






[image: OKCIR: Omar Khayyam Center for Integrative Research]




[image: OKCIR: Omar Khayyam Center for Integrative Research in Utopia, Mysticism, and Science (Utopystics)]

OKCIR: Omar Khayyam Center for Integrative Research

In Utopia, Mysticism, and Science (Utopystics)
















	Home
	Center
	Director
	About
	Vita
	Scholarship
	Appreciations
	About Omar Khayyam



	Publications
	About Okcir’s Journal: Human Architecture
	Free Access Journal Issues
	Book Monographs, Edited Collections, Proceedings, Articles, Chapters, Working Papers, Editorials, and Reviews
	Mohammad H. Tamdgidi’s Published Student Papers
	Anna D. Beckwith’s Published Student Papers
	About Okcir’s Library
	About Ahead Publishing House (imprint: Okcir Press)





 





	My Library
	Store
	My Account
	Cart


 











Posts 


	


[ February 9, 2024 ] 

هنر خیامی: کتاب هفتم از مجموعه ١٢ جلدى «راز عمر خیام» در ادامه بزرگداشت هزاره تاريخ واقعى تولد او (١٠٢١م) 


هنر خيامى 


	


[ February 9, 2024 ] 

“Khayyami Art”: Book 7 of the 12-Book Series “Omar Khayyam’s Secret” in Continued Celebration of His Millennium 


Khayyami Art 


	


[ June 10, 2023 ] 

علم خیامی: کتاب ششم از مجموعه ١٢ جلدى «راز عمر خیام» امروز در نهصدمين سالگرد درگذشت وى در سال ٥٠٢ ش (٥١٧ ق) منتشر شد 


علم خيامى 


	


[ June 10, 2023 ] 

“Khayyami Science”: Book 6 of the 12-Book Series “Omar Khayyam’s Secret” Released on the Ninth Centennial of His Passing 


Khayyami Science 


	


[ August 2, 2022 ] 

Doubting the New Somerton Man Findings: Do 0.01% Error Chances Actually Matter in Science? 


Quantum Sociological Imagination 


	


[ May 10, 2022 ] 

“Khayyami Theology”: Book 5 of the 12-Book Series “Omar Khayyam’s Secret” Published 


Khayyami Theology 


	


[ May 10, 2022 ] 

الهيات خیامی: کتاب پنجم از مجموعه دوازده جلدى «راز عمر خیام» منتشر شد 


الهيات خيامى 


	


[ April 17, 2022 ] 

“Khayyami Philosophy” Released: Book 4 of the 12-Book “Omar Khayyam’s Secret” Series 


Khayyami Philosophy 


	


[ June 9, 2021 ] 

Omar Khayyam’s 1000th Birthday Has Arrived: Today, June 10, 2021, Marks His True Birth Date Millennium, His Ninth Centennial of Passing Is Just Two Years Away in 2023 


Omar Khayyam (AD 1021-1123) 


	


[ April 23, 2021 ] 

Omar Khayyam’s Pen Name Origins Found, His Authorship of A 1000-Robaiyat Divan Independently Confirmed 


Khayyami Astronomy 







 







Search for:




 









 Home / Entire Catalog / Human Architecture / Edited Collection Series / Article / Journal Article — Nemesis of C. Wright Mills’ Promise: Sociology, Education and the Changing Context and Meaning of Teaching and Learning — by Festus Ikeotuonye




[image: Sociological Re-Imaginations in & of Universities HUMAN ARCHITECTURE Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge Volume VII • Issue 3 • Summer 2009 Journal Editor: Mohammad H. Tamdgidi, UMass Boston]
 




Journal Article — Nemesis of C. Wright Mills’ Promise: Sociology, Education and the Changing Context and Meaning of Teaching and Learning — by Festus Ikeotuonye
$15.00


In this paper, I argue that education is in many ways a site for the perennial exercise of power. I posit that education is also a register of the struggles integral to the establishment of dominant systems of thought that mirrors the broader power/knowledge nexus.

[image: PDF4 for simple products]
This publication can be read online by logged-in members of OKCIR Library with a valid access. In that case just click on the large PDF icon at the bottom of this page to access the publication. Alternatively, you can purchase this publication as offered below.

Login Here | Not a member? Join Now







 




Journal Article — Nemesis of C. Wright Mills’ Promise: Sociology, Education and the Changing Context and Meaning of Teaching and Learning — by Festus Ikeotuonye quantity



Add to cart



SKU: 15500
Categories: Article, Edited Collection Series, Human Architecture





	

Description 




Description

Abstract



In this paper, I argue that education is in many ways a site for the perennial exercise of power. I posit that education is also a register of the struggles integral to the establishment of dominant systems of thought that mirrors the broader power/knowledge nexus. Through a critical analysis of the penetration of corporate and commercial values into the sphere of higher education, I aim to demonstrate the link between the larger historical scene and the varied appearances of the “designs for instrumental action” that ultimately set the conditions for their own propagation. The reduction of “science” to “technique” as a means of narrowing the uncertainties in cause-effect correlation binds the geometric progression imaginaries of “Neo-liberalism” to Jacques Ellul’s “Technological Society” (1964). In this sense, the “nemesis” of C. Wright Mills’ promise is the same modern alter ego that evoked “enemies of progress” as an immanent discourse of derision in the early modern period. My thesis is underscored by a documentary analysis of the EUA Bologna Handbook and the UCD president’s reports and speeches using the works of Michel Foucault.












Recommended Citation















Ikeotuonye, Festus. 2009. “Nemesis of C. Wright Mills’ Promise: Sociology, Education and the Changing Context and Meaning of Teaching and Learning.” Pp. 37-56 in Sociological Re-Imaginations in & of Universities (Human Architecture: Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge: Volume VII, Issue 3, 2009.) Belmont, MA: Okcir Press (an imprint of Ahead Publishing House).

The various editions of Sociological Re-Imaginations in & of Universities  can be ordered from the Okcir Store and are also available for ordering from all major online bookstores worldwide (such as Amazon, Barnes&Noble, and others).



Read the Above Publication Online

To read the above publication online, you need to be logged in as an OKCIR Library member with a valid access. In that case just click on the large PDF icon below to access the publication. Make sure you refresh your browser page after logging in.

Login Here | Not a member? Join Now







 





 


[image: alt]




[image: NEW IN OKCIR'S MONOGRAPH SERIES]




 
PREVIEWNOCOVERofKHB7E-2






 


 Page visits since 2020 —>142
 Page visits today —> 0
 

 




Related publications

	
[image: Contesting Memory: Museumizations of Migration in Comparative Global Context Proceedings of the International Conference on “Museums and Migration” held at the Maison des Science de l’Homme (MSH), June 25-26, 2010, Paris HUMAN ARCHITECTURE Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge Volume IX • Issue 4 • Fall 2011 Journal Editor: Mohammad H. Tamdgidi, UMass Boston]
Contesting Memory: Museumizations of Migration in Comparative Global Context

$50.00 – $90.00
Select options
	
[image: Historicizing Anti-Semitism Proceedings of the International Conference on the Post-September 11th New Ethnic/Racial Configurations in Europe and the United States: The Case of Anti-Semitism Maison des Science de l’Home (MSH) Paris, June 29-30, 2007 HUMAN ARCHITECTURE Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge Volume VII • Issue 2 • Spring 2009 Journal Editor: Mohammad H. Tamdgidi, UMass Boston]
Historicizing Anti-Semitism

$60.00 – $100.00
Select options
	
[image: Social Theories, Student Realities HUMAN ARCHITECTURE Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge Volume II • Issue 1 • Spring 2003 Journal Editor: Mohammad H. Tamdgidi, UMass Boston]
Social Theories, Student Realities

$50.00 – $80.00
Select options
	
[image: Teaching Transformations 2009 Contributions from the Annual Conferences of the New England Center for Inclusive Teaching (NECIT) and the Center for the Improvement of Teaching (CIT) at UMass Boston HUMAN ARCHITECTURE Journal of the Sociology of Self-Knowledge Volume VII • Issue 1 • Winter 2009 Journal Editor: Mohammad H. Tamdgidi, UMass Boston]
Teaching Transformations 2009

$50.00 – $80.00
Select options







Okcir Library Online
 [image: alt]






Read online all of OKCIR’s publications site-wide by enrolling in OKCIR Library Membership TODAY. 
Login Here | Not a member? Join Now






