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Towards a Critical Sociology
of Dominant Ideologies:

An Unexpected Reunion
between Pierre Bourdieu
and Luc Boltanski

Simon Susen
City University London, UK

Abstract

This article aims to demonstrate the enduring relevance of Pierre Bourdieu and Luc Boltanski’s
‘La production de 'idéologie dominante’ [‘The production of the dominant ideology’], which was
originally published in Actes de la recherche en sciences sociales in 1976. More than three decades
later, in 2008, a re-edited version of this study was printed in book format as La production de
l'idéologie dominante, which was accompanied by a detailed commentary, written by Luc Boltanski
and entitled Rendre la rédlité inacceptable. A propos de « La production de Iidéologie dominante »
[Making Reality Unacceptable. Comments on ‘The production of the dominant ideology’]. In addition to
containing revealing personal anecdotes and providing important sociological insights, this
commentary offers an insider account of the genesis of one of the most seminal pieces Boltanski
co-wrote with his intellectual father, Bourdieu. In the Anglophone literature on contemporary
French sociology, however, the theoretical contributions made both in the original study and in
Boltanski’s commentary have received little — if any — serious attention. This article aims to fill
this gap in the literature, arguing that these two texts can be regarded not only as forceful
reminders of the fact that the ‘dominant ideology thesis’ is far from obsolete but also as essential
for understanding both the personal and the intellectual underpinnings of the tension-laden
relationship between Bourdieu and Boltanski. Furthermore, this article offers a critical overview
of the extent to which the unexpected, and partly posthumous, reunion between ‘the master’
(Bourdieu) and his ‘dissident disciple’ (Boltanski) equips us with powerful conceptual tools, which,
whilst illustrating the continuing centrality of ‘ideology critique’, permit us to shed new light on
key concerns in contemporary sociology and social theory. Finally, the article seeks to push the
debate forward by reflecting upon several issues that are not given sufficient attention by Bourdieu
and Boltanski in their otherwise original and insightful enquiry into the complexities characterizing
the daily production of ideology.
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Introduction

The main purpose of this article is to make a case for the enduring HevtiRierre
Bourdieu and Luc Boltanski’s ‘La production de I’idéologie dominante’ [‘The produc-
tion of the dominanideology’], which was originally publisheith Actesdela recherche
en sciences socialébhenceforthARSS in 1976! More than three decades laterea
edited version of this study was printed in book format@agroduction de I’idéologie
dominante(Paris: EditionRaisons d’agir, 2008 [1976]).2 This new edition was accom-
panied by a detailed commentary, written by Luc Boltanski and erf@dadre la réalité
inacceptabled propos de « La production de I’idéologie dominante » [Making Reality
Unacceptable. Commenten ‘The Production of the Dominant Ideology’] (Paris:
Demopolis, 2008}.In this commentary- which contains not only various revealing
personal anecdotes, but also numerous important sociological insigBtdtanski
provides an insider account of the genesis of one of the most semies p&co-wrote
with his intellectual father, Bourdieu.

Yet, the theoretical contributions madelin production de [’idéologie dominante
(hencefortiPID) and,to aneven greater degree, those miaiRendrda réalité inaccept-
able(henceforttRRI) have been largely ignorédthe Anglophone literaturen contem-
porary French sociologyThis article aimgo fill this gap not onlyby drawing uporP D
but also, more significantly, by offering a fine-grained examinaitdBoltanski’s RRI,>
demonstrating that these two textsvhich constitute forceful reminders of the fact that
the ‘dominant ideologythesis’8 is far from obsolete are essential for understanding both
the personal and the intellectual underpinnioigthe tension-laden relationship between
Bourdieu and Boltanskin addition, the following sections elucidate the extenthich
the unexpected, and partly posthumous, reunion bettle@emaster’ (Bourdieu) and his
‘dissident disciple’ (Boltanski)” equips us with powerful conceptual tools, permitting us
not onlyto illustrate the continuing centraligf ‘ideology critique’ but also,in a more
fundamental sense, to shed new light on key concerns in qooiteiy sociology and
social theory. The final section se¢@push the debate forwaby reflecting upon several
issues that fatio receive sufficient attentidmy Bourdieu and Boltanskn their otherwise
original and insightful enquiry into the complexities characterizind#ilg production of
ideology.

I. A Scientific Project

P1D was ascientific project® Bourdieu and Boltanski’s conception of science as both an
inventiveand apolitical endeavoltfwas basedn the paradoxical assumption tlitaivas
vital ‘to believe in science and not to believe in it’10, that is, todefendits enlightening
mission and, at the same time, oestionits epistemic claims to objectivity and



universality. Sciences inventivein thatit provides conceptual and methodological tools
for the examination of reality, and itj®litical in that it can be used either to reinforce
or to undermine the legitimacy of established ideological, behavioural, andtiosttu
patterns.

Aware of both itsinnovative and itsnormativefunctions, Bourdieu and Boltanski
insisted on the empowering potential and progressive contributions otecighilst
rejecting the positivist faith in the possibility of epistemic objectivity anidersaliza-
bility. Thus the two scholars embraced both a positiosc@hntific optimism aimed at
challenging common-sense preconceptions about the world, and arposgimentific
pessimismoriented towards exposing the socially speciftbat is, value-, power-, and
interest-laden- functions of all forms of knowledge production.

Yet, just as it is crucial to drawfanctionaldistinction between the constitutive tasks
of science, it is imperative to drawtgpological distinction between non-science and
science. To be exact, we need to recognize the epistemological differenezrbetw
ideologyandscience the former isdistortive grounded in misperceptions, misconcep-
tions, and misrepresentations; the latteras least potentially informative founded on
logical descriptions, rational explanations, andhodical evaluations. It is the task
of scientific analysis to penetrate beyond the deceptibat is, ideologically filtered
appearances of ‘reality’ and to uncover the underlying structural mechanisms that
govern both the characteristics and the developmente ofthld’, including those of
society!!

