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: :E:Nﬂ_w_r | ._unﬂm sought to study—it is my current work—the way
i orcunm::._ﬁw _“_.__H“wu M”u- ”.,:. :m.ﬁﬂ:. into a subject. For example, |

. 0l sexuality—how :
_.mmw:_umuﬁw Emﬂmm_qmm as subjects of Mmanm:%._..m: ogeerkn
us, it 1s not power, but the subject, that is the general theme

of my research.
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”mz.._m_:ﬂhﬁ for studying relations of signification—but for power
d WHY STUDY Powgg: w " _&Ewm_._ we had no tools of study. We had recourse only to ways
4 HE QUESTION oF THE SUBJECT i g about power based on legal models, that is: What le ﬂ
The ideas | i | = ales power? Or we had recourse to ways of thinkin ol
ui € to discuss here repres .5 based on institutional mod g about power
m_. a methodology, present neither a theory models, that is: What is the state?

would like to say, first of

durin » 1rst of all, what has been th
e § the last twenty years. It has not been to H”_._nhnﬂw HH iﬂ_.w
phe-

nomena of power, no
ey » NIOr 1o elaborate the foundations of sych ap anal-
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modes by whj
y ch, in our culture, human beings are made subjects

My work has dealt with three modes of objectification that tran s -
8-

The first thing to check is what I should call the “conceptual

MW H MHMQ of the object—the conceptualized object is not the sin-
e on of a good conceptualization. We have to know the his-
rical conditions that motivate our conceptualization. We need a
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=nH_M..n_ history or biology
the s .
econd part of my work, I have studied the objectivizin

_ 'J'-r sty

& of the subject in wha
i : t I shall call “dividin B g A writer in
= Wc“uw_ﬂn&inmn inside himself or divided Mdﬂnwﬁﬂ“mu. S Sujest surprise: :ﬁﬂu..ﬂm:“ﬂ .““H.Mnm.wo_wnr i n e g, o
r 1
5 €s him. Examples are the mad and the mE_” ._____..__dm process today? Is it such an Evﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂwﬂﬂ gty -
5 » the sick and can be discussed without taking EHM nn.W . "n » nﬂ_ SO St
unt other problems?”
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