Latest Publications
 






[image: Front Cover -- Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 7: Khayyami Art: The Art of Poetic Secrecy for a Lasting Existence: Tracing the Robaiyat in Nowrooznameh, Isfahan’s North Dome, and Other Poems of Omar Khayyam, and Solving the Riddle of His Robaiyat AttributabilityDust Jacket -- Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 7: Khayyami Art: The Art of Poetic Secrecy for a Lasting Existence: Tracing the Robaiyat in Nowrooznameh, Isfahan’s North Dome, and Other Poems of Omar Khayyam, and Solving the Riddle of His Robaiyat Attributability-by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]




[image: Front Cover - Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 6: Khayyami Science: The Methodological Structures of the Robaiyat in All the Scientific Works of Omar Khayyam]




[image: Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 5: Khayyami Theology: The Epistemological Structures of the Robaiyat in All the Philosophical Writings of Omar Khayyam Leading to His Last Keepsake Treatise— by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]




[image: Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 4: Khayyami Philosophy: The Ontological Structures of the Robaiyat in Omar Khayyam’s Last Written Keepsake Treatise on the Science of the Universals of Existence — by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]




[image: Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 3: Khayyami Astronomy: How Omar Khayyam’s Newly Discovered True Birth Date Horoscope Reveals the Origins of His Pen Name and Independently Confirms His Authorship of the Robaiyat — by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]




[image: Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 1: New Khayyami Studies: Quantumizing the Newtonian Structures of C. Wright Mills’s Sociological Imagination for A New Hermeneutic Method — by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]




[image: Omar Khayyam’s Secret: Hermeneutics of the Robaiyat in Quantum Sociological Imagination: Book 1: New Khayyami Studies: Quantumizing the Newtonian Structures of C. Wright Mills’s Sociological Imagination for A New Hermeneutic Method — by Mohammad H. Tamdgidi]






















 










About Okcir
 OKCIR: Omar Khayyam Center for Integrative Research in Utopia, Mysticism, and Science (Utopystics) (est. 2002) is an independent research and publishing initiative dedicated to exploring, in a simultaneously world-historical and self-reflective framework, the human search for a just global society.