2. A Non-Conventional Project

PID was anon-conventionalproject’? ARSS in which PID was originally published,
sought to bypass the orthodox logic of mainstream academic avtidiscussion and
dissemination, thereby enabliiig founding figurego develop a sens# ownership and
distinct intellectual identity. Those directly involved in the venture ‘found it difficult to
publish [their] papers in official academic journals, with editorial committaes) as,
for example [...], the Revue francaise de sociologfieé The scholars in charge of editing
these journals tended to regard themselves as ‘gatekeepers of norms [...] in the name of
Science andf what they calledpistemology’'. The nepotistic and protectionist modes
of functioning of established French academia in the 1970s did not leae ifmany,
room for alternative ways of undertaking and circulating sociological research.

In such a counterproductive intellectual climate, for renegades such as Boartieu
Boltanski, who were unwilling to subscribe to the stifling doxa pervaitiegca- demic
game of middleaf-theroad social science, ‘the idea of having [their] own jour- nala
place in which [they] could do what [they] wanted to do, write ay]tlvished to write,
develop the areas in which [they] were interested, describe and criticize at thiénsam
in short, do sociology’'°— was both intellectually and strategically attraigetSuch an
endeavour would permit them to set their own agenda, with indegenden
—that is, self-defined and autonomously appliexvaluative parameters, standards, and
criteria.

In this respect, botepaceandtime were significant considerations. To start with,
‘[t]he question of the lengthof the papers’1®was important: trying ‘to escape predefined



formats’'’, ARSSprovided the opportunity to publish unusually short, as well as extra-
ordinarily long, articles. Furthermore, the issudiming was critical: aiming to avoid
the constraining logic of bureaucratic schedulsRSS offered a discursive forum in
which ‘to publish quickly, for instance, a resafta survey...], without havingto await

a committee’s verdict for months’18,

As any experienced social scientist vai## ableto confirm, some research-based man-
uscripts are excelleat 2000words, otherst8000words, and otherat 15,000 words or
even longer; and some studies, especially empirical ones, if they detnmtlgished
until several years after their completion, will seem obsolete by thetieyeée the light
of day in the public arena of scholarly discourse. Bourdieu’s book series Le sens commun
publishedby Editionsde Minuit, was motivatedy a similar rationale, enabling him and
his collaborators to create unorthodox realms for the distributionaéls scientific
findings. United in this mission, the relationshigtween Bourdieu and Boltanski was
characterized by a curious ‘mixture of genuine friendship and interest’'®, shaped by the
contradictory- yet fruitful — confluence of collaboration and competition underpinning
their collective effort to construct alternative spaces for critical reflection capable of
bypassing the stifling logic of mainstream academic conventions.

3. A Reflexive Project

PID was areflexive project?° Backin the early and mid-1970s, before the arrivaber-
sonal computer technologymost aspects concerning the writing and editing pré¢ess
were dealt with manually. Arguably, this lack of access to advanceshliipment
allowed for a more flexible, imaginative, and imprompindus operandhan is the case
in the perfectionist writing culture of the digital afj&mbarking upon the chal- lenging
task of developing ground-breaking research paradigms and sociologiceépts)-such
as‘neutral place’d* and ‘multipositionality?®, Bourdieu and his collaborators aimed to
make cuttingedge contributions to the social sciences by ‘really breaking with academic
routinesand constraints’26, Immersed in this stimulating atmosphere of both individual
and collective intellectual ambition, they took advantafighe possibility of working
with new people, speaking other languages, and moving within new areader to
discover documents arideas’?’.

The emerging project of developingraflexive sociologyhad two major compo-
nents, intimately related to Bourdieu’s famous ‘double epistemological rupture’?8: the
break with bothscholasticandcommon-senseonceptions of the world. The former is
expressed in a categorical commitmenémapiricalresearch; the latter is articulated in
anuncompromising devotioto critical research. The formés epitomizedin the pleas-
ure of sociology which — dissimilar to established disciplines such as philosophy and
literary studies- requires not only spendinge’s life reading books but also leaving the
library’?° and looking for inspiratioraswell asdata,in the‘real worldof occurrence’s®.
The latter is central not only to theterpretiveendeavour of calling doxic preconcep-
tions and taken-for-granted assumptions into question, but also ¢aplematorwen-
ture of shedding light on underlying social forces, notably powectsnes, whose
existence largely escapes people’s everyday grasp of the ‘deceptive world of appear-
ances’3L, This uncovering mission which is essentiato Marxist formsof ideology



critique, including those developed within the intellectual tradition of the Fuenkf
School-is particularly important to the challenge of examining the mechamitsezial
domination imposed upon human actors withiotally commodified” and ‘totally
administered” societies?

In a world entirely subordinated tongarket logic in which all relations would be converted
into contractual transactiors..], sociology[...] would become simply impossible3?

[...] nowadays, economic power has shifted towards other spheres, often with an international
character, where the people in charge fail to recognizeatlue of the social sciencesless
they are integrated into tlealtureof managemenwhich represents the new common language
of the globalized “elites’ [...].34

A truly reflexive sociology,in the Bourdieusian sense, encourages critical atioesist
both the neo-liberalization and the neo-managerializaticocietyin general andf the
social sciences in particular.

4. A Work-in-Progress Project

PID was awork-in-progressproject®® From a distance, the launch ARSS may be
viewedas‘a salient momenin the historyof the social sciences France’3, in the sense
that it marks the beginning of a new paradigm: ‘a current emerges, it manifests itself in
its coherencseit inventsanoriginal form,it finds a readershiptc.’3”. During their period
of intense collaboration, Boltanski learned importriceptuabndtheoretical aswell
asmethodologicabndlogistical lessons from Bourdieu: above all, his mentor’s atten-
tion to detail, that is, an obsessively meticulous mode of analyticaditatial func-
tioning that most intellectuals of his calibre inevitably develop.

