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(Discipline & Punish, pp 231-256)

I. Introduction

Foucault’s question: Why prison? (Monarchy; Reformers; Prison)


Formation and Development of disciplinary technologies


Punishment functions openly as treatment


Sentence inscribed among discourses of knowledge (256)

II. Definition

“Complete and Austere Institutions”: (235ff)


An exhaustive disciplinary apparatus, responsible for all aspects of individual


Neither exterior nor gap, cannot be interrupted except when totally completed


Power over prisoners, internal mechanisms of repression and punishment

III. Principles/Characteristics

Isolation: Providing intimate exchange between convict and power (237ff)


Penalty must be individual as well as individualizing (236ff)


Debate: religious, medical, economic, architectural& administrative issues (239)

Two American systems of Imprisonment (238ff)

Auburn: Monastic/workshop, law/microcosm of society, strictly hierarchal /vertical rather than lateral relation, work as obligation

Philadelphia: Absolute isolation, conscience/enlightenment from within, change of morality, work as consolation

Work/Penal Labor: Agent of carceral transformation (240ff)

Double aim: reparation of crime and reformation of convict (240)

Polemics:

Wages: paid labor≠penalty, thus refusal to perform it; wage rewards worker’s skill, not convict’s improvement


Concerns about unemployment, etc.: Government’s responses (242) 


( Wages function as motive & measure of individual transformation (243)

( Use of penal labor: constitution of power relation, an empty economic form, a schema of individual submission & of adjustment to a production apparatus (243)

Quality & Content : No longer determined by the nature of the offence alone (244ff)

Length of penalty≠measurement of the “exchange value” of the offence, but adjusted to the “useful” transformation of the inmate (244-5)

IV. Penitentiary

Disciplinary addition to the juridical: surveillance and knowledge (248ff)

Prison as privileged locus of realization for Panopticon (249)

A return on the capital invested in penal system and in building of heavy prisons (251)

Offender becomes a subject of knowledge (251)

Delinquent vs. Offender: (251ff)

“life” rather than “act” for characterization: legal punishment bears upon an act while punitive technique on a life (251-2)

Not focusing on relation between author and crime, but on criminal’s affinity with the crime: not only the author of his acts but is linked to offence by instincts, drives, tendencies, character, etc. (252-3)

( Paving way for criminology (254)

V. Conclusion

Two objectification of the criminal traced by 18th-century reformers:


“Monsters”: Moral or Political, fallen outside social pact


Juridical subject rehabilitated by punishment

“Delinquent”: joins the two lines to constitute under the authority of medicine, psychology, or criminology, an individual in whom the offender of law and object of scientific technique are superimposed (256)

Questions:

1. Biography & constitution of individual delinquent in the punitive mechanisms (252, 319)

2. Application in literature: in life and in work?

More Questions:

1. Example in China

2. “Philadelphia” (movie)
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