I (FTIB-27 ATGPT, 7= T4 5721, 3829 IFF/205b K517

o] fCoeanf a3k @F: Reae Fei SRt
. 9. F. T SN Sl

Abstract: This paper explores the thoughts of Michel Foucault on how
power, discourse and knowledge are interacting in human society. In his
view, the power of individuals, groups and institutions in society always
uses the knowledge in the purpose of their own necessities that
constructs the truths leading to build discourses and episteme of deaths
in human life, In fact, the construction of truth, knowledge, discourse and
episteme in society are always bonded and controlled by the weaving of
power rested in the elements of social structure. Foucault's idea of power
use to produce the knowledge in society where it establishes discourses
and that builds the truths and accordingly change the episteme and
chains the human life everywhere. In his view, power has many
dimensions and is spreaded over everywhere in human life. It is
continuously moving through many parts of social structure that
influences and changes the daily life of the society. In this way, Foucault
is able to make him different from other contemporary thinkers and his
new thoughts in explaining the power discourse and knowledge is
recognized as the notion of postmodernity where individual power is all
in all to perform everything in society. His idea of power is the key
element to resistence and change the society.
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B AT (Sb5d-359q) IERIAACE @A® (traditional) @I NS
(organic) €93 {'OIS SI FCARA | TS XA O TEI e ol v
A TG 2oifers af ey R e fralet A a3 TeersfTE g
P! A I | W FF (S50-356-8) O OGN FH 9IF
AeTHE ARSI TS T Feares | MFEET™ Teol @ Seevra = foen
G FASNSE (TGS RO BVl F9@ e (rAtes 7ia [@ewE, 932
R FeMEd [ATF rdtes efStaid: “where there is power there is
resistanse, and yet, or rather consequently, this resistance is never in a
position of exteriority in relation to power...These points of resistance
are present everywhere in power network. Hence there is no single focus
of Great Refusal, no soul of revolt, source of all rebellions, or pure law
of the revolutionary. Instead there is a plurality of resistance” (Foucault,
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Abstract: This paper explores the thoughts of Michel Foucault on how
power, discourse and knowledge are interacting in human society. In his
view, the power of individuals, groups and institutions in society always
uses the knowledge in the purpose of their own necessities that
constructs the truths leading to build discourses and episteme of deaths
in human life, In fact, the construction of truth, knowledge, discourse and
episteme in society are always bonded and controlled by the weaving of
power rested in the elements of social structure. Foucault's idea of power
use to produce the knowledge in society where it establishes discourses
and that builds the truths and accordingly change the episteme and
chains the human life everywhere. In his view, power has many
dimensions and is spreaded over everywhere in human life. It is
continuously moving through many parts of social structure that
influences and changes the daily life of the society. In this way, Foucault
is able to make him different from other contemporary thinkers and his
new thoughts in explaining the power discourse and knowledge is
recognized as the notion of postmodernity where individual power is all
in all to perform everything in society. His idea of power is the key
element to resistence and change the society.
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TS T (Sbed-359q) IEAATAE &A1 (traditional) €L AASTH
(organic) €2 {'SA Ol FCACRA | AT B O TFI Frew bRl &pE
FATE S TG Aot @l AR Sfwr freret A @3 e 2o
oF AR TG AR ST @NE T FAe {agedern e
Sl AR FCa | e A (S50-dob8) ©fF ©IGH T FY G
e Afaaetaa e ww Feares | WFEE ool @A S 9 B
a3 FISF (FAge RO oo 397 e @mrates 7¥a e, a3
A2 AW [ATF WrAtes afetdid: “where there is power there is
resistanse, and yet, or rather consequently, this resistance is never in a
position of exteriority in relation to power...These points of resistance
are present everywhere in power network. Hence there is no single focus
of Great Refusal, no soul of revolt, source of all rebellions, or pure law
of the revolutionary. Instead there is a plurality of resistance” (Foucault,
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1980a: 95-6) | TfEe TR ©fgE T AFE ACHEC FAAE ALHHAZA
TR @3 fferf* fadfretas fiime zafee™ feg Twel 79 @El T3, (Il
Ifagfes o @t FRE Sweid Tl | s AFRMIMA TS, (7 RS
BB TF 7 992 ©ILF  Qlore Il e 217 T T | FF Sv¢o
AE TG AT T @2 FAEE TRE S5¢0 AE O O (O
e | of A, TRl o Ber WM A @ e 9
AME | qNG A2 AR A (@, 2009 ) | S EH AGATSS F3](HTS
oo T ates, e e fates e wer [edite Wit wes
AV AR | P! ©fF SIfGE SACABAR  TLITH FAI(F TS (BT S
O TS N e T FEe WE (@, [FE Tex e wwE I |
FF MRS Fe! S e e @WiE G2 F0@ | CRI e =
e, e e ot T9J G609 | Foucault ©19 The Order of Things
8T8 Episteme W& at=: “However, if in any given culture and at any
given moment, there is always only one episteme that defines the
conditions of possibility of all knowledge, whether expressed in a theory
or silently invested in a practice. (Foucault, 1973:168)"