At the same time, within this dynamic cooperative and cohesive ‘work-in-progress
culture’, there was no canonical hierarchy established between different tasks, let alone
between those in charge of them. This is eloquently expressed in Boltanski’s following
statement:

One of the numerous things that | learned from the patron [Bourdiespecially whilst
working with him on the journal, maybe one of the most importard emes theattention to
detail which goes hand in hand with thefusal to establish a hierarchy between taaksif
some of them were significant and sophisticated and others largelyamekawd unpleasant.
There was no ‘school management’ [intendancgin our group.We were the management
ourselves, with this obsessive wish to control egftéct on everything...].38

Perhaps it was theclecticconstitution of the group of scholars editing the journal that
was the main reason behind the prolific research cuttpreduced amonigs members.

It was shapelly ‘a multitudeof interactions, taking place within rather different registers
— economic, amicable, intellectual, strategic, material, etc.”3and creating ‘connections
between different people’©, most of whom- in line with the stereotype of ‘academic
egos’ — were‘sensitive, difficult’#, andeachof whom had their owfwriting style’4?and
their own ‘obsessions’43,



Owingto this heterogeneousand,in many ways, tension-laderncompositiorof the
team, the preparatiasf eachcollectionof articles requiredcompatibilizing persons and
things whose association could neletaken forgranted’#4. Under such circumstances,
‘this collective work was demanding’4®, not only because of internal discrepancies but
also dueo a considerablickof human, material, and logistical resour¢&&iven that
2000copiesof the first numbeof ARSSwere sold out within only two weeks its pub-
lication*”, however, the members of the group realized that their ‘work-in-progress pro-
ject” had swiftly turned into a serious academic venture with a potgnigafe-scale
—that is, interdisciplinary and internatioraimpact.

5. An Autonomist Project

PID wasanautonomisproject, that is, a collective undertaking situated outside the insti-
tutional mainstream of acadentidrar from (re-)telling the story of the emergence of
ARSSfor reasons of nostalgia or academic narcis$kBo|tanski— in hisRRI — wishes

to illustrate thecontingencyof the social conditions that undergird the production of
knowledge, particularlin termsof the decisive influencef epistemic networks. For him,
the challengés ‘to uncover thearbitrarynatureof theconstraintghat are presented and
often accepted, nowadaysinevitable andnstoppable’>°. The question that arisasthis
context, howeveis the following:if this sortof autonomistesearctiwas possible thirty
years ago, whis it not possiblein a different formtoday?°5! Boltanski’s responséo this
queryis straightforwardasa resuliof the arrivalof neo-liberalismandneo-managerial-
ism, new*‘modes of control anchdministration’>? have emergeih recent decades. Whilst
in the 1970s ‘[t]he techniques of modern management had not yet penetrated the aca-
demic and culturalvorlds’®3, in the present era large paofseducational and intellectual
life are colonized by systemic imperatives, especially by those imposed dxotiemy
and the state through processEsommaodification and bureaucratizatitn.

As Boltanski cynically remarks, in the marketized and managerialized world of
contemporary academia, the idggublishing- largelyor exclusively- in non-refereed
journalsis tantamounto professional suicid®.By contrastatthe timeof the foundation
of ARSS Bourdieu’s and hiscollaborators’ ability to escapehe intellectually stifling- if
not, paralysing- rhythm of a standardized ‘nine-to-five’ working day, aimed at meeting
instrumentally driven targets in accordance with numerically defined benchmeak
conducive to the emergence of a prolific research environment, shaped by tiregmea
ful — that is, purposive, cooperative, and creatiaetivities of its participants.

[...] this slackness, this administrative carelessness, was precisely what opened a space of
libertyin which creation became possibléthin the margins, the marginalized wereease?®

Of course, principles of the academic market existed, and one laowld them. If one was
prepared to pay a certain price, however, it was more or less passgiere them. They were
not constantly on our minds. And this gave us cour@jere were multiple marketsather
than one big market. Anthetween the interstices of these mark#iere wereonesin which
not many things worked, but in which we, on condition that wlendt have too high an
expectationyere more or less protectéd



In short, the founding figures ARSShad succeeddd giving birthto a spacef relative
autonomy capable of challenging not only the constraints of conventional academmia b
also, more fundamentally, the imperatives of a market- and targerdociety.

6. A Counter-Hegemonic Project

PID was acounter-hegemoniproject®® To be sure, throughout his academic career,
Boltanski hasco-authored various studi®s notably with Laurent Théverf8t Eve
Chiapelld?, Elisabeth Claverfé, and — perhaps, most significantly with Pierre
Bourdiel$3, but also with other schol&fsin addition to having given quite a few inter-
views, which were eventually publistfédUnlike most of his other co-authored texts,
however, the writing projects on which Boltanski collaborated with ‘the patron” — in
particular thabf PID — were developed during long nights filled with seemingly endless
work, either at his mentor’s house, in Antony, or at his mentor’s office, situated in the
Muaison des sciences de I"'homme.%8 As explicitly acknowledged by Boltanski, Bourdieu
took the lead in preparing most sections of this semindi’taxhich — initially — was
supposed to be part of an edited volume on the origins and consegud May 1968,
which never saw the light of d&§.

Oneof the striking featuresf Bourdieu’s research group wais tripartite function as
anintellectual circle afamily enterprise and aforum for political activist$® In other
words, it appeared to be a major source of scholarly creativity, smdidarity, and
grassroots normativity. Within this atmospheféntense imaginative, collaborative, and
projective self-realization, the purposieP ID wasto scrutinize‘the social philosophy of
the “dominant fraction of the dominant class ’°. Paradoxically, it was theclecticnature
of the empirical material gathered for this enquisuchas‘extracts from works, cursory
comments on exam scripts, statistics, biographical notes, diagrams, teietes@dws,
etc.”’t — which was aimeat ‘demonstrating the cohereneta conception of the social
world’72. The question remains, then, what exactly Bourdieu and Boltanski Imaicid
when making use of the term ‘ideology’. In this respect, the following pas- sage is
revealing:

The concept ofdeology as it is understood in this work, is derived from ¢lenographyf
formsof classification and categorizaticswell asof systemof thought that inform mythical
and ritual practicesOne of the ideas underlying the text is that it is precisely becaudeet
ideology] is contained withinargely implicit schemescapable of triggering aimfinity of
discursive productions and practiagjustedo different situations, that thigorldviewcan, at
the same time, draw updruisms based on common sepas if it did not serve any function
apart from saying what goes without saying, and perform an effiaction oriented towards
thetransformatiorof the social worldn a particular wayf....] In this sensegnecould conceive
of ideology as an extension of Austian performatiyity].”