Additional Page Meta If Available

H
UMAN
A
RCHITECTURE
: J
OURNAL
OF
THE
S
OCIOLOGY
OF
S
ELF
-K
NOWLEDGE
, VII, 3, S
UMMER
2009, 37-56 37
H
UMAN
A
RCHITECTURE
: J
OURNAL
OF
THE
S
OCIOLOGY
OF
S
ELF
-K
NOWLEDGE
ISSN: 1540-5699. © Copyright by Ahead Publishing House (imprint: Okcir Press) and authors. All Rights Reserved.
HUMAN
ARCHITECTURE
Journal of the Sociology of Self-
A Publication of OKCIR: The Omar Khayyam Center for Integrative Research in Utopia, Mysticism, and Science (Utopystics)
“The logic of Cartesianism drives all
thoughts…toward fabricating a world in
accordance with our own mathematical
ideas of it.” —Piero Mini
“Everyone has been taught that technique is an
application of science.... This traditional view is
radically false. It takes into account only a
single category of science and only a short
period of time.” —Jacques Ellul
“Here a kind of fundamentalist religion morphs
into cynical sophistry, as happens so often in
American marketplace where the preacher and
the snake-oil merchant share the same platform,
even the same body.” —Lindsay Waters
I
NTRODUCTION
Over the past few decades, we have
witnessed the gradual proliferation of
economistic terms, phrases and reasoning
across the whole planet. In spite of this pro-
mulgation, most people in many instances
can only make vague sense of words like
Dow Jones or NASDAQ averages, S&P 500,
FTSE 100, DAX and NIKKEI etc. Interest-
ingly, this new wave of economistic lan-
guage was enthroned alongside the
“rediscovery” of “affect,” “community,”
the “environment,” the “uncanny,” “third
Festus CRA Ikeotuonye is a writer and activist who teaches Sociology in St. Patricks College Drumbcondra,
Dublin, while being affiliated with the University College Dublin, Republic of Ireland. His educational back-
ground is in History, Integrated Humanities and Sociology. He is a member of the editorial of the Irish Migration,
Race and Social Transformation Review. His publications include “The Leviathan Blackhole and The Hydra it Beholds:
State, Racism and the Modern/Colonial Habitus,” in Race and State, Ronit Lentin and Alana Lentin (eds.), 2006.
Nemesis of C. Wright Mills’ Promise
Sociology, Education and the Changing Context and
Meaning of Teaching and Learning
Festus Ikeotuonye
University College Dublin, Ireland
––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––
[email protected]
Abstract: In this paper, I argue that education is in many ways a site for the perennial exercise of
power. I posit that education is also a register of the struggles integral to the establishment of
dominant systems of thought that mirrors the broader power/knowledge nexus. Through a crit-
ical analysis of the penetration of corporate and commercial values into the sphere of higher
education, I aim to demonstrate the link between the larger historical scene and the varied
appearances of the “designs for instrumental action” that ultimately set the conditions for their
own propagation. The reduction of “science” to “technique” as a means of narrowing the uncer-
tainties in cause-effect correlation binds the geometric progression imaginaries of “Neo-liberal-
ism” to Jacques Ellul’s “Technological Society” (1964). In this sense, the “nemesis” of C. Wright
Mills’ promise is the same modern alter ego that evoked “enemies of progress” as an immanent
discourse of derision in the early modern period. My thesis is underscored by a documentary
analysis of the EUA Bologna Handbook and the UCD president’s reports and speeches using the
works of Michel Foucault.
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way” and “compassionate conservatives.”
These polar trends infused the emergent
corporate-speak with a strange sugar-coat-
ing that made its there-is-no-alternative
(TINA) “reforms” easier to “swallow.” The
gradual spread of corporate suit-speak
however lends some credence to the famil-
iar allegation that society is subsumed in
the ill-conceived jargons of the business
field
1
. To paraphrase the famous American
aphorism, the business of human societies
(not just America) now seems to be “busi-
ness.” The buccaneering entrepreneur is no
longer an American folk hero or oddity but
a model for the likes of rapper 50 Cents, the
young African refugee in Malta or the
brand-conscious academic version of the
“X Factor” and the “Apprentice.”
Many critics of “neoliberalism” blame
Friedrick von Hayek inspired “think tanks”
and “policy institute” for transforming a
marginal idea at the University of Chicago
into the “neoliberal utopia” that “
embod[ies]
itself in the reality of a kind of infernal machine
”
(Bourdieu 1998: 36). But are Hayek’s “self-
directing automatic system” or John Nash
and the Rand Corporation’s “Game The-
ory” really new in the larger scheme of
things? The basic elements of Hayek’s free
market “body/machine complex” and the
corresponding idea of the “Prisoner's Di-
lemma” dates back to the origin of modern
mechanistic thought. The carceral meta-
phor is nonetheless revealing—especially
in the field of teaching and learning. In her
book,
University Inc.: The Corporate Corrup-
tion of Higher Education
, Jennifer Washburn
(2005: ix) reminds us that:
Since 1980…especially over the
past decade, a foul wind has blown
over the campuses of our nation’s
universities. Its source is not the
stifling atmosphere of political cor-
rectness that has received so much
attention from pundits and jour-
nalists, but a phenomenon that has
gone comparatively ignored: the
growing role that commercial val-
ues have assumed in academic life
In this article, I want to discuss the un-
derpinning issues surrounding the emer-
gence of this “planetary vulgate,” not
simply as a “neoliberal” ploy, but as a logi-
cal and integral part of the program of
modernisation. I was a witness to the same
“rationalise or die” privatization slogans
employed by the IMF’s Structural Adjust-
ment Programme activists in the early and
late 1980s in Africa that practically de-
stroyed the Nigerian public education sys-
tem. Lindsay Waters (2004) and many
others
2
have raised the same issues and
questions concerning the corporate corrup-
tion of education, publication, critical ped-
agogy and the changing context and
meaning of teaching and learning
3
.
Additionally, I want to also look at
what these concerns tell us about the origi-
nal problematic of sociology—the ques-
tions of epistemology, social order, power/
knowledge and their link to the transfor-
mation of physical and mental spaces. I will
discus these themes by analysing some of
the ex-post rationales dutifully employed
by those supposedly in the “know”—those
“activists” who enthusiastically urge us to
assimilate to power/knowledge for our
own “good.” I will do this by looking at the
principle drivers of that process in Europe
dubbed the “Bologna Process.” While my
focus will be mainly the Bologna docu-
ments and speeches from the presidents of
1
By “business” I am referring to the imper-
sonal big corporations that mainly operate at the
transnational level, not “small businesses” that
actually constitute the majority of the so-called
“private” sector.
2
See, for example, Freire 1970, 1996, 2002.
Also see Canaan 2002, 2005, 2006; Ball 2003, Lev-
idow 2002.
3
These issues are not by any means new.
Ernest Gellner’s (1983) “Diploma disease” or
universal “clerks” and Heidegger’s idea that
technique usually start where thinking ends are
mainly different takes on the same issue.
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the National University of Ireland in partic-
ular and Europe in general, the issues that I
am addressing shares many “family resem-
blances” with those issues Lindsay Waters,
Jennifer Washburn, Kieran Allen and oth-
ers have raised both in the United States
and Europe.
Given that the hawks of Washington
“confusion,”
4
“market fundamentalism”
and the CEO model like Lawrence Sum-
mers
5
now whimper in the face of recent
changes in the political and social mood,
this seems to me to be the proper time to
address this pressing issue. Education and
learning as social and socialising activities,
processes and institutions have always oc-
cupied a central place in sociological theo-
ries mainly due to the key role they play in
knowledge generation and transmission.
Debates on the contents and forms of teach-
ing and learning largely mirror larger
struggles and politics in the domains of
epistemology, power and ideology. Accord-
ingly, the “corporate” takeover or make-
over of education is part of the process of
privatization, “enclosure” or the “revolu-
tion of the rich against poor” that began in
Tudor England and laid the foundation of
the modern world (Rifkin 2001). The latter
constitutes an integral part of the evolution
and pattern maintenance of the established
paradigms of the Cartesian-Newtonian sci-
ence and its spin-offs we know as the “cog-
nate disciplines” (Kuhn 1962).
T
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S
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“P
RISONER
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D
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A few years ago, a headline in the
Irish
Independent
6
news daily boldly para-
phrased a famous line from a beauty and
hair product advertisement in relation to
pay rises demanded by the presidents of
the top Universities in Ireland.
“Because
we're worth it: Profs want €135,000 rise for
“mental horse-power,”
says the headline. In
the words of the Irish Independent:
THE country's seven university
presidents are seeking a pay rise of
up to €135,000 each. They believe
the 55pc pay rise would reward
their unique ‘mental horse power’,
‘emotional intelligence’ and ‘street
smart, problem-solving skills’. De-
tails of their major pay claim are re-
vealed in a confidential submission
to the Review Body for Higher Re-
muneration in the Public Service.
The presidents, who are currently
paid between €186,000 and
€205,000, want a salary of at least
€320,000 a year. They say their role
has moved from that of being an
educator. ‘It is now more akin to
that of the corporate chief execu-
tive who must develop and drive
strategically and position their
businesses to grow and be ethnical-
ly and effectively managed and
led.’ The ‘reward philosophy’ for
the post must be ‘robust’ enough to
continue to attract candidates of
the calibre required, the submis-
sion says… It was prepared with
the assistance of an outside HR
consultant. The document is laced
with management speak such as
‘win-win partnerships’, ‘extending
4
See Dani Rodrik’s “Goodbye Washington
Consensus, Hello Washington Confusion? A Re-
view of the World Bank's Economic Growth in
the 1990s: Learning from a Decade of Reform.”
Journal of Economic Literature
, Volume 44, 4 De-
cember 2006, pp: 973-987.
5
See “The Education of Larry Summers” by
Michael Hirsh and Evan Thomas,
Newsweek
Magazine
, March 2, 2009.
6
Friday January 5
th
2007.
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people's line of sight’, ‘step-
change’ and ‘rewarding individu-
al's on-going value’ with base pay,
variable pay or bonus pay.
7
On October 28, 2007, merely eight
months after the above Irish Independent
article, the
Irish Tribune
newspaper re-
ported that:
The presidents of University Col-
lege Dublin and University College
Galway have received unautho-
rised allowances on top of their ap-
proved salary levels, the Sunday
Tribune has learned. The allowanc-
es, which flout national pay policy,
came to light in last week's review
body report on top public sector
pay, which was highly critical of
the arrangements. It ordered a pay
freeze for the presidents involved
until the allowances are with-
drawn… UCD confirmed its presi-
dent, Hugh Brady, has received an
unauthorised annual allowance of
12,000. Several universities, and
the Higher Education Authority,
now face scrutiny about who au-
thorised the payments. ‘We fail to
understand how this situation can
occur since payments of this sort
require the approval of the minis-
ter for education and the minister
for finance,’ the body stated.
8
The above “variable pay” furore in the
Irish media happened roughly two years
before Bernard Madoff’s “unrivalled lead-
ership,” “innovation” and “win-win part-
nerships” was revealed as nothing more
than good old fashion fraud. Keen observ-
ers of the corporate world have maintained
that Enron and Madoff are just the tip of the
iceberg. Words like “greed” and “regula-
tion” are now back from the cold and the
CEO tag tarnished beyond repair. The CEO
model it seems always produces “high fly-
ers” that, as former President Bush put it,
“cook the books.” Naïve University
“CEOs” seduced by the pervasive language
of technocratic managerialism failed to rea-
lise that busts are inherent to “bubbles”
with regards to “individual’s on-going
value.” Many of these presidents were run-
ning Bauman’s (2000) “managerial equiva-
lent of liposuction” in terms of Universities
using underpaid postgraduate teaching la-
bour while demanding golden parachutes
for themselves. Billionaires with dodgy
hair-cuts or “geek-streaks” lecture us on
“innovation management” and “enter-
prise” even when it is clear they are unable
to “manage” one wife and two kids while
“cooking the books.” World Bank, IMF and
Western NGO “technical assistants” travel
to Africa to teach astute “managers” of
complicated polygamous family relations
about “capacity building” when most of
the same lecturing “experts” require “life
coaches” and psychoanalysts in their coun-
tries of origin. The “I am worth it” “entitle-
ment issues” is, however, a small part of a
larger trend that can be encapsulated by the
rise of what Bourdieu and Wacquant de-
scribes as neoliberal “planetary vulgate.”
According to Bourdieu and Wacquant:
In a matter of a few years, in all the
advanced societies, employers, in-
ternational officials, high-ranking
civil servants, media intellectuals
and high-flying journalists have all
started to speak a strange News-
peak. Its vocabulary, which seems
to have sprung out of nowhere, is
now on everyone’s lips: ‘globaliza-
tion’ and ‘flexibility’, ‘governance’
and ‘employability’, ‘underclass’
7
http://www.independent.ie/national-
news/because-were-worth-it-profs-want-
135000-rise-for-mental-horsepower-57835.html
(accessed 24/03/09).
8
https://www.tribune.ie/archive/article/
2007/oct/28/pay-freeze-for-university-heads-
over-illegal-salar/ (accessed 24/03/09).
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and ‘exclusion’, ‘new economy’
and ‘zero tolerance’, ‘communitar-
ianism’ and ‘multiculturalism’, not
to mention their so-called post-
modern cousins…The diffusion of
this new planetary vulgate…is the
result of a new type of imperial-
ism…empirical analysis of the tra-
jectory of the advanced economies
over the longue durée suggests, in
contrast, that ‘globalisation’ is not
a new phase of capitalism, but a
‘rhetoric’ invoked by governments
in order to justify their voluntary
surrender to the financial markets
and their conversion to a fiduciary
conception of the firm.
9
Modern society is now replete and in
the grip of the planetary vulgate and its
hangovers. Business, economistic or mana-
gerial rationalities, acronyms, slangs and
phrases like “globalisation” or “globalo-
ney,”
10
“competitive advantage,” “knowl-
edge” or “smart economy,” “networks,”
“neo-liberalism,” “recession,” “deep reces-
sion,” “stock markets,” CEO, GDP, GNP,
“consumer confidence index” and many
other such phrases pervade the landscape
like ants. Many of us pay lip service to these
buzz terms since the “sink or swim” crude
threat that always accompany the buzz
words subliminally urge us to take them for
granted. These pervasive technical terms
spew out of the months of politicians, “ex-
perts,” academics, and the mass media like
flood water on sand bags so it is no wonder
many of us just hop on the band wagon
without really knowing where it is taking
us.
Despite the fact that Karl Polanyi
clearly demonstrated to us that the com-
modification of human labour power was
an illusion, we still routinely referred to
people as standardized “economic units”
with no need for any justification. Eco-
nomic rationalisations infuse the plethora
of “public” institutions from social “wel-
fare,” health “care” to even such things as
individualised “feel good factor.” The “au-
dit culture” image of the person as a “self
directing” strategic calculator or the image
of peoplehood as a “phantom public” took
centre stage alongside these transforma-
tions and entrenchment of the economistic
world view. It was however, a democrat,
the former U.S. president, Bill Clinton, who
allegedly said
“it is the economy, stupid”
not
the “neo-cons” or Karl Marx. “Marxists”
and “Liberals” alike have always presented
the “economy” as the structure around
which all else orbits. In recent times, coun-
tries are no longer seen as political or even
as martial projects but as competitive
“economies.”
However, this shallow mechanistic and
atomistic definition was not derived from
the “economics” of “big picture” thinkers
like Bernard Mandeville, Adam Smith, Karl
Marx, John Maynard Keynes, Joseph
Schumpeter and many others. On the con-
trary, it is a very narrow definition of eco-
nomics; a notion of economics that assumes
all the “command” attributes of what Rob-
ert Brenner (1991) and Aero Loone (1992)
describes as the “bureaucratic mode of pro-
duction.” That is, the tunnel vision “eco-
nomics” of technicians, demographers and
bureaucrats who evoke the usual Spence-
rian teleological “darwinism” when it suits
their purpose. While future oriented words
like “innovation” and “creativity” are ban-
died around, they are ultimately defined in
such a way that makes them utterly mean-
ingless. Karl Marx reminded us in the
Grundrisse
(1973: 84) that the maximizing
“isolated individual” so crucial to the ratio-
nal choice model was not a universal truth
or a general notion of the person but a spe-
cific narrative of self linked to a specific
modern historical condition and cultural
environment of early capitalism. Karl Marx
9
http://sociology.berkeley.edu/faculty/
wacquant/wacquant_pdf/neoliberal.pdf (Ac-
cessed 14/02/09).
10
As Michael Mann (2001) put it.
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argued over a century ago that:
The bourgeoisie, by the rapid im-
provement of all instruments of
production, by the immensely fa-
cilitated means of communication,
draws all, even the most barbarian
nations into civilisation... It com-
pels all nations, on the pain of ex-
tinction to adopt the bourgeois
mode of production; it compels
them to introduce what it calls
civilisation into their midst, i.e., to
become bourgeois themselves. In
one word, it creates a world after
its own image (Marx and Engels
1967:84)
In other words, the point of departure
for many economists is simply a bourgeois
subject-form masked by the compartment-
alised tunnel vision of technicians and their
quasi consequentiality. The interesting
thing for us here, however, is what these
trends and processes tell us about Stanley
Milgram’s (1974) “obedience rate” and of
course the thorny issue of power/ knowl-
edge. Equally important is the underpin-
nings of what Bourdieu and Wacquant
describe as the “planetary vulgate” linked
to the cunning of imperialist reason and the
universalisation of the local histories of
those with power.
Bourdieu and Wacquant for example
argue that globalisation is an empty phrase
invoked to rationalise the surrender of the
state to the forces of the financial “markets”
and also the universalisation of “the busi-
ness of America is business” ethos. Ameri-
cans, (and by this one is referring to the so
called “wasps”) have always defined them-
selves as entrepreneurs and merchants;
therefore, in that respect what is described
as “Reaganomics” can be seen as integral
not only to the American collective
“psyche” but the model of power that
emerged alongside the “discovery” of
America. The idea of big business as the
“tools and tyrants” of the administrative
state is an idea Americans share from Mad-
ison to the most starry-eyed conspiracy the-
orists. The issue of “special interests,” big
business lobbyists, transnational corpora-
tions, Wall Street bankers, “Mob” gangsters
and their influence in the corridors of polit-
ical power have long been big issues at the
fore front of political debates in the United
States. In the media, CEOs and top officials
of banks and world corporations are pre-
sented as models and leaders worthy of
emulation even in areas like “conserva-
tion” or education. In other words, the re-
making of the world in the image of
business was all pervasive until very re-
cently.
LINDSAY WATERS AND THE
ENEMIES OF PROMISE
I once had the opportunity to attend a
talk by Lindsay Waters of Harvard Univer-
sity at the Geary Institute, University Col-
lege Dublin (UCD).
In his presentation, Waters passion-
ately made the familiar case of the corpo-
rate takeover or “corruption” of higher
education. Waters spoke for the better part
of an hour summarising the arguments he
made in his book entitled “Enemies of Prom-
ise: Publishing, Perishing and the Eclipse of
Scholarship” (2004). In the book Waters de-
clared that his whole project is an attempt
to urge academics to begin taking concrete
steps to preserve and protect the honoured
values of their profession. According to
Waters, scholars must adopt a bunker men-
tality towards pedagogical practices, the
writing of books or articles in order to safe-
guard those time-honoured values under
siege from corporate discourses of derision.
This for Waters is an adroit imperative
since the alternative is that the market be-
comes “our prison.” Waters convincingly
argues that he speaks from a vantage point
of one of the elite universities in the world
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and he also speaks from the point of view of
a scholar and a publisher. In his own
words:
I think that we scholars and pub-
lishers have allowed money chang-
ers to enter the temple, we need to
restrict their activities, because we
cannot kick them out the way Jesus
did. Of course, many universities
are in insignificant part, financial
operations. Don’t be shocked. So
are many churches! Still, the uni-
versities have money that must be
husbanded well, lest we squander
our talents. But we have other tal-
ents—spiritual, not financial that
needs cultivation. My second con-
cern after the corporate makeover
of the university is my conviction
that, in letting the temple be turned
over to the money-changers, we
have allowed those who want to
hollow out and thereby desecrate
our books and publications be-
come dominant in a number of
fields. (Waters 2004: 5)
The idea that now pervades the
academy is to avoid ideas. The
most devastating put-down we
have is that someone is a ‘Big Pic-
ture Thinker’. Big ideas and grand
narratives of liberation—those are
all passé now. Andrew Abbott
writes ‘theory and method have
very little to do with each other in
the discipline (of sociology) today’.
And this is the field of Marx Weber,
Theordo Adorno and Talcoltt Par-
sons! (ibid: 70).Waters further
made a point which is directly rele-
vant to my central concern in this
piece. For Waters, the penetration
of the money changers into the
academy, the hollowing out of the
intellectual and the anti-theory po-
sitions of the corporatespeak are all
connected. In fact, Waters believes
that the “funeral rather than birth”
anti-theory stance prevalent in the
academy encapsulates this trend
more than anything else. As he so
well put it:
Waters cites satirist Fredrick Crews
who jokes that the job of humanists is to
keep “cranking out insignificant publica-
tion” so that the presses can keep humming
and we can all make the usual conference
rounds and keep our jobs. Lindsay’s “death
of the intellectual” diatribe resonated
deeply with my own experiences given my
initial naïve view of the academia before
becoming an “occasional insider-outsider.”
As somebody with some practical experi-
ence of the so-called “private” sector, I
joined the academia believing that the
ethos of business should be confined to the
business sphere. Business, for most people
in the business “world” is something they
do for a living, not a philosophy of exist-
ence. It was quite strange then for me to ob-
serve people living off “public funds”
adopting the Reagan/Thatcherite business
nomenclature.
My interest in teaching was cultivated
by my mother who saw teaching as an
“honest line of work” compared to busi-
ness, law or politics. I was also inspired by
people like Lewis Mumford and his defin-
ing idea of “professor of things in general”
thus narrow specialism was something I as-
sociated with bureaucrats and suits in the
corridor of parastatals and corporations.
Like Mumford, Gabriel Tarde embodied
the intellectual spirit of the early sociology
before its institutional “cementing” that be-
came progressively intolerant of “infidels”:
I would naively say: Hypotheses
fingo. What is dangerous in the sci-
ences, are not close-knit conjec-
tures which are logically followed
to their ultimate depths and their
ultimate risks; it is those ghosts of
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ideas floating in the mind. The
point of view of universal sociolo-
gy is one of those ghosts that is
haunting the mind of present day
thinkers. Let's see first where it can
lead us. Let's us be outrageous
even to the risk of passing for rav-
ing mad. In those matters, the fear
of ridicule would be the most an-
tiphilosophical sentiment. (Latour
2002: 118)
Elias for example, was trained in both
medicine and philosophy and his work
represents his attempt to reconcile the
philosophical and physiological discrep-
ancy the two fields tend to overemphasize
(van Krieken 1998).
In addition, the binaries of an ahistori-
cal default of “private” and “public”
spheres was something I found difficult to
understand since anyone with any business
experience knows that the “market” or
even “capital” is fundamentally public and
social in character. Perhaps some people
need to be reminded that the business Ed-
ward Barneys invented is still called “pub-
lic relations” and that formal and informal
“networks” are the best assets in the busi-
ness world. So, one can only imagine the
shock I experienced when I was attacked
and disparaged for “big picture” thinking
by people claiming Foucault, Derrida and
Nietzsche as their source of inspiration.
And this is the Foucault of “Bio-politics”
and the amorphous “modern mechanism
of power”; the Derrida of “logocentrism”
and the Nietzsche of the “genealogy of
morals.” In response to those criticisms, I
always say that I am doing the sociology of
the “French who think in British” like
Comte and Durkheim; the sociology of the
“Germans who think in French” like Karl
Marx, Norbert Elias, Jürgen Habermas, Ul-
rich Beck, etc; and the “French who think in
German,” Gabriel Tarde, Derrida, Foucault,
Latour; and finally the sociology of the
“Americans who think in French and Ger-
man”—W.E. Burghartdt Du bois, W.I Tho-
mas, C Wright Mills, Robert Nisbet,
Immanuel Wallerstein and many others.
The sociological imagination is funda-
mentally anchored on “big picture” think-
ing, I argue; therefore, as a “sociologian,”11
my big picture thinking is even bigger be-
cause as Heidegger put it, it just “is.” The
usual response from my critics is to
threaten me with “irrelevance,” “jobless-
ness,” or a stunted academic “career” if I
continue with “radicalism.” “Unemploy-
ment,” interestingly, is the same framework
C Wright Mills used to link “private” trou-
bles to “public” issues, or, history and biog-
raphy; but such “big picture” thinking was
considered irrelevant until “Obamanom-
ics.” Obamanomics promises at least a re-
thinking of the core tenets of “market
fundamentalism” and offers a new oppor-
tunity to revaluate the business takeover of
the “context of learning,” pedagogy and
the culture of scholarship. Such revaluation
should enable debates about what should
constitute the crux of the sociologist’s sub-
ject area.
For the “sociologian,” the focus re-
mains the same: knowledge and power,
history and biography and the link be-
tween them. C. Wright Mills stated in his
famous piece that the sociological imagina-
tion enables us to understand the larger
historical crucible in terms of its meaning
for both the inner and external life of the
variety of human beings that live out their
lives within the frameworks of that larger
historical scene. What Mills is getting at
11 Following the Brazilian “anthropolo-
gian” Darcy Ribeiro. According to Walter Mi-
gnolo (2000): “By ‘subalternization of
knowledge’ I intend…to do justice and expand
on an early insight by the Brazilian “anthropolo-
gian” (as he calls himself, instead of ‘anthropol-
ogist) Darcy Ribeiro. “Anthropologian” was
indeed a marker of subalternization of knowl-
edge: an anthropologist in the “Third World” is
not the same as an anthropologist in the First
World, since the former is in the location of the
object of study, not in the location of the study-
ing subject.”
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here is the fact that we can only understand
biography by locating it within the larger
historical scene and circumstances that also
involves other biographies. To C. Wright
Mills, the sociological imagination enables
us to grasp history and biography and the
link between the two. In other words,
grasping what Anthony Giddens describes
as the “double involvement” between his-
tory, biography and the relations between
the two is the central task and promise of
sociology. Following Mills, Zymunt Bau-
man argues that the central question of so-
ciology is the question of the
interdependence between people, in the
sense of the fact that humans will always
live in the company of, in communication
with, in cooperation or in conflict with
other human beings. For Bauman, it is such
overarching questions that constitute the
nucleus of sociological imagination and
mode of enquiry.
Given the historical conditions within
which sociology was established, it is not
surprising that sociology, as a specialist ac-
ademic discipline takes such a broad frame-
work as “modern society” as its basic unit
of analysis. All the classical sociological
thinkers (including philosophers adopted
by sociologists) were all concerned with
history, biography and the relationship be-
tween the two. From Comte and the Saint-
Simonians, to Durkheim, Ferdinand Tön-
nies, Karl Marx and Max Weber, the basic
focus was the entire historical period we
call modernity. These same themes animate
the works of Karl Jaspers, Sigmund Freud,
Norbert Elias, Michel Foucault, Lewis
Mumford, Shmuel Eisenstadt to Eric
Voegelin and Karen Armstrong. While soci-
ologists like Simmel and others sympa-
thetic to the “German School” have long
rehashed this Hegelian theme of progres-
sive disenchantment with the natural
world, leading to increased rationalisation,
many sociologists still seem to be taken by
surprise by the actual implications of that
process of rationalisation.
For example, the same Norbert Elias
that brought the regimentation of space
and subjectivities to our attention seems to
be surprised at the practical implication of
that process of regimentation in the “disci-
pline” of sociology. He wrote in State For-
mation and Nation Building (1970: 274) that:
One of the strangest aspects of the
development of sociology during
its first century and a half or so as a
relatively autonomous discipline is
the change from a long-term per-
spective to a short-term perspec-
tive, a kind of narrowing of the
sociologists' interest to contempo-
rary societies—and above all to
their own societies—as they are
here and now, and a withdrawal of
interest from the problem how and
why societies over the centuries
have become what they are. The
narrowing of the focus has found
its most striking expression in the
change in the dominant type of so-
ciological theory.
Why is compartmentalisation, with-
drawal into the “present” or rationalisation
a strange aspect of the “development” of
sociology when sociology is entangled in
the “civilizing process”? Elias, of all people,
should know that preoccupation with the
present is a core feature of the paradox of
“modo” or modernus. That preoccupation
with the present is equally linked to the ba-
sic character of the cultural environment of
a modern world where, as Ellul lamented:
The interval which traditionally
separates a scientific discovery and
its application in everyday life has
been progressively shortened…
The discovery enters the public do-
main before anyone has had a
chance to recognize all the conse-
quences or to recognize its full im-
pact… There is no longer respite
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for reflecting or choosing or adapt-
ing oneself, or for acting or wishing
or pulling oneself together. The
rule of life is: No sooner said than
done. Life has become a race-
course...a succession of objective
events which drag us along and
lead us astray without anything af-
fording us the possibility of stand-
ing apart, taking stock, and ceasing
to act.12
Nevertheless, given my own back-
ground in historical sociology, it is hardly
surprising that my initial concern is dis-
cussing the incisive “systemic forces” driv-
ing the changing context of teaching and
learning. Education is increasingly seen as
the dominant institution and discourse of
primary and secondary socialisation and
cultural production and reproduction;
thus, education often becomes a perennial
site for both the exercise of power and the
ideological struggles integral to the mecha-
nisms, registers and effects of power. A
clear illustration of the latter point is the
case of the Innu in Canada. Colin Samson
demonstrated this quite convincingly in his
book, A Way of Life that Does Not Exist: Can-
ada and the Extinguishment of the Innu—de-
spite flaky criticisms of “essentialism”13
directed at him. Referring to the Canadian
education system, a member of the Innu
community discovered that:
It made me ‘think English’ and
gave me ‘white thoughts’…I lost
part of my life…The only thing that
kids are able to learn in school is to
be embarrassed by our culture…I
am ashamed to say that I went to
school at all…I wasted my years in
school…Kids now talk back to
their parents. That comes from
school. They don’t pay attention at
all. They don’t listen to parents be-
cause in school they get a lot of En-
glish. They are gradually losing
their language…starting to talk to
each other in English. (Samson,
2003:199-201)
The knowledge ideological struggles
are not by any means new. As Foucault and
many others have shown, such struggles
are an integral part of the establishment of
any dominant system of thought. In their
classic, Teaching as a Subversive Activity,
written many decades ago, Neil Postman
and Charles Weingartner remind us that:
School, after all, is the one institu-
tion in our society that is inflicted
on everybody, and what happens
in school makes a difference-for
good or ill. We use the word ‘in-
flicted’ because we believe that the
way schools are currently conduct-
ed does very little, and quite prob-
ably nothing, to enhance our
chances of mutual survival; that is,
to help us solve any or even some
of the problems we have men-
tioned. One way of representing
the present condition of our educa-
tion system is as follows: It is as if
we are driving a multimillion dol-
lar sports car, screaming, ‘faster!
Faster!’ while peering fixedly into
the rearview mirror... We have paid
almost exclusive attention to the
car, equipping it with all sorts of
fantastic gadgets and an engine
12 See Ellul 1964: 10-330.
13 Another one of those “cultural turn” vul-
gate carelessly bandied around in the corporate
academia with no reference to its previous uses
in Western philosophy or even non-Western
thought. The anti-essentialism police (an oxy-
moron) derive their intellectual impetus from
their use of those precise tools of corporate dis-
course of derision on “soft targets,” albeit gar-
nished with Derrida’s “essential lapse between
significations.” In many ways, the “essential-
ism” debate reminds me of Bruno Latour’s ob-
servation that “deconstruction” has been
appropriated by the “National Security Agen-
cy.”
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that will propel it at ever increasing
speed, but we seem to have forgot-
ten where we wanted to go in it.
(Postman and Weingartner 1969:
xiii)
Invariably, my main line of argument
in this article reflects the debates and con-
cerns that surround not only the usual ex-
tolling of Francis Bacon’s mantra of
“knowledge is power,” but also Michel
Foucault’s inverting of the Baconian man-
tra in his power/knowledge couplet. Fou-
cault notes the way the exercise of power is
embedded in knowledge production and
how the usual distinction between the do-
main of power and the domain of knowl-
edge in modern society is illusory. For
Michel Foucault, power is not simply re-
ducible to its effects or merely negative;
power produces knowledge, objects, sub-
jects and “rituals of truth.” Knowledge and
power imply one another because as Fou-
cault puts it, “no power relations [exist]
without the correlative constitution of a
field of knowledge” (Foucault 1979: 27). For
instance, Foucault’s concepts of the ‘Panop-
ticon’, disciplinary and bio-power not only
illuminate the macro-physics, architectural
and geometric mechanisms of power, it
also gives us good insight into how subjects
are constituted and enlisted as key compo-
nents in the process of their own subjectifi-
cation and the correlative transformation of
the broader organisational model and cul-
tural milieu (Dreyfus and Rabinow 1982).
Could this also help to explain why those
that enthusiastically embrace dominant
systems of thought see those thought sys-
tems as everlasting or immanent despite
their loud proclamations of “change” and
dynamism?
The original designer of the “Panopti-
con,” Jeremy Bentham (the reformer and
philosopher) was clear on the manifold na-
ture of his “architectural apparatus” when
he declared in relation to the larger social
“outcomes” of his new prison design in
these words:
Morals reformed—health pre-
served—industry invigorated in-
struction diffused—public bur-
thens lightened—Economy seated,
as it were, upon a rock—the gord-
ian knot of the Poor-Laws are not
cut, but untied—all by a simple
idea in Architecture!—Thus much I
ventured to say on laying down the
pen—and thus much I should per-
haps have said on taking it up, if at
that early period I had seen the
whole of the way before me. A new
mode of obtaining power of mind
over mind, in a quantity hitherto
without example: and that, to a de-
gree equally without example, se-
cured by whoever chooses to have
it so, against abuse.—Such is the
engine: such the work that may be
done with it. How far the expecta-
tions thus held out have been ful-
filled, the reader will decide.14
As Bentham’s architectural apparatus
model of society shows, social planning,
and engineering were integral to the vision
of society organised around the problem of
“obtaining power” and thus knowledge
over both the physical spaces the “popula-
tion” inhabits and the mental spaces of the
population itself. This bid to control the
“social” or “society” was linked to the evo-
lution of both sociology and the specific
trends in the technologies of governance
that sees the “population” through the
prism of “reason of state” and “theory of
police” (Foucault 2000).
But can we really grasp the manifold
workings of the Panopticon through com-
partmentalized lenses when the very word
14 See Jeremy Bentham, the Panopticon - ht-
tp://cartome.org/panopticon2.htm (accessed
22-01-09). See also Jeremy Bentham. Panopticon.
In Miran Bozovic (ed.), The Panopticon Writ-
ings, London: Verso, 1995, 29-95.
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“panopticon” implies an “all” seeing disci-
plinary apparatus? Is the proper sociologi-
cal question not a question that sees the
compartmentalised lens as part of the “cell”
view that hides the “all” view or totality
from the individuated designs of each cell
unit? The power of the Panopticon lies in
the fact that it denies each cell the “big pic-
ture” or even the view of the rows or ar-
rangement of the cells as a total design.
Interestingly, Foucault’s model of disciplin-
ary power and bio-politics can help explain
not only what Neil Postman (1992) de-
scribes as “the surrender of culture to tech-
nology,” but also the recent preoccupation
in higher education with pharmaceutical
driven “research” into population and “life
sciences.” Bio-power for Foucault brought
life and its mechanisms into the realm of
explicit calculations and made knowledge
an agent of the transformations that derive
their impetus from disciplinary and bio-
power (Rabinow 1984:17). It is important to
bear in mind that the “population and life
science” discourse accompanied the “cor-
porate” makeover of higher education, the
enclosure of the “genetic commons” and
the larger “bio-piracy” inflicted on the “na-
ture” rich southern hemisphere.
Therefore, rather than merely looking
for ways to adapt education or learning to
the context of learning, perhaps, we should
follow Immanuel Wallerstein (1997) and
ask: adapt or assimilate into what? What
exactly is this often cited ever “changing”
context of learning that we need to adapt
to? Since the target is forever moving, is it
even possible to adapt to this ever receding
horizon? What are the drivers of that move-
ment? In other words, instead of exploring
ways to adapt learning to a “changing
world,” our questions should now be
geared towards the costs or implications of
these serial adaptations and what they tell
us about knowledge and power. Since
teaching and learning cannot exist in a vac-
uum, it is important to also look at the total
cultural environment within which the ac-
tivities we call “teaching” and “learning”
derive their meaning and social relevance
from.
EDUCATION, POWER/KNOWLEDGE
AND THE “ADAPTIVE MODEL”
Education by and large is not a neutral
concept or institution since it is grounded
in a specific cultural milieu. The etymology
of the word “education,” educatus, educare,
tells us quite clearly that education is about
the cultivation of specific values, knowl-
edge, skills and world views. This close re-
lationship between institutions of teaching
and learning and the cultural environment
makes it somewhat difficult to investigate
the relationship between the two. This is
why the theories and methods introduced
by Michel Foucault are useful because Fou-
cault recognised the close affinity between
knowledge production/reproduction,
power relations and cultural context. Uni-
versities for example, are no longer just
seen as “institutions of higher learning” but
also “research-intensive” domains and en-
gines of the “knowledge-based economy.”
These redefinitions are not simply gener-
ated from “pro-business” or “neo-liberal”
university presidents as some critics claim,
but mirror trans-national forces which the
governing structures of universities them-
selves experience as immanent remote
forces.
It is important to point out, however,
that the method I am using in this article is
not “discourse analysis” but rather what
Foucault describes as methodological “ar-
chaeology” and “genealogy.” By archaeol-
ogy and genealogy, Foucault is referring to
the “excavating” of the conditions of possi-
bility of an event, discursive formation, sit-
uation or condition (Foucault 1970; Dreyfus
and Rabinow 1982:104-5). In the Order of
Things (1994), Foucault posits that the “ar-
chaeological level” is the level of what un-
derpins or makes an event or situation
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possible. However, Foucault usually alter-
nates between archaeology and what he de-
scribes as the genealogical method. For
Foucault (1994: 42), genealogy is simply
“…the union of erudite knowledge and lo-
cal memories which allows us to establish a
historical knowledge of struggles and to
make use of this knowledge tactically to-
day.”
Therefore, rather than present an event
or situation in the stable and coherent way
both the defenders and critics of that event
or situation often like to present it, we
should unmask what has been silenced be-
cause of the institutionalization of knowl-
edge by those in power and their critics.
Furthermore, whereas archaeology focuses
on what Ludwig Wittgenstein described as
“language games,” genealogy unveils the
creation of objects through institutional
practices (Dreyfus and Rabinow 1982:104).
Against the claims to write from a neutral
or “free-floating” perspective, the Ni-
etzschean or Foucaultian genealogist em-
braces the political and polemical interests
motivating the writing of the history (Hoy
1986: 6-7).
Not only do you need knowledge
in order to exert power, but you
also need dispositif to set up and
produce both society and knowl-
edge... In that sense, the dissemina-
tion of laboratories, their ability to
reverse scale, to completely reverse
micro and macro order, is very
much a confirmation of Foucault's
tradition. But of course, there are
many more dispositifs than the
panopticon…There is a very pro-
ductive line of inquiry coming
from Foucault which has led to
field studies—hospitals, accoun-
tants, bureaucrats, etc. This is not a
metaphysical model but rather a
model on which you can actually
do empirical studies about the
technologies of society and knowl-
edge production. But you will no-
tice that this blending of Foucault,
history, Marxism, and cultural
studies is occurring in English, not
in French.15Consequently my aim
is not simply to analyse the consti-
tuting discourses of relevant actors
and “stakeholders” like the UCD
president, the ‘Bologna process’
documents and its specific spin-
offs like ‘modularisation’. My pri-
mary focus is the underpinnings of
the institutionalised discourses
and the corresponding dispositif
and what they tell us about power
and knowledge. Even though what
is usually described as “discourse
analysis” is allegedly inspired by
Foucault’s archaeological method,
Foucault’s archaeology is funda-
mentally structuralist and is main-
ly devoid of the mixing of Jacques
Derrida, Foucault, Deleuze and
Jean-François Lyotard that is the
dominant current of discourse
analysis in the English speaking
world. In an interview with T.
Hugh Crawford, Bruno Latour ob-
serves in regard to the methods of
Foucault that:
In order to understand the relationship
between Education and the larger cultural
environment we have to consider the fol-
lowing questions:
• What is education?
• What are the links between education,
structures and dynamics of power, pol-
itics, culture, technology and econo-
my?
• What drives cultural and social
change?
• Why did schooling become wide-
15 See An Interview with Bruno Latour,
Configurations - Volume 1, Number 2, Spring
1993, pp. 247-268.
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spread after the industrial revolution
and the emergence of the global econo-
my?
• How are the forms and contents of ed-
ucation connected to these transforma-
tions?
• What role does this changing world
play in structuring education in the ser-
vice of modernisation?
Exploring the above questions will
serve as a background to understanding
the implications of adapting education to
the changing context of learning. It will
equally clarify the question of what exactly
education is supposed to adapt to. It would
also provide a good framework to engage
with the debates that are happening within
education in general and higher education
in particular. Finally, it will provide the ba-
sis on which the changes happening in
UCD in particular and the Bologna process
in general can be understood against the
backdrop of the larger social changes. For
example, the UCD General Regulations for
Undergraduate and Taught Graduate Pro-
grammes, 4th October 2007 version, clearly
states that:
The general objective of UCD ini-
tiative on modularisation and se-
mesterisation is to…enable full
participation in the European
Higher Education Area in align-
ment with the Bologna process.
What is the “Bologna process”? In the
European University Association Bologna
Handbook entitled Making Bologna Work,
the editors stated that:
…the Bologna process has
emerged as the most significant
pan-European undertaking in the
field of higher education over the
last thirty years. Aimed at creating
a common European higher educa-
tion area, ‘Bologna’ has had an im-
portant impact on higher
education systems, individually
and collectively, as well as on pro-
gram structures and development
in a large majority of higher educa-
tion institutions across Europe.
This reform influence will extend
well beyond 2010, as institutions
adapt, respond and use the process
strategically to shape their own fu-
ture. Although ‘Bologna’ has been
highlighted in all its political as-
pects and through its demand on
programme reform for a number of
years, numerous actors in Eu-
rope—and indeed beyond—are
still wondering what it really
stands for, what it means in con-
crete terms, how it should be im-
plemented effectively and where
its taking us. (Froment et al 2006:2)
While the ‘Bologna’ process obviously
has wide and far-reaching consequences,
not many people within the EU have heard
of Bologna or as Froment admitted above,
where it is taking us. Nevertheless, the un-
derpinning of the Bologna process is the
even more mysterious “Lisbon strategy”
where the 15 core EU countries set out:
…to become the most competitive
and dynamic knowledge-based
economy in the world, capable of
sustaining economic growth, with
more and better jobs and greater
social cohesion.16
Both the Bologna and the Lisbon strat-
egy emphasise three key things:
• Competitiveness
• The link between knowledge-base and
16 See Haug, Guy article A3.1.1 in the first
supplement to the Handbook in the EUA Hand-
book for further discussion on the links between
Bologna and the Lisbon strategy. Also see Eric
Froment et al 2006 page 6.
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economy
• Social cohesion
The aims of the “Bologna” is clear but
as yet, we still do not know what the “Bolo-
gna process” really is given the huge impli-
cations of its set goals. As Eric Froment
argues in the article, The evolving vision and
focus of the Bologna process:
…therefore…Bologna is about the
system of higher education in Eu-
rope or, in other words, about the
system responsible for training Eu-
rope’s future professionals, leaders
and researchers, and for ensuring
access to this training, a close link
with the Lisbon strategy is inevita-
ble. Bologna is no longer just a sim-
ple reform seeking to achieve more
broadly compatible higher educa-
tion systems, disassociated from
social change as a whole. It is now
much more strategic than that, and
not without serious consequences
for European society.17
Eric Froment’s views, in many ways,
touched on something that is at the root of
education and also the bedrock of the word
culture. Froment also alluded to the way
that education as a social institution guides
knowledge, skill and cultural reproduction
and transmission in society. Many of the ar-
ticles in the Bologna Handbook equally
shows how education is diffused in the cul-
tural environment and values that give it
purpose. Thus, it also reflects the dominant
power structure of society and what the so-
ciologist Pierre Bourdieu described as cul-
tural capital, habitus and its inter-
generational transmission. Paulo Freire in
the Pedagogy of the Oppressed (1972), has also
shown the undersides of the elite use of for-
mal education as an instrument of cultural,
symbolic domination and assimilation.
Many Marxists from Louis Althusser to
Gramsci have also argued that education is
used to cultivate the “habits of industry”
and for producing workers for the domi-
nant economic order. This is of course the
basis for the “hidden curriculum” and Karl
Marx’s often recycled theory of “ruling
class, ruling ideas.”
Education is equally influenced by
trends and structures of production, distri-
bution and consumption of goods and ser-
vices. It is equally shaped by the organising
models or ideologies behind those struc-
tures. We can see this clearly in the distinc-
tions in the forms and contents of education
systems of countries that claim to be demo-
cratic, capitalist, socialist or communist.
What this means in practical terms is that
education is shaped by discourses of pri-
vate or public ownership, personal/profit
and collective goals, market/corporate or
state controlled. Just as the patterns and dy-
namics of the economy triggers changes in
the forms and contents of education, tech-
nological and cultural changes also trigger
changes in the economy and also in educa-
tion. Modern schools and education sys-
tems are fundamentally shaped by
technological and cultural changes like no-
tions of “private property,” permanent set-
tlements, state formation, specialisation,
the division of labour, urbanisation and in-
dustrialisation. For instance, Neil Postman
(1998) argues that the “school” is a product
of the industrial revolution and the inven-
tion of printing which is actually the first
information revolution.
New technologies increase productiv-
ity in some areas and cause intense disrup-
tions in others as the fallout of the
industrial revolution clearly shows. New
technologies bring about radical changes in
work ethics, personal habits and social as-
pirations. The industrial revolution made
mass production of manufactured goods,
mass wage labour, and even the idea of
“going to work” in the modern sense possi-
ble. The emphasis on literal and mechanical17 EUA Bologna Handbook A1.1-1, page 6.
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skills is also linked to that whole transfor-
mation. The advent of computers in many
ways reflects that great transformation
spirit that is linked to the industrial revolu-
tion. What is then described as “globalisa-
tion” (or more accurately, “globalisations”),
which involve the movement of people,
goods, ideas and capital, is a logical out-
come of the historical process that began in
the “long” 16th century. The introduction
of flexible labour market, the expansion of
the service sector, massification and the re-
branding of education as a corporate activ-
ity are reflections of that whole socio-eco-
nomic transformation. Once again Eric
Froment seems to understand this very
well:
…the technical and economic de-
velopments of recent decades have
only served to point to the inevita-
ble reality of universities as players
in the world stage. Yet the tradi-
tional atmosphere of corporation
and exchange between them have
been affected by a new competitive
pressure. Indeed, this increased
competition between universities
is related to the increasingly im-
portant role played by knowledge
and a generation of new knowl-
edge in global economic competi-
tion. It is against this background
that Bologna is now situated, so to
speak, at cross roads. (ibid: 10)
In the article entitled University Gover-
nance, Leadership and Management in a Rap-
idly Changing Environment, Luc E. Weber
points out that:
Organisations—private, public
and voluntary not for profit—have
been challenged all over the world
by an increasingly rapidly chang-
ing environment. This is also true
for schools, tertiary education in-
stitutions and universities. The
consequences are serious, even
threatening: those institutions
which do not adapt fast enough—
or better, lead this change—risk
losing their importance and even-
tually disappearing. If this is recog-
nised in companies, non-profit
organisations and even in public
entities, why shouldn’t it be also
true for universities? The reasons
have been widely recognised, they
are due to two phenomenal: glo-
balisation, as well as scientific and
technological progress.18
Weber’s deference to what he opaquely
describes as “globalisation” and “techno-
logical progress” in many ways encapsu-
lates the core issues in the dynamics of
technology and culture. In his book, Tech-
nopoly (1992), Neil Postman argues that cul-
tures may be classified into three
categories: tool using cultures, technocra-
cies and technopolies. According to Post-
man, in tool using cultures, technologies
are used to solve specific and urgent prob-
lems but not intended to denigrate the cul-
tural environment in which they are
introduced. In a technocracy, tools play a
key role in the world-view of the cultural
environment in which they are introduced
and thus tend to displace the cultural ar-
rangements or simply appropriate them for
its own purposes. Technocracies can be dis-
tinguished from tool using culture due to
the fact that in technocracies tools become
the master over culture and become en-
listed as a resource for the development of
tools. However tools do not completely
dominate the domain of culture. In a tech-
nopoly, tools become not only central to
cultural production by eliminating every
and any alternative, technology becomes so
reified that it subsumes culture to the ex-
tent of making alternatives not simply ille-
18 See the EUA Handbook on the Bologna
process A2.2-1.
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gal or immoral, it just makes them
irrelevant and invisible forcing them into a
state of permanent silence. Technology
does this by redefining every single compo-
nent of culture from belonging to family,
self image, history, politics, truth and intel-
ligence. And it does this by narrowing the
field of options so that social actions and re-
lations fit into its requirements.
It is against this technopoly backdrop
that Luc Weber’s Spencerian fatalistic anal-
ogies of “swim or sink” can be understood.
It is, however, necessary to point out that an
analysis of the UCD president’s speeches,
which echoes the Bologna Handbook,
equally shows the same fatalistic tendency
to mystify ‘globalisation’ and ‘technologi-
cal development’ on the one hand and the
relentless demands to assimilate to those
mysterious forces on the other. What is left
out of the whole debate as Neil Postman
(1998) indicated is the question not of what
those mysterious and sacred forces will do,
but what they will undo.
FINAL THOUGHTS: EDUCATION,
PEDAGOGY AND THE VICISSITUDES
OF THE TECHNOLOGIES OF POWER
In a paper entitled, Five Things We Need
to Know About Technological Change, pre-
sented at The New Technologies and the
Human Person conference, Denver, Colo-
rado, March 27, 1998, Neil Postman posed
some questions that are relevant to the is-
sue in hand.
In a nutshell, Postman argues that tech-
nological change is a “Faustian bargain”—
that technology “giveth and technology ta-
keth away” as well. However, the crucial
factor for Postman is not simply the cost
and benefit analysis but the fact that the fo-
cus is overwhelmingly on the side of the
“benefits.” The costs are either dismissed as
necessary sacrifices or glossed over as
“challenges” and resistance to overcome en
route to the benefits.
…for every advantage a new tech-
nology offers, there is always a cor-
responding disadvantage. The
disadvantage may exceed in im-
portance the advantage, or the ad-
vantage may well be worth the
cost. Now, this may seem to be a
rather obvious idea, but you would
be surprised at how many people
believe that new technologies are
unmixed blessings. You need only
think of the enthusiasms with
which most people approach their
understanding of computers. Ask
anyone who knows something
about computers to talk about
them, and you will find that they
will, unabashedly and relentlessly,
extol the wonders of computers.
You will also find that in most cases
they will completely neglect to
mention any of the liabilities of
computers. This is a dangerous im-
balance, since the greater the won-
ders of a technology, the greater
will be its negative consequenc-
es.19
Postman’s thesis is relevant to the con-
cerns and debates generated by the chang-
ing context, content, form and meaning of
education. These questions are crucial be-
cause many of the ritualised phrases and
words used to justify the dynamics of those
changes are at best not well defined.
For example, many of the words and
phrases used to legitimise and justify the
demands for “reform” and “adaptation” in
higher education are at best murky and in
many cases empty signifiers. Kieran Allen
(2004:127) points out that vague references
and ideal-types like “fluid networks,” or in
this case, “world class university,” “knowl-
edge economy,” “globalisation” or
19 http://www.owlnet.rice.edu/
~comp300/documents/FiveThingsaboutCh-
ange.pdf (accessed 14/05/07)
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“choices” carelessly bandied around today
do nothing to illuminate or clarify the phe-
nomenon in question. They only function
as references to what “we are all supposed
to know.” Philip G. Altbach, a professor of
higher education and director of the Center
for International Higher Education at Bos-
ton College argues that:
Everyone wants a world-class uni-
versity. No country feels it can do
without one. The problem is that
no one knows what a world-class
university is, and no one has fig-
ured out how to get one. Everyone,
however, refers to the concept. A
Google search, for example, pro-
duces thousands of references, and
many institutions call themselves
"world class"—from relatively
modest academic universities in
central Canada to a new college in
the Persian Gulf. This is an age of
academic hype, with universities
of different kinds and in diverse
countries claiming the exalted sta-
tus of world class—generally with
little justification. Those seeking to
certify "world classness" generally
do not know what they are talking
about. For example, Asiaweek, a
respected Hong Kong–based mag-
azine produced a ranking of Asian
universities for several years until
their efforts were so widely criti-
cized that they stopped. This arti-
cle tries the impossible—to define a
world class university, and then to
argue that it is just as important for
academic institutions to be "nation-
al" or "regional class" rather than to
seek to emulate the wealthiest and
in many ways most elitist universi-
ties.20
In the welcome address of the Euro-
pean Conference on Educational Research
in 2005, Dr Hugh Brady, President, UCD
Dublin, told his audience that:
These changes are to enable the
university to achieve its strategic
objectives to make UCD one of the
top European universities, recogn-
ised for its excellence in teaching
and learning; research-intensive;
socially inclusive; agenda-shaping
nationally, and with an interna-
tional reputation… The year 2005
also marks the mid-point in the
time-line set down by the Europe-
an Union for the achievement of
the ambitious targets of the Lisbon
Strategy to become the most com-
petitive and dynamic knowledge-
based economy in the world, capa-
ble of sustainable economic growth
with more and better jobs and
greater social cohesion.21
However, in a report published in 2006
the UCD president touched on the under-
pinnings of this drive for “excellence” and
achievement of the “ambitious targets.”
“The vision I articulated was un-
derpinned by an awareness of
UCD's position in Ireland and the
wider world. The harsh reality is
that we face greater competition
than ever before for the best stu-
dents and staff in a global mar-
ket.22
The language of global markets and
competitive pressures emanating from a
“resurgent” Asia or Latin America is as old
as the 1980s and 90s when Japan, and then,
20 Philip G. Altbach The Costs and Benefits
of World-Class Universities, International High-
er Education.
Number 33, Summer 2003, page 5-6
21 http://www.ucd.ie/president/
speeches_060806_ecer_opening.htm (accessed
21/03/08).
22 http://www.ucd.ie/president/report/
2006/section%201%20english.pdf (ibid).
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the Asian “Tiger economies” were seen as a
threat to Western economic “dominance.”
Prolonged economic downturn and finan-
cial “crisis” seem to have erased such
threats but the language simply shifted to
the new boys on the block—China, India
and Brazil. Dani Rodrick’s cheerleaders of
“globalisation” cannot be “falsified” be-
cause the goal post is constantly shifting in
accord with the short attention span of Rob-
ert Lifton’s “protean” humans. The institu-
tionalisation of the technologies of
calculation “at a distance” in enterprise,
hospitals, schools and many other spheres
is indissociable from the invention of “dou-
ble-entry” bookkeeping (Miller and Rose
2008). Accounting techniques such as “dis-
counted cash flow analyses” both by “pri-
vate” businesses and governments
produce:
…new ways of rendering econom-
ic activity into thought, conferring
new visibilities upon components
of profit and loss, embedding new
methods of calculation and hence
linking private decisions and pub-
lic objectives in a new way—
through the medium of knowledge
(ibid: 67)
The linking of “private” decisions and
public objective is however not new but
was confined to the activities of the old co-
lonial multinationals referred to then as
“trading companies,” “pirates” and “ex-
plorers” with royal charters. And curiously,
those early modern buccaneers who braved
the unknown seas equally engaged in
“win-win partnerships” with sovereigns,
extended “people’s line of sight,” engen-
dered “step-changes,” and demanded their
own “individual’s on-going value” albeit in
gold bullions.
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