FCF O IR MG AMWANE WRERS 9T @F TEAE I TRl
(¥, 3797, oA, @fees) wel aINF Jre G | FFE FIo!
Teome I WITE, @A Al o foomant, todt = ey, e =@
@fETCOTE, WE ¥efeTe &7 T | W @RI 0 FAoR RfFeer
BN, CTAIE B I Fuo] @, ol 2 W K ¢
FLRAS | R @ M2 FF O TR o3 ger @ s iz
@ @, todt 7@ g UF CAE 9 9O Seagfre @A Wi T,
TACH 46, (R AL &Sty | FH O ACEADAE [F© e Sz
(F AN, I (e @el, fm e =18 ergfer wrel qiem #ifera
o7 o FAce I T e Wi eHfe w9 wers, o s sifesr,
T == Wy foew, W SR SR R, Wi e eEts o9 R e @9
TS il FACA! eFH1 | JABfAS SOTE FCEAGA @ ‘hegemony’ BTGl 27
T, TFCE BN @ ‘class’ B! TW A, ACAD WG TN
‘existentionalism’ 2%l ¥ 7, (SN FCHIA S power’ 20! T 7 | K
‘power’ @3 G ‘knowledge’ €32 ‘Discourse’ ®re! 7<% =7 =1

2. YR GBI

% foor Redits fowl s, e [erite wifew sens Yrenes, for
wifere (At O FCACRA @ACE | T FIOAD (25 *1ZF (AIfers, sHv
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©. FAS! FHE FIER O[Al

TEA @A ey Teares SR, G $ ey e afedis |
HF! e Fel fFe Teotfirs g1 «3e Twefers &1 | FraR ez foe
FAOR |Y FY TG @@F (micro politics of power) | FH IEAE:
‘TS (I GF SN AE A1, i THARE 9@ T2 Teedined el
TG (MC=R K@ =G I (A, 00¢:35) | 9L TR [oad 744,
TFOER TCSl FCH FIAONS (FUQS I I AEA TS o FRAM |
TP TSNS (SO e 56 Quea (RET, @NTer Mg e
Tofim 9% a<ifTe 2@ | @3 MO T govg i@ 5E ST AT
(RGSE A FEACRA | A @G W G A Hod ACEE
FAE AN | o wAeR GFAfEeel A1 fedlifEeel Ta, o I
I@AFFOR FU, TPHE IFEC AT, I FHO! FAIAY | GF TG
fam @bt Hifawr @, fof ofr stgr W M IFeR Tre [REEa
ZIBTRA I, I AEIT 8 AFSTANGT TGLE NS AN FACS B8 JAACKH |
Q@ P (TG MFAIMITIR AR 02 ~0eres 253, fofd Jramma
T FACS B G2 NSNS I IR O [era | AT (@R AT AT
T, AFE K@ | G2 TG TE < 8 | 93 ToIqm Ted Wigfawe
A Afafee W32  FFE Wafes TP @ [oE SUE o @3 wEl @
BTSN LS | (TSN A, 006¢: D) | FIFR ICA NS (@A L
YT TECR FANGHISI, ST @2 AfE T4y RAETTT TW:79F 8 ©[7
T | fof1 fe w3z afStiTmm TaaR TR 90 TR TF | FCH
©f@ The History of Sexuality (1978), Power and Knowledge (1980),
The Birth of the Clinic, Discipline and Punish (1997) 12 ffeq atg
fafeq 1Nt WD FEres fFeia e wers Nt 8ol ey afeym
S Neyacd oy Teada Toa oo [BR @ 992 a3 A oF
fIdTe afetaiy Afan A | FER TSR FIol 7 g2 71 71 vyw@
GBI fFEEced A B @ ©IF AN TS W3R Biet ATdis I
AT | e @2 AT ey @INENeR T TR FIoR S |
w3 ofFar W ey wwel feadE Sl HiF @ | el g
FAOE (@ ey @feaps S [ T AR G2 A ST IR
TEEE (@, ANI-ANT §F W T e wWel T fFg todt I Wi
AR T R AT @ @53 b ©f FT=mEs | el FoE 9
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©. FAS! FAE FIE OI[A!

TR @A g forares Sdafers, G $ ey e afepms |
FF MR Fe! [Feng Tesifre 21 «3e ALifas 21 | Frae wiaz foe
FAO[ FY HY TG @@F (micro politics of power) | FCF IeCHA:
‘TSl (I GF SN AE A1, B TR 9@ I Tee_nEg oo
TG MR 7K@ = T (A, 00e:3p5) | IR FToE {599 74q,
AP O] FH FAONS (FAGS I 1 ABT TS Al S |
T FAONS (S @32 5 Gu=ena @Reaes, @w=sd TEa @
TAfER TE odifRe T | 97 MW FH goMT 7 5CE SPT ATS
(A I FCACRA | M @Fg Meed GFF A Fed AHE
FAEE AL | TR wHoR ATl A fardifEeel Tw, fofa IwEw
T U, APTH FEAE Ay, IET TS FING | @ T4
fam @b Hifewr @, foff ofr wstgm W o TFeR e [aEa
Z5TEA 71, I A% 8 Al SN TGE NS Y FACS ACHE ZCACR |
Q@ TR (AT TFHAMIAD ANCADBAE 02 ATTre 259, fof Jremamma
T T4 BN U3 Sfecare $d qrTE O [ra | WSl (@i WS W
T, AR K@ | G2 TG A ¥ A8 | 93 ToIm Teq iyl
@ Affoe WA GFHIE Gafers TP @ [GoF T ©f @3 =Rl @
SICEATSIEE TS | (@FFE A, 00¢: ) | FIAE IEE NS (@FA N
T AR FANGHIC, 2fST @2 Afeq T4y [REres T@: 7% ¢ o
@ | fof afe ae afeditme TR RS e FTe| T9F | F!
©f@ The History of Sexuality (1978), Power and Knowledge (1980),
The Birth of the Clinic, Discipline and Punish (1997) 31z f&feg &tz
fafeq e DT FEreE Fon e Sweer e 6o f[fey efsvm
ST Toyerd ey Tadia So4a oo (B[ F@ 92 92 ML OF
fRedite afstaid Afaa At | TR AR Frel 9+ Fg2 797 71 wgw@
TS FEEes e AHE @32 o1 A AT @32 5 grNe IF
S | e @3z AfeditTa fey @i St e FweR sifeaifE |
a3 ofeam g e wwel e ofisl siFm 3w | el asfus
FASNE (@ S (@feqms S R FA AR (12 A SR «@3e
FEACEE @, TNE-ATCH @7 W e zeee wel aeq g todl wta Wik
FAeR 7o 43 AT @ @foans vfia o FTomiEe | F FIel @B
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FCAA B IEE O The History of Sexuality, vol.1 (555b) &TF | T
JCeT9, "giving rise to new forms of behavior rather than simple closing
down or censoring certain forms of behavior" (Mill, 2004: 33)

F(H FACE bfeTe ((FSA6F WA A BT 55 ©ob! TAR farem
7 7ol TR fersw afstangg efs | wens iy Fare P el
IR FCI9 GOltd: "Power is something which is performed
something more like a strategy than a possesion, Power should be seen
as a verb rather than a noun, something that does something, rather
than something, which is or which is can be held onto.' (The History of
Sexuality, Vol. 1, 1998) | ¥ SAS =19, "Power must be analysed as
something which circulates, or as something which only functions in
the form of a chain....power is employed and exercised through net
like organization.... Individuals are the vehicles of power, not its point
of application." (Foucault 1980: 98) | @ W F(H FIONS
L PwiTe FatEw (53 A1 5 R A @ AcEd Mgew [ 9gE
fowo frta st wrerec g 27, T Bgui@ =P <R e T>fea
T AT a9 W T | TS, T 0, BEE WA (AR AR
a3l Bena [Eva w4 A0S 77, 9 IF 9T 9F B @A wHo!
Feoifoe =T @I e FTYAT T | WA [Apel FA0e A @ g
e A gaRIRFe Fifre 27 ¥de RwmiwelE Sfers A 91 | Fl
I[E @A, FTO! FORE F(Fq GIq 9 T I, FACSA (FCA Tod
2fSD @ AT I TEINA JECS AP (BLF NS A G AT |
T OF AFFIHICE 64, "I am not referring to power with a capital,
dominating and imposing its rationality upon the totality of the social
body. In fact, there are power relations. They are multiple; they have
different forms, they can be in play in family relations or within an
institution, or an administration" (Foucault 1988c: 38) | @M=
TG sifgema Trol T weE whfes dfevm @ e: emRifR
w1 A Faree [eamar @ T wuer g Feite ey Moaes
@3 s e e ¢ Sy QEiE A 99 GFNeer AT |
Fo! FAE FFE qiEelH e edive WEE qar THRmM S
o ReRfive, a1 a1 Fwes wqu@ owd @32 W @9 fReTE
O I | W FCF @TF 0= 'Repressive hypothesis' | 211 fofe
FASIF (FTRT SAME (productive) R a1 & ffey wivad @3
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THAPTIRE F9 A7 A | MATONS AT @2 e Ay F0a | fof
q¢eT9, "If power was never anything but repressive, if it never did
anything but say no, do you really believe that we should manage to
obey it?" (Foucault, 1978: 36)

TARIE &Y DA TGN FC I, 7673 QA woa-Aera Hfoaw
Q¥ fFg AR A TFIEF GFACS A | @ G F& ©F The History of
Sexuality @Tg FCI&H (musterbation) & feenfzesad A
AT | FH AR G2 FACR TIPS A A IS fof
JeTC=Y "Anti-authority struggles". dzul®! qC«, "Opposition of the
power of men over women, of parents over children, of psychiatry over
the mentally ill, of medicine over the population, of administration
over the ways people live" (Foucault 1982:211). S8 e a2
! B (local) RIEH FETRH, @A IS8T ST KB NG
@3 S8R &% R | eI A6, "The main objective of these
struggles is to attack not so much such and such an institution of
power, or group, or elite, or class, but rather a technique, a form of
power." (Foucault 1982: 212) | If& Tga 6tw afepnaa St i
T AT Aven fere wifs fof 35fe «ze afedis s Rarem
THET S A AIAG AT I TSR AN FoF R Al
(At R (AFCRS: "In an analysis it is necessary to look at the way in
which institutions operate and the way that they are constrained also by
the demands and resistance of individuals within the organizations as
well as individuals and groups outside it." (Sara Mills, 2004: 50)

8. FTIIA ACABAR Gt goram IR

TR OfGgs FEBAT I8 TS LOROTRA W fEast @3, A
TSR AR WA &= I3 | Fo3 Free of Iew W e
92 TR (od] FECRA QIR GTF TSI TS F (5B FCACR T
b ZCACR ©fF --The Archaeology of Knowledge (1972) and “The
Order of Things (1981) 7= #f6 f[RUre 3B @ | ¥& PG =K
S &ty fMEPTE Siad FCAwR @SNd: The general domain of all
statements, sometimes as an individualized group of statements, and
sometimes as a regulated practice that accounts for a number of
statements." (Foucault 1972: 80).
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%! 'the general domain of all' €3 W47 fMta FRITS BIE= @, ‘feseant
@ IZR A @ATS AR 67 TR @32 Sfesmza e Rewa @ tedl
T4 TR, 932 9 e 9 e, (1R A0 AR SRS | FAE] FA!
fofq wet=A, 'individualizable groups of statement' @¥ U (TT:
Fefam | AN St AR, 'regulated  practices that account for a
number of statements' SR SfEfIe ™R I FRTIETR A S
v @3 Rgfe todt x| feviant zm [Rformza avw «s fafae ew
gl Sy I ST B SAT W RETTRE A e ACE |
fooranf frafae za sout wwam faw @@ @ Hfeife s FosE
AfRWE e W3z Tfem 389 W3z awHer effs | fag f[3fe a1 Ofe emfrs
ererafbrE FoeTEl AAME qrdt vz [Yfs TS F7ER T3, A efewitam
T FAelie W R Ffew om der R mF e | g
femaef fesiy srmeda fesy s wfvren &b | fToran! afes
Toim e foermR Wi sa[ e @il [Ren @ fogea | $o
e, “Discourse are not once and for all subservient to power or
raised up against it, any more than silences are. We must make
allowances for the complex and unstable process whereby discourse
can be both an instrument and an effect of power, but also a hindrance,
a stumbling block, a point of resistance and a starting point for an
opposing strategy. Discourse transmits and produces power; it
reinforces it, but also undermines it and exposes it, renders it fragile
and makes it possible to thwart it" (Foucault 1978: 100-101) | Wf¥5
SRV IR @fSA6E R 9fie 2ate, I FourE s MieE
A | SAMTE F! Ie0R, At a2 e e Wd efstngm 2fenm |
oot erem fArapam SR LT 79 W3 IVISR AN IR 37
A2 TE AACR QI SRNe Tfoe 7w | fEomant sqEa IwISS
OISR g A A; AKFE @t g Hoetw, @t wme IwTets
@R CFACE IO I | T3 I, “We must not imagine that the
world turns towards us a legible face which we would only have to
decipher; the world is not the accomplice of our knowledge; there is no
prediscursive providence which disposes the world in our favoor."
(Foucault 1981: 67) | BG%® &4y A (SR =W, IIF FCF! I0:
"We must conceive of discourse as a violence which we do to things, or

b
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in any case or a practice which we impose on them; and it is in this
practice that the events of discourse find the principle of their
regularity" (Foucault, 1981: 67) | FC& Iceceq, Tomapie av=feg
feera fawasar w4t Sfoe A st et awifve w0 | F e
e | (e R RS et gk IR e e eE See
S« A T | fA[ T fown ey fifen wdge wam Mgy siw=t
S SfSeeiS A1 I GIR GF2 ACK AT A F; aft
AT NS FfH REATIT FOTACTRR Ty (AF GFL [T FAG BN
Afere Mo | AT @B FICACT HoE e Fo:Frm Rowa s
T, S I@ aF Afm T I @ AT | o o oA
SCEABAE @y Meaces sivf de i afs, fsfq @fiares swma
FIRIEA T AP IGE APFLCHAFSIE ¢ (@ NAWA FIZ O A2
a2 e 3R 7RI | foff @t 1y S @eitR, "Delimitation of a
field of objects, the definition of a legitimate perspective for the agent
of knowledge and the fixing of norms for the elaboration of concepts
and theories" (Foucault, in Bouchard 1977: 199) | ¥t CeCeH,
foIe emE o IPIFTe A @X TgE A4 FAAFAETE T4
AT OIF (7 (&Il Fifaaey s @t 10 et [fsem T o 359
weE 30d o8 W2 oreoifzs el i smmr e s 1 feg 799g 3
fTRCTE Ifo@ TG o7 ANE OF @G M2 | fCAFH AeF S s
P Wi et @it feere Frafae = @it @ | fsfd 2w, "In every
society the production of discourse is at once controlled, selected,
organized and redistributed by a certain number of procedures whose
role is to ward off its powers and dangers, to gain mastery over its
chance events, to evade its procedures, formidable materiality"
(Foucault, 1981: 52) | TS 0, (@ e I FEAERS biot 7
@3 et foomant ata (o o AW =@ Fffea ek T fofq
mREEs-fonfs afge I w=t afde | @3 foa® 2= 319 (taboo), “Aloe
R AFOCER ML ALFOCF NGFR AL, 4R Aoy 8 [N TR
A7 | it tedite W3 feafs qifas qem 1 ffws feafacas e gt
A8 HRG ISET IW:F IR FA T, @ere e K@@, e,
WA gIR IR BT | 92 FJFa I sy fwm
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femerfe @ags 341, O F4 «3R T8 F11; OMd T Fa A =014
S AR AR T T[N AR oo ey ALy 405 (@ A Tt
FOILE M @ T [CAEH wFHoE T, Gt bfze Fa 1«
eIl LAl qcece: "There is in all societies, with great consistency, a
kind of gradation among discourses: these which are sad in the
ordinary course of days and exchanges, and which vanish as soon as
they have been pronounced; and those which give rise to a certain
number of new speech acts which take them up, transform them or
speak of them, in short, those discourses which, over and above their
formulation, are said indefinitely, remain said, and are to be said
again." (Foucault 1981: 57). 3[o9IR fooaieta faraeat w41 Sfve fa3fe =
IGETER G AWRS Ol A e fkera, @i s e ke, w19
(TOE & AP & W @ [ afeaq qam @ e bR
FegifeTe 27 WA AW ACE | FETEeR Sifge WA ¥ S e
@feTE, WS Wae foorifte Famme i SI:0" el e 64 [
TG4 | Tl eitfe e At Sf e SiesaR [fegete s
AT e GF2 TNEE ey feomama aam [Ramewe sT=iwe @@=
IR | (@I fFg AT 7iEre @A @ 5oitE FH @0 @I |
©fF ©FF, "The episteme is not a sort of grand underlying theory, it is a
space of dispersion, it is an open and doubtless indefinitely describable
field of relationships" (Foucault, 1991: 55).

@6 FNEF (period) T el [aCTa Q@IsIwe oot 79, Tqw b 2
TR WGFR THETIEd @36 wioel we-¥ @ [wE e [
UG Cod T, @2 fTN-TR MG TG T T T | OIRCA SNl
TS 13 fWE 3 A AT SereE TMId ANy A A, 7
(TSMA 9N (conceptual) @32 TGS (theoretical) *¥ca ey feam
e s, fAfeq @ REEg e (subject matter) #14Fy AR QS
@5 el ©1F "The Order of Things' (5549) I3 ARl “afe, ©ifgs
oI, qrReey A ifen Reme 2 SIEmam G @ @RS
IR G Fof QutaTr Sv=ire (MRGITRS | @ ePLe F 0=, "What
was common to the natural history, the economics and the grammar of

the classical period was certainly not present to the consciousness of
the scientists, or that part of it that was conscious was superficial,
limited and almost fanciful, but unknown to themselves, the naturalist,
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economists and grammarians, employed the same rules to define the
objects proper to their own study, to form their concept, to build their
theories (Foucault, 1973: xi) | ¥R Iere @ AFGN (A =
QfGRTe STy BT ST A ('MW WG A WHAS, IS OIE
wfEafTe T = SFen AR I qE e 1 efefen e | g
T« ce B9, "How can it be that there are at certain moments and in
certain orders of knowledge these sudden take offs, these hastenings of
evaluation, these transformations which do not correspond to the calm
and continuist image that is ordinarily accepted?" (Foucault 1979: 31) |
T AqOIGD SICAGAR TCFGA @G (AR @92 @7 FACZ: The
set of rules which at a given period and for a given society define
....the limits and forms of the sayable”(Foucault, 1991: 59) | &3S
TRCEGRIA ASTABTE FCF| FIZE IR NS 7 TS, T FOETE
e 3fe 3t ama ot I YR AR AT RONI @ (@I G0 00
ST AN BEre AF | WE feRiffe wAer=E  (discursive
formation) I NF:TT SABA FCS JRCACR [vE Foure [Jfe A
SIS T L FTE A0z Af D @2 FASE, W3 O AOR (W[ T
IfE ¢ o ffwr v | «ft Four [Ffe 31 IeEE TR 7 g2 R
SEPTH BT @2 AF2 JIIEE AS[ oAl FCA | (FHONG (statement)
f3fere i 31 Fwor = oig Bfe A1 5 e M @rs #1d, A9
@I =@ v Maew | [YFe M2 vy @A oEire I/ T4, G 7S
A I TAoa A B | eree: ¥ EoowTs A fgfen wfew @ =1 71
I TG ARErOIE &z I 1 | @ @HoeT A fgfe wwiba At
S Al A FEPT T A | «ff T3 T FwoE AR 1 BT
A S FEFET TR | ¥ @AfNTE [reme FAce braves, Gio Jee:
"The law of existence of statements, that which rendered them
possible,,.the conditions of their singular emergence” (Foucault, 1991:
59) | ¥ femarie @muted &ifes 93 Rema, 1 Ifew wfewy
@ TN | foorant Fast 2w wieR @2 S @ @Il IS0 91 I,
AP @q WSoTRE Sl e 21 @M I 7 8 e ReiR
Afdsifoe 23 |

. oI ST FTR S

e FTF OfF IS FTATS2 HIO! 8 Tl W FN©| 8 HOjd VG
I ATl AfeB Fare o3 faree | fof «vw W afeaa w201 IeTe
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@A TR B A1 TG 2Nyl SepraTaa Maea e Soiw Aeaifde
2T 91, 39 T Sy 561 @3 efSdiaa Sfier Mo of tot 7 932
IIITS AF | Fof ©ofF Fitea TG F=1 @ETL" NN A Qe (A=A
@ita ey ova, @A Ffoam (18t siwa g Arwe FEwi e |
T A IR F5A (@ g [P wifq, w3z @@= dfean
W @2 T @Al 5 oS W1 T 6w | IR Wi fem oft o
@ TR SR v w fFer [ oy e o za )
f5e QIO WA (F@e AT IMIAT! A IS GRABIE  SPTEH
FCaces | fof ©fF Power and Knowledge (ddb0) @ It=d, RHE @ ieat
fonsnfe age a1 ey e dfefoe sae zw wwrwema A
IVAINFA IS LA ISP FAARGHS PCA Q0O Z(A G2 P
TRTEA FACO A | TR o WA AR [e afevifie @3 afems
TS T @RS P I oy R afowt @ | wiF [Reewe Aipfos
REIa S T wime giEef @@ @, aft tof =0 SN S
(A A T AR @ fSORN JfETa 7= @q: AZFHIRS | ol
tafErfee 2rres ave Jfowrs NgE e T[S S vfers iRed™
A ooy Faferss | A s Teq gRam @3k oifges wiRefrm
(IeI7es IERE | 5% 9o @w @oe ardfas fBens oF s
Az o W Shere™ Qe T | (SRS FH OF CABAICHE
ST (AF AT T I | T ACEAGAR NG 55 @wafs 2B
eRe=9: 'Foucault's reformation of the concept of discourse derives
from his attempts to provide histories of knowledge of what men and
women have thought. Foucault's histories are not histories of ideas,
opinions or influences nor are they histories of the way in which
economic, political, and social contexts have shaped ideas or opinions.
Rather they are reconstructions of the material conditions of thought or
knowledges. They represent at attempt to produce what Foucault calls
an archaeology of the material conditions of thought/knowledge,
conditions which are not reducible to the idea of "consciousness 'on the
idea of mind .(Hunter, cited in Kendall and Wickham 1999:35): (It
e @ fow i IREE et 91 46 T wdik @ afFes we @
afgar sforw fEms S IR Afkive w0 o 27 9 9= T
T FA W | 93 TG Aot SN Ftg Ao 41T w4t
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W | PP ARG SIfgama @141 TR 2T A0 IR G IR SIS
G @R 6@ @ Prasfb e "Determine in its diverse dimensions,
what the mode of existence of discourse (their rules of formation, with
their conditions, their dependencies, their transformations) must have
been Europe since the 17th century, in order that the knowledge which
is ours today could come texist, and more particularly, that knowledge
which has taken as its domain this curious object which is man"
(Foucault 1991:70). Ttz fofF @it stom afen fn sntenw=m St
e @ afgy wm afRgare @ A et =1 | 97w o e e
e GPRTETTE AT 2w, ArErE @feTeere T Tt wifke
90 5% @uFend ARkt eMite MRTasace IS AIwe e
WY [{EIta J@eite 27 N A Sprie @@= 28 Jeaifkeaica MLy |
"Classical thought and all the forms of thought that preceded it, were
able to speak of the mind and the body, of the human being, of how
restricted a place [s/] he occupies in the universe,, of all the limitations
by which [her/] his freedom must be measured, but not one of them
was able to know man as [s/] he is posited in modern knowledge,
Renaissance 'humanism' and classical 'rationalism' were indeed able to
allot human beings a privileged position in the order of the world, but
they were not able to conceive of man (Foucault 1970:318). 2 ¥
TGS @R WA Wl KA FAFf© SFS b @I GFR A4
A S At WE Ferne e Wl A wERefe s | fefy
fqrerme ace 59 fFena Mg S_ees @ HAfids 7@ | AleaE/fafelie arg
TEFCE I FERACRA FHA] FAFRA FRAEGS Reorea | feifeaal 55w
JHAR HCF! A6, "It is not possible for power to be exercised without
knowledge, it is impossible for knowledge not to engender power"
(Foucault 1980:52).

@R e (S A AfSSITTE TSR ANE SRRl AR
TR B S50 | A5 (Feprz 5 @eis Fot qeaferee a1 @3
AFED WG FAOR ToAE oD SEmRTe! AFT G TRAWAS
TE o Seffre TR | WM ©IR AIRE@A A RIANRIEE AFEE QI
TR W @ IR AEE @ @ 8 e @ wag |
OIS TS R WA (@R NGRS JIATE 79, BICE! TG0
(@ AW NEA T, AASINOR AT ©f2 &) Folfd @i 6w |
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T WNE MU [y e e 9 Rdwd 3@ o s i wiee,
GFEH A AR F TAIEE ©F S8 | ffF 7o, “The subject who
knows, the objects to be known and the modalities of knowledge must
be regarded as so many effects of [the] fundamental implications of
power knowledge and their historical transformation. In short it is not
the activity of the knowledge, the processes and struggles that traverse
it, and of which it is made up that determines the forms and possible
domains of knowledge. (Fouult 1991-27-28).

Critical theory/intellecetual theory’ #IS® Fleditd @32 G ==
GG T8 FTa I Svvo 9T Wi «foT @ @B To T Tite wE
A (@ e 7oA 7oy TiFre ’6 | 1Y Wi Sk @ Wi e e
o) TS FCER AP «fbs RS @ @ INF o =l Qe
TR CIIE TS fre2 AReEs | $ot e, I 1 tell the truth about
myself...it is in part that I am constituted as a subject across a number
of power relations which are exerted over me and which I exert over
others’ (Foucault 1988:39). E(SIA Fxe Trg FaCce (A fodv @D
IO FACO2 TW S, ARCoINg I HOEAT WP A e
©. 2Pl 1 TeHCBIfn | SigfE e AT ey ¥R ATy | @3
ARCS FASE I AZ AFo MR I G 4R e wofim 48 Iemm
S Tofve 28 T AKCS FoiF BFea qere i | B @Ry 9’
AfSHIH @3 FTH TR wAS! WA afedi e ewg
GRS el AR Al Jodie @ ALCe Fe! I @7 5@’
s a1 wrged =@ T | 930 T foe 397 AB @R AWF 2T T4
TS I; AGT WA YR SN, A e @lfes forem | v @3
FAOE T TS R &) G AP, T AFs, AZq8 AFS @2 A
Ay | IS AMEBI NI TF T AT, FIICAIZ 0 W *1B 5ot
@ @ APoE weffy wiE JieEmmen vk «F w7 | afrs @3 afem
eq TEE T TeAWE T fFrens Fees e 19w w fe
feoate Ares =2 AR |

q. e, et a3k it WS FraE Reagdt

FE! AR, O AL A VEDS FFOER I0O! | ©f FIoE, e
e M o =W R : (@AF AR o o wied: ©f 7y wiEee
P03, Y (ATITR, TG NCEFACF TR f&2e@ A (Friifrs, 2004,
%: 08) | T G2 FIED FCARA ©fF Fe!, G| 8 T AT
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Ty | o e s v e s sifte s e
D 8 FROCACS fAEe 99w 2 | IR B AR NG FHASE
T OIT Tl K O V1 ASJSHE T (ST Wi fofgre ot tagst
M3 | @3 AT 8 TR @TG F@! AR AI(FZE FAO[ FoE: @A
2AfSTAIY (72 TS TR CIANT FASK TS (73 I ©I3 (FATS A2 AEBA
fratss qR@s g TR @@ WeT @y wEel AKE | FRARCEIR
HITAET; AN AP AIRE W6 | I8N ANEAG ©OIe ABA [ rm
TSI A GE TS | G B ©F @3 SrafIs Fre! AT
TV | O FLPIF FAS! FAFS A S T 0 ARSI T4 !
2ATe e AEs | T {97 98I I W Ao 7 (AR o qeetees
el 74q «ft 7S | Tor T2 T[T QIR TCo! Fo! W 1 oo
T AN | T FEE FHS! AW oo FLAS0F (FG FEA! ; @R
FNe! wete 2@ fog s, Toiwa M T o [RSiad e |
o @ft egEia Teraatres Aws 7, fTerre aeare S qt B |
TOFNA A TR COCgd FAo! ANH A AE INF P Frag q==:
wVeld o Ot TR I TEr W] 9 FEEeR s (IfeR)mezs
fae’ @i FEr [Regmd (dR S =i TmE i
e =13 ¢ =1 efepi@ &b | (WRITH, 004, %4:59)
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