On this account, ideology and, in parallel, ideology critique, possess sevei® s
ontological functions: (aglassifying/declassifying(b) mythologizing/demythologizing
(c) ritualizing/deritualizing (d) naturalizing/denaturalizinge) concealing/uncovering
(f) mobilizing/demobilizingand (g)normalizing/denormalizingntrinsically ambivalent,



all of these functions are relevant to two diametilic opposed processesein-
forcing or challenging, confirmingor undermining, conformingor subverting,
stabilizingor disrupting, strengtheningr weakening, conservingr transformingthe
status qug?

In Marxian terms, every ideology constitutes a symbolically mediated ‘superstruc-
tural reflection’ of a materially consolidated ‘infrastructural reality’. In Wittgensteinian
terms, every ideology is tantamount to a grammatically organized ‘language game’
embeddedh a socio-historically specifidife form’. In Bourdieusiarterms, every ideol-
ogy represents an interdstten ‘doxa’ situated in a power-laden ‘field’. Irrespective of
the particular definition that one may favour, every ideology can be chiradtars a
structured and structuring structuasastructured structuret is shapedy social inter-
actions andby the waysn whichits advocates attribute meanitethe world;asastruc-
turing structureit shapes social interactions, includingdedenders’ interpretations of
the world.

What is— both theoretically and practicaltymore significant, however, is that it is
the taskof ideology critique(ldeologiekritik to facilitate ‘a movemenbf deconstruction
[...], acritical reappropriatiorf the social worléf5,with the aimof empowering those
who suffer from the oppression of reality as it is, that is, as it is catestt by those who,
in accordance with their interests, dominat&. In brief, the attemptio deconstruct the
production of the dominant ideology is inextricably linked to the challehgeeat- ing
counter-hegemonisnaginaries, capable of challenging both the epistemic validity and
the social legitimacyf established orthodoxies and thereby contributmghe con-
struction of emancipatory realities.

7. A Relationalist Project

PID was arelationalistproject/”that is, a critical endeavour aiming to unearth the rela-
tional constitutiorof reality, shapethy dynamicsof positioning and, hencby struggles
over access to material and symbolic resources available in a given sodtatyhigv
relationalist presupposition in mind, it is the job of critical sociologisextimine the
performative construction of the multiple places that human actors oedgthpg the
social space. In this respect, the following epistemo-methodological rentaticial:

The place between ‘dominant ideology’ and ‘dominant class’ is examined in terms of the
intermediary concept afeutral placewhich lies at the heart of the tekt.

Paradoxically, Bourdieu and Boltanski’s account of ideology stands within the Marxist
traditionof social and political analysis, whilst seekiogyo beyondit: although there is,
inevitably, an intimate link between dominant ideologies and dominanesl|abe for-

mer cannobereducedo anepiphenomenal manifestatiofthe latter. Thus, rather than
subscribingo the orthodox Marxist assumption thgihe ideasof the ruling class are in
every epoch the ruling ideas’’, that is, that ‘the class which is the ruling material force

of society is at the same time its ruling intellectual force’®, the two French sociologists
introduce the concept afeutral placein order to suggest that thenstruction of sym-

bolic forms— despite the fact that this process is subject to spatiotemporally contingent



conditions of productior enjoys a degree oélative autonomywhose complexity is
functionally related, but not reducible, to the class-specific workings ofea giociety.

An ideology understood from the perspectivesoktial anthropologycan be characterized as
‘dominant to the extent that the schemes supporting it inspire the discourses andtjpes of
the members of a society, without therefore being attributed to a ‘dominant class’.8*

Put differently, ideology- in the broad, anthropological sensés neitherclass-driven
norclasslessrather,t is bothclass-immanenandclass-transcenderthat is;t is shaped

by socio-economic power, whilst rising above its stratifying logic. Suotdgs-divided
societies generate class-specific ideologies. Yet, the sociological centrality of socio-
economically defined stratification patterns does not eliminate the existenda@fse

— notably, cultural, ethnic, philosophical, scientific, religious, or artisteets of prin-
ciples and values, which aireeducibleto mere vehiclesf symbolicforms representing

the interests of a particular social class.

In the 1970s, ‘the existence of social classes was still widely recognized, not only by
sociologists, but also by political and administrative actors and, more ggnbyathe
majorityof ordinarypeople’®2 Tobeclear, Boltanski does not posit that, from the late 20th
century onwards, we have been witnessing the arrival of a ‘classless era’3, He implies,
however, that the analysis providedP ID is more relevant than evierthe face oétleast
three key characteristicodf advanced liberal-capitalist societietieterogeneity
intersectionalityandsubjectlessness

(a) With regard to the issue bkterogeneitythe notion of théractionsof clas§*is
vital to the attempt to do justice to the fact that classes are internally divided by
values, resources, and interests.

(b) With regard to the issue oftersectionalitythe notion of theelativity of clas§®
is essential to the insight that human behaviour is shaped not only by socio
economic resources but also, simultaneously, by numerous othefogiaal
variables- such as ethnicity, gender, age, and abiljitgach of which possesses
an idiosyncratic logic of functioning and none of which is rededib any other
co-variable.

(c) With regardto the issuef subjectlessnesshe notiorof thenorrintentionalityof
class is fundamental to rejecting any kind of conspiracy theory lmgmetng
that the most homogenous social group cannot be reduced to a unified collective
subject with a monolithic base and cohesive will power.

It is in the light of these three reservations, concerning reductive concepticlasg
that the notion of ‘neutral place’ plays a pivotal role in PID:

The concepof neutral placeermitsusto account for these places without haviogdvocate a
conspiracy theory. Neutral places are more orilesttuted spacewithin which themembers
of different fractionscan meet and have exchanges without having to abarftgn t
characteristic$...].8¢



One of the key objectives ¢fID, in this respect, is the idea of challenging various
apocalyptic announcementsuchas‘the endof class’, ‘the endof politics’, ‘the end of
history’, and — last but not least ‘the end of ideology’.8” The provocative claim that, in
the late 20th century, relatively affluent societies have experienced the gradual ‘end of
ideologies’®— combined with ‘the subsequent disappearance of social classes’®and ‘the

end of history’®, epitomized in ‘the collapse of the USSR’9! — seems to have been
confirmed by tendencies towards ‘depoliticization’®?, denoting a theme that, nowadays,
plays an ‘eminent role in the nostalgic regrets of the reformist Left’®3. If there is one
grand narratie that has outlived the postmodern announcement regarding the ‘end of
metanarratives’%4, it is individualism.

[Contemporary] ‘society’, with its ‘individualisni especially ‘among young people’, [is] the
result of a politics entirely oriented towards thed of politics understood as the bringing-
into-line of critical movements that attempted to oppose the domidantogy?®®

On this view,‘the rise of individualism’6— which, arguably, constitutes ‘the last grand
narrative’®” — is ‘the result of the work of fragmentation which has accompanied the
depoliticizationof sociallife’%8. It appears, then, thatwith the exceptiomnf liberalism-
the grand political ideologies of the 19th and 20th centuriparticularly anarchism,
communism/socialism, conservatism, and fascisire ‘no longer necessary’®®and, in
fact, almost completely outdated, because they are out of touch with rééiay.is left
is a social universe governeg ‘the meritocraticideal’'®that‘if one wants, onean’10%,
Presumaly, such a world is shaped by ‘the equality of chanceghat is, bymeritocratic
measuresillowing for thefair selection of individualsin terms of their efforts and their
work and, consequently, in accordance with thegrits and their personahlents©2
Unsurprisingly, the project of eugenics was central to the attematde by modernist
elites, mainly between the 1850s and the 195f@sradicalize the ideology of meritoc-
racy in a Darwinian fashion, based on the idea that the evolutionarypi¢in€ ‘the
survival of the fittest’ could be mobilized in the interest of humanity, rather than exclu-
sively in the interest of a particular social group or clé%s.

The paradigmatic shift frorkeynesianismand Fordism founded on ‘the develop-
ment of the- integrated and more or less plannetargescale industry’1%4 to neo-
liberalismandpost-Fordismexpressed ifthe prioritization of mobility, opennesg..]
and transformations’19, involves a historical transition from relativetggulated to
increasinglyderegulatedforms of capitalism. This ‘(neo-)liberal turn’1% is ideologi-
cally motivated by ‘the critique of “corporatism” (understood as syndicalism), of the
“blocked society” (understood as the state’s steering of the productive apparatus and of
social policies)’107,

In this context, Boltanski’s distinction between two fundamental types of critiquie
relevant:

e The historical impaadf social critique- directedat pathological consequences of
the rise of modernity, such as misery, inequality, and egeimmeflected in the
idea of a‘grand contractual politic¥’8 associated with the influence of the
working class movement in general and of the Trade Unions in particular.



e The historical impact ddrtistic critique— exposing the alienating effects of the
emergence of modernity, such as inauthenticity angregsion—- manifests
itself in ‘the development of th&autonomy of people at work and of their
“responsibilizatioii’109,

The paradigm o$ocial critiqueis intimately related to what Boltanski characterizes as
the second spirif capitalism This ‘second spirit’is ‘centred on the big enterprise, gov-
erned by wage-earning directors, some of whom come froiGiihels corps de 1’Etat,

on Taylorian modes of production, and on public policies of planmindg the
redistribution of wealth’110. The ‘invisible hand’ of the market was supposed to be con-
trolled by the ‘visible hand’ of the state!'!

The paradigm ofrtistic critiqueis firmly embedded in what Boltanski refers to as
the new spirit of capitalisk?. This ‘third spirit’ is based on ‘the consolidation of new
forms of productionrietwork productionpthe development cfubcontractingexternali-
zation increase in so-calletlutypical” contracts of employment and in the number of
workersin precarious situation813 These societal tendencies are inextricably linked to
individual andcollective experiences of ‘the uncertainties of the market’**4and, more
fundamentallyto ‘the establishmerf a new typef relation between capitalism and the
state’15 driven by processes of privatization, deregulation, decentralization, deburea
ratization, and flexibilizatioA®

8. A Constructivist Project

PID was aconstructivistproject!'” Rejecting any kind ofssentialist determinism
accordingo which the division betweentrong” and‘weak’ membersn society may be
‘naturally’ or ‘biologically’ determined, PID makes a case faocial constructivism
according to which patterns of stratification, since they are relationally gentinare
fairly arbitrary.

[...] the elites have always sought to justify their positions and their privileges, by insisting on
thenatural character linked not onlyto human naturé@which sounds a bit old-fashioned), but
especiallyto human nature rooted abiological substratéwhich makes knowledge accessible
toscience and, thus, justifialdesupposedly inevitable)of hierarchyandinequalities portrayed
asthe mechanical product differencesn termsof skills, capacities, and talerits.

In its most extreme forms, such an essentialist-determinist undéingiasf society is
combined with the Darwinian, or even eugenicist, presupposition that dgeeps of
humanity is driven by the ineluctable selection process of ‘the survival of the fittest’.
According to this account, it is because of, not despite, the constitutive secastd)
arguably, evolutionary role of powerful actors that history moves forward. The conten-
tion that‘it is evident that the world evolves thariksts elites’*'°goes hanéh hand with

the assumption that lefting ‘egalitarianism’'?°leads tostifling ‘conformism’*?%, which
obstructs the flourishing of ‘the most creative and most original forms of the human
spirit’?2 butwhichis advocatedby those who are infused with resentment when realizing
that ‘they cannot follow’*23



The worldview described above is based on a combination of problematic ‘-isms’:

(a) essentialismbecause it presupposes that different human beings are marked by
different unchangeablethat is, deeply ingrainedtraits and characteristics;

(b) determinismbecause it suggests that both individual and societal developments
are governed by these traits and characteristics;

(c) socio-biologismbecause it implies that the traits and characteristics determining
human behaviour are both culturally and naturally constituted,;

(d) historicism because it posits that the distribution of these traits and characteris-
tics is of world-historical significance, shaping the development of tineah
species;

(e) evolutionism becauseit maintains that world-historical developments are
embedded in an underlying storyline driven by progress;

() teleologismbecaus@ assumes that the totaliyworldly occurrences, including
human actiongs oriented towards the realizatiohanoverarching goal and that
history— literally — ‘makes sense’ in thatit follows a predetermined direction;

(g) elitism, because it endorses the view that individuals forming part of a selective
group with distinct qualities are intellectually and culturaltyat is, civilization-
ally — superior to those who are not part of it; and

(h) eugenicism because it subscribes to the belief that the genetic quality of the
human world population is constantly improving, thereby ensuhaty- in the
long run— only those with desired qualities succeed in contributing positively to
the reproductiomf the species, whilst those with undesired traits are relegated to
the fringes of society and will gradually disappear.

The positivist conviction that both human and non-human fornexistence are gov-
erned by underlying laws which can be uncovered by virtue of logical, rational, and
empirical enquiry- has been centrtd the developmertf the natural and social sciences,
especially in the 19th and early 20th centutégccording to this view,economic,
historical, and social nature dictates its laws’12%, enforcing them upon the development
of humanity, as much as physical, biological, and chemical constellations ithease
causal patterns and regularities upon all aspects of worldly realipfiedito the inter-
pretation of human inequalities, the positivist method can be empioykd attempt to
attribute scientific validity to the belief in the existenceegblutionary selection pro-
cesseswhich— presumably- permeate the development of society. This creed, which
lies at the heart of the bourgeois doxa of ‘entitlement’, has proved vital to the reproduc-

tion of dominant ideologies and, thus, to justifying both the materéhttza symbolic
influence of self-legitimizing hegemonies.

Thus, thedominant ideologys, above all, whais transmittedn the places and, particularly, in
the educational institutions of thadite, to which thedominant classesvish to send their
children,sothat they can acquire the (good) education and the (gpadpal journey that will
permit them, eventuallyo play the role they are expectdlay,to join the elites, and become
intelligent bosse&s



In other words, it is by virtue of their ‘class-doxa’ and their ‘class-habitus’, reproduced
in ‘class-fields’, that the dominant groups society managt perpetuate the stratifying
logic underlying their own destingswell asthe fateof those who are excluded from the
privileged sectorsf vertically organized realitie§The dominant ideology, the dominant
culture within the circles of power, these are, in essence, the ideolodgheandlture
shaped and transmitted’*?”in and through ‘the neutral spaces’*?8, which— as relationally
constructed fields of distinguished interactioprovide precious opportunities for the
most privileged members society, thereby enabling themaccomplish the mission of
their self-fulfilling prophecy.

9. A Critical Project

PID was acritical project!?®In the contemporary era, one of the main problems faced
by advocates of radical emancipatory practices is dhiditjue can be confiscated by
dominant ideologies in order to reinforce the ligdtcy of class-divided societies The
dominant classes- ‘drawing upon the shared values of equality, equity, and
transparency’130— have succeeded (re-)appropriating seemingly progressive principles
for their own purpose®! Cracking the secretf dominant ideologiesocial critique can
serve multiplfunctions?2 such as the following:

e It canchallenge different formsf ideologicalorganization, that igf specific sets
of taken-forgranted assumptions based on ‘doxa’'%3and on the seemingly ‘most
indisputable and most easily shared common values’134 which appear to possess
‘a quasi-sacredcharacter’3>,

e |t can challenge different forms pblitical organization, recognizing that liberal
and media-centred democracies, although they are embedded in syseaiasl of
domination, are preferable to authoritarian regimes and dictato#8hips.

e |t canchallenge different formsf economicorganization, notably capitalism.
The transition from the ‘second’ to the ‘third” spirit of capitalism is reflected in
‘the shift from a representation of society in terms ofsocial classegsor at least
socio-professional categories, to a representation in terswa| succesawith
the sliding from “workers” to “the poor” (the “new poor”) and, hence, to “the
excluded”’1%7,

e |t can challenge different forms tdchnologicabrganization, calling into ques-
tion the naive subscription of elites to the belief in the universally empayveri
force of ‘technical progress and the industrial greatness’138,

e It can challenge different forms @fcademimrganization, especially  those
dictated by the neo-liberalization and neo-managerialization of education and
research.

It is this final pointto which Boltanskijn the contexof PID, attributes great importance.
In the 1970s, the possibility of participating in up of sociological scholars and
investigators allowed for the enrichingxperience of collective research’'3, By



contrast, ‘nowadays, it is common to end up in solitude’*4%and isolation when trying to
embark upon an academic career. What has emerged in recent decegu#gng to
higher education and scholarly investigation in most Western socigtiés mixed and
strongly hierarchical space, composéa sebf academic institutions (among which the
possibilities for the pursudf research are very unevenligtributed)’*4. In such a verti-
cally organized, competitive, and target-driven environment, in whiekaltbcation of
material and symbolic resourdsprofoundly unequafthe ambition and the freedom of
research’42suffer from the colonization of meaningfuthat is, purposive, cooperative,
and creative- activities by systemic imperatives. Under these circumstances, scientific
enquiryis exposedo the ubiquitous influencef a state andneconomy that function in
accordance with the disempowering logic of instrumental rationality.

Increasingly common, then, is ‘[t]he experience of both insecurity— with the anxiety
it provokes, not only in material but also, especially, in identity-related terarsd
intensecompetitionbetween applicants, accompanying this process of tests’143 trials,
and constant assessmelitdviost contemporary researchers hawadbeit, admittedly, to
different degrees ‘interiorized the institutional demands to which they are subject’45,
reproducing them and, to a large extent, taking them for grantedjen to be able to
survive within an increasingly commodified and benchmark-oriented adafield.

It is, therebre, more and more difficult to find niches (in the sense of ‘ecological niches’)
favourable to the emergence of nonconformist works. The alterrihtiv@resents itself most
frequently is the one dfelonging at the cost of conformity the one o&nti-conformism but
at the cost of marginalityvhich also meansithout resources for resear&fi

Put differently, in the contemporary academic field, one has tworgpgither one is
willing to play the game of position-taking, benchmarking, and etitipn over mate-
rial and symbolic resourcesr one refuses to follow the market-, target-, and impact-
driven logic of neo-liberal education and research agendas. The price one hafoto pay
the first scenario is succumbingdomplianceandconformity, involving a considerable
loss of scholarly autonomy and intellectual integrity. The price ong¢ohpay for the
second scenaris the riskof self-relegatiorandmarginalization leadingto a substantial
deficit of room for effective agency within academic institutions, theretgermining
both the short-term and the long-term viabilityoaé’s career as an investigator, whose
professional performance depends largely on the ability to secure accessdmus
sources of funding.

One of the essential ingredients of Bourdieu and Boltanski’s success story was to
establish themselves as scholars who were sufficientbgratedinto the academic
system to benefit from its material and symbolic resources, whilst beffigiently
marginalizedwithin the scientific community to develop their own agenda on the basis
of a nonconformist sense of collective identity. For them, to be part of a ‘critical move-
ment’*4” meant to ‘embrace the social sciences’**8by bypassing ‘the bureaucratic and
political control of the cultural institutions depending on the state’'4%. Indeed, their
theoretical and practical capacity to transcend the instrumental logic of the matket an
the state provided them with a sense of accomplishment:



[...] theconfidencethatwe hadin ourselvesnotasindividuals butasa collective...], [was]a
victory[...] [for] critical thinking[...], a political victory[...]; our critical work within correct
conditions was already a victoryand likea victory of the social sciencé®

In this light, social science constitutes a collective endeavour concerned reith th
essential critical tasks: (ancovering (b) distancing and (c)historicizing

(a) It aims touncoverthe multiple underlying forces by which ideological, behav-
ioural, and institutional patterns are shaped or, in some cases, evenirtkder
particularly those that involve mechanisms of asymmetrically distritateess
to different forms of powet!

(b) It aimsto distance itselfrom its objeciof study, since even the moghmersive’
methodological approachesuchasethnomethodology requireatleast a mini-
mal degree of epistemic exteriority: ‘no phenomenon can be described if one
remains entirely inside the framework that sustaiti®.

(c) It aimsto historicizesocial realitypby shedding lighbnthe spatiotemporally con-
tingent conditions underlying its quotidian constructiorBoltanski’s terms,‘to
write ahistory of the presert..] is the task of sociology%3. It is from this con-
textualizing attitude that sociology derives its principal normative misswn:
guestion the givennesd empirical immanencby daringto thinkin termsof the
beyondness of imaginative transcenden$eciology, therefore, involves the
challenge of confronting ‘the possibility that the present may be something that
it is not, that reality mape something thai is not and, consequentlgf relativ-
izing or deconstructinghe presendasit is’*%4 The main assumption underpinning
socio-historical constructivism can be summarized as folledvat can be con-
structed camedeconstructednd,if necessary, reconstructélthe constant con-
fluenceof construction, deconstruction, and reconstruction procesassentral
to the pursuit of sociology as it is to the daily production of soéféty.

If ‘sociology is critical by vocation’,1%6thenit needgo take issue with the misrepresenta-
tions of reality that are produced by dominant ideologies, which are des@moedceal
the material and symbolic divisions within vertically structured societies.

10. An Emancipatory Project

PID was anemancipatoryproject®” As spelled out by Boltanski, the article was well
received by many other scholars, especially by those who felt sympathetiods
Bourdieu’s research group: sociologists!®8, linguist$®®, historian&®®, philosopher$?,
Hellenistd62 anthropologist$® sinologist$%, economist$®, artistd®s, writers?, and
colleagues working for cultural centres and musééfinshis extensive interest inID
was a reflection of its interdisciplinary relevance to key debates across apsitteum
in the humanities and social sciené®s.

Strongly influencedby the ‘counter-cultureof 1968°17%, PID was a systematic attempt
to challenge the hegemonic ideological, behavioural, and institutional codes generated
by managerial elites ‘within the economic space’'”%, in which there was little room for



the negotiating power of trade unions. The defence of counter-hageprnciples,
practices, and life forms indicates ‘the possible recuperation of the positive aspects ~ of
social crisis, within the cultural world’1’2 that is, of ‘emancipatory dimensions’!3,
Critical sociology, in the radical sense, may be conceived of as an oppodiiaeal
questioning the legitimacy of systems of dominatitim fact, one of the themes BtD
‘consists in opposing the conciliatory representations ofd#denodernity on the basis
of a genealogy’'® capable of exposing the disempowering and pathological
consequences of the spread of dominant ideologies.

I 1. An Undogmatic Project

P1D was anundogmatigproject!’®Granted, ‘various themes that lie at the heart of con-
temporary soial struggles are missing’’7in this study. This is especially true in relation
to issues concerning the problemiofersectionality that is, the ways in whickey
sociological variables suchasclass, ethnicity, gender, age, and abiligimultaneously
structure ideological, behavioural, and institudbmpatterns’®¢ Among the main rea-
sons for this omission araspointed ouby Boltanski, the following: (a) theidespread
machismg which permeated not only large parts of the working classes, but also aca-
demic circle¥™, (b) the predominance efass-focused analysis left-wing social and
political thought8 (c) the absencef adequateonceptual approacheapableof shed-
ding light on the existence, let alone the complexity, of intersectiomandics and
mechanismi$L,

The third point appears to be particularly important in this regard: ‘in the middle of
the 1970s, [they] were not equipped with an analytical frameworkifieng [them] to
interconnect different struggf®& Of course, in hindsight, it is easy to take issue with
this lack of investigative openness and conceptual imagination. Givenphetiof the
politics of identity, difference, and recognititfhupon contemporary understandings of
social change, however, it is difficult to conceive of critical approaches to relatfon
power and domination without facing up to the multi-layered constitafioierrelated
and overlapping sociological variables shapiegple’s positionsin diverse- coexisting
and, in many cases, interpenetratingalms of interactio®* Thus it is imperative  to
account for ‘the existence of a multiplicity of belongings’® and ‘identity-based
relations’*®8 as reflected in the rise of a politics ‘demanding the recognition of specific
modes of oppression’'87and, hence, insisting on thmurality, heterogeneityirreduc-
ibility, andincommensurabilitypf contemporary social conflicts. Rather than bemoaning
‘the decline of the working class movement’18, critical sociologists neet ‘take seri-
ously the large number of emerging demands and struggles’18, thereby acknowledging
the manifold belongings and allegiant8shat are not only constructed and recon-
structed but also experienced by ‘the plural actor’*®%,

Undoubtedly, it remains crucial to conceive lafeologiekritik as a form of
Sozialkritik19?that is, as a systematic questioning of discursive frameworks that, due to
their distortive function, conceal the domination and ‘exploitation of human beings’*%3
by specific interactional and structural forces. Indispensable to thisiveflemdeavour
is the transcendence of the binary distinction between ‘the “multitude’ and the “mas$
[...] (submissive, passive, gregarious, easily abbgéide demagogueg,..] etc.)’1%, on



the one hand, arfthe elite subjectsbestowed with a genuine interiority, with a Kantian
autonomy and lucid consciousness’,’®>on the other. The power of social distinction
remains distinctly powerful. It is the task of ideology critique to deconstrtfét

[2. A Materialist Project

P1D was amaterialistproject!®’ As suchijts protagonists were determintxinsistonthe
continuing centrality of class in advanced societies. Indeed, class halsaoieon the
social and political agenda for several decallesirvived thécultural turn’1%®in sociol-
ogy, and- owingto the pivotal rolat playsin the stratificatiorof capitalist societies it
will outlive other paradigmatic shifts in the future. Contrary to the faghienrhetoric
about the allegetnd of class’ in the contexof post-industrialism and, thugs,opposition
to the assumption that society is, increasinglyiented towards a classless structure’199,
one of the key objectives &1D was to insist on the continuing relevance of s@xo-
nomic divisions, expressed in both material and symbolic stratification mettier
advanced capitalist formatioA%In a Marxist-functionalist fashion, one may claim that
the state-asa vital institutional componenf the superstructuia class-divided societies
—has always been, and will always contitube,‘the mediatorof classstruggle’?o%

Certainly, it is possible to conceptualize the separation between social classes in a
large variety of ways. Notwithstanding the particular explanatory modehtch one
may subscribe, it is difficult to deny that stratified societieschegacterized by
— often highly complex- divisions betweerisuperior’ and ‘inferior’ classe$% The
normatively more significant issue, however, is ttiatse ‘at the bottom’ tend to be
more aware of their class position than those ‘at the top’2°3Put in more general terms,
‘dominated’ subjects tend to be more conscious of their position in the social space than
their ‘dominant” counterparts — regardless of whether their possibilities for action are
defined primarily in terms of class, ethnicity, gendeage,aor ability. The Hegelian
distinctionbetween ‘a subject in itself” and ‘a subject for itself’2%4is crucial to each of
these dimensionactors’ awarenessf their positionin the social spade a precondition
for their ability to transform it.

Arguably, different ‘spirits of capitalism’ are accompanied by different ‘spirits of
class’. Under the influencef thesecond spiritfrom the1l930sonwards, class was taken
seriously by the state, as demonstrated in the rise of different evslfate regimes
notably the social-democratic, corporatist, and liberal 8%ésnder the impact of the
third spirit, from the 1980s onwards, class became less central to the sthbstrased
in the increasing influence of neo-liberal and neo-managerial ideologiededowiph
the project of meritocracy, driven by the ambition ‘to guarantee the establishment of a
socialorder [...] within which all positions will be equally accessible to everyone (the
equality of chances), in accordance with a model of an open market’2%,

There are, as noted by Boltanski, various interrelated reasons favib&l of class
in recent years: first, tHading trustn the staté& capacityto pursue viable class politics;
secondanincreasing interesh amore differentiated understandinficlass and, third,
the need to acknowledge theaforementioned pivotalrole of intersectionlity, oblig-
ing us to reflect on, and engage with, ‘new factors underlying inequality and new forms
of exploitation’?%”. In the jungle worldf multiple— interconnected anih) some respects,



competing- struggles, social actors have to learn ‘to envisage their own condition and

their identityunder different relationand, consequentlyo participatan different forms

of mobilization’?%8, as well as to cope with ‘the tensions or the contradictions between
these different dimensions’2°. If, however, even the most disempowered and exploited
actors living on the fringes of society stop identifying with cl&sshen it is time to
rethink the rolef the diverse motivational backgrounds triggering individualantie:c-

tive struggles in the contemporary era.

| 3. A Historicist Project

PID was abhistoricist project?'! Irrespective of what one wishes to make of recent
announcements concerning numerous purportedly gfloeadting developments

— aboveall, with regard to ‘class’, ‘ideology’, ‘politics’, and ‘history’?'?—, one paradig-
matic transition appears to have been crucial:

[...] the shift from a regime of the legitimization of authority that is, in principle, founded on
the collective or popular willto a regime that is, in fact, based on #weial sciences
particularly, on economics, demography, political science, andlsgg; together with the
subscriptiorto the ideaof the endf history, that ispf politics, which has been replaced with
managerial representatiohpowertