruthfromtheessentialmysteryofthe

culturalpast・

Foucaultstatesthathistoryiscomprisedof“theconcretebodyof

adevelopment，withitsmomentsofintensity，itslapses，itsextended

－４６－



periodsoffeverishagitation,itsfaintingspells'，（80)．Asheformulates

thegenealogy，FoucaultconflatestwotypesofOrigin：descentand

emergence・Descentistheequivalentofstock，ａｎｄisassociatedwitha

groupthatis“sustainedbythebondsofblood，tradition，orsocial

class，'（80-1).Thisconceptofdescentinvolvesamyriadofaccidentsand

deviations，ａｎｄａｓａｈｅｒｉｔａｇｅｉｔｉｓｆｉｌｌｅｄｗｉｔｈ“anunstableassemblageof

faults，fissures，andheterogeneouslayers,’（81)．Ashepresentsthis

postulate，FoucaultagainproblematizesJameSon,shistoricalmodelon

accountofitsteleologicalmasterplot，Thediametricallyopposedposition

oftheirviewsbecomesclear，ａｓｔｈｅ“analysisofdescentpermitsthe

dissociationoftheself0itsrecognitionanddisplacementasanempty

synthesis，inliberatingaprofusionoflostevents''（81)．Genealogynot

onlyinvolvestherecordofdiscontinuousdescentbutalsotheinvestigation

oftheoriginofemergences・Emergencesareimplicatedinadversarial

relationsthatoccurintheinterstice,ｉ､e､,ａ“non-place'0ｔｈａｔｉｓｄｅｐｒｉｖｅｄｏｆ

ａｃｏｍｍｏｎｓｐａｃｅ（85)．Nodiscontinuousphaseofemergenceshasan

identicalmeaning，foremergences“resultfromsubstitutions，

displacements，disguisedconquests,andsystematicreversals”（86)．The

genealogy，composedofsuchrecalcitrantingredients，posesan

insurmountablebarriertothehermeneuticenterprisetypifiedbyJameson's

transcoding・Basedonthisgenealogicalconcept，Foucaultlinksthe

methodoftranscｏｄｉｎｇｔｏｗｈａｔｈｅｔｅｒｍｓ“interpretation.,，Throughthe

definitionoｆｔｈｅｔｅｒｍ，FoucaultessentiallydebunksJameson0shermeneutic

operation．

Ifinterpretationweretheslowexposureofthemeaninghiddeninan
Origin，thenonlymetaphysicscouldinterpretthedevelopmentof
humanity・Butifinterpretationistheviolentorsurreptitious
appropriationofasystemofrules，whichinitselfhasnoessential
mea､ing,inordertoimposeadirection,tobendittoanewwilL
toforceitsparticipationinadifferentgame，andtosubjectitto
secondaryrules，thenthedevelopmentofhumanityisaseriesof
interpretations（86)．
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ConsiderationofemergenceanddescentleadstowhatNietzschecans

mi「んZicﾉieHZstorie，oreffectivehistory･Effectivehistoryisamovethat

opposesthehistoricalattempttoreduceheterogeneoustimetoaunified，

homogeneouscontinuum・Foucaultpositseffectivehistoryａｓａｎａｎｔｉｄｏｔｅ

ｔｏａｈｉstorythatispremisedonthereconciliationofallthedisplacements

ofthepastandontheexistenceofanextra-temporalsubjectivitywiththe

assuranceofapocalypticobjectivity・Effectivehistoryrejectsthesubject,s

beliefineternaltruth，“theimmortalityofthesoul，andthenatureof

consciousnessasalwaysidenticaltoitself，，（87)，andforeclosesa

suprahistoricalperspective・Effectivehistoryisevenassociatｅｄｗｉｔｈ“the

acuityofaglancethatdistinguishes，separates，anddisperses；thatis

capableofliberatingdivergenceandmarginalelements-thekindof

dissociatingviewthatiscapableofdecomposingitself,capableofshattering

theunityofman,sbeingthroughwhichitwasthoughtthathecouldextend

hissovereigntｙｔｏｔｈｅｅｖｅｎｔｓｏｆｈｉｓｐａｓｔ，,（87)．Asisimpliedbyits

self-deconstructivetendency，effectivehistoryisdistinguishedfrom

traditionalhistorybyitslackofconstants・Foucaultobservesthatnothing

“ｉｎｍａｎ－ｎｏｔｅｖｅｎｈｉｓｂｏｄｙ－ｉｓｓｕｆｆｉｃｉentlystabletoserveasthebasis

forself-recognitionorforunderstandingothermen,'，ａｎdheeven

proposesthedismantlemenｔｏｆｔｈｅ“traditionaldevicesforconstructing

acomprehensiveviewofhistoryandforretracingthepastasapatient

andcontinuousdevelopment'，（88)．Inshort，Foucaultfoundseffective

historyonthebasicconceptsofdiscontinuity，theinstabilityoflifeand

nature，andthenon-teleologicalaccumulationofhistory，witha

concomitantassumptionofhistory，sresistancetotheinterpretativesubject

andthecomplicatednature，ｅｖｅｎｔｈｅｉｍｐｏssibility，oftheconstructionof

anintegrate｡,continuoussubject、

Genealogy，implicatedintheanalysisofdescent，isalso1ocated

withinthearticulationofthebodyandhistory・Foucaultturnstothebody，
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ratherthantothenoveloranyotherdiscursivealternative，foraprimary

textpartlytosatisfyhisdesiretoeradicatetraditionalhistory・By

dispellingtheillusionofthebodyasundertheunifiedcontrolofthe

subject,Foucaultseparatesthesubjectfroｍｔｈｅｂｏｄｙ・Intheprocess,he

deindividualizesthesubject,anddissociatesitfromhistory．

Thebody…ｉｓｔｈｅｄｏｍａｉｎｏｆｔｈｅＨｂｒｌＢｕｌＶｔ，Thebodymanifeststhe
stigmataofpastexperienceandalsogivesrisetodesires，failings，
Emderrors.…Thebodyistheinscribedsurfaceofevents（tracedby
languageanddissolvedbyideas)，thelocusofadissociatedself
(adoptingtheillusionofasubstantialunity),andavolumeinperpetual
disintegration…．［Genealogy's］taskistoexposeabodytotally
imprintedbyhistoryandtheprocessofhistoryosdestructionofthe
body（83)．

Byfocusingonthebody，Foucaultnotonlyfracturesthesubjectbut

alsoundermineshisownauthorityasahistorian・Thus，incontrastto

MarxisthistoricismupheldbyLukacsandJameson，whopostulatea

historicaldynamicbasedonthecontinuityofthesubject，Foucault，s

genealogyevenpreventstheanalyst／critic／historian，ｏｒhimself，from

assumingatotalizingpositioｎｔｈａｔｉｓｐｒｅｍｉｓｅｄｏｎｔｈｅａｂｓｏｌｕｔｅｓｔatus

ofthesubject．
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Lukacs，Jameson，Foucaultにおけるsubject

（主体）の状態について

この論文ではLukacs，Jameson，そしてFoucaultのsubjectに対する姿勢

に関する考察を試みてみた。LukacsはTheTheoryoftheNovelにおいて，

その自叙伝的背景もあり，自己とそれを巻き込む文化的歴史の昇華的

(sublimation／makingsublime／sublation）表出の過程でsubjectの絶対的

連続性を確認する。Jamesｏｎは弁証法的唯物論の立場から仮定したHistory

とsingleunifiednarrativeとの相似関係からbourgeoissubjectの連続性を

想定し，それに基づいた理論を彼のThePoliticalUnconsciousで展開する。

Foucaultはこの両者とは異なり，彼のgenealogyにより必然的，因果的要素

で構築された歴史観を偶発的，断片的要素で構築（＝非構築）された歴史観で

覆すと同時に，subjectの連続性を否定する姿勢を明らかにする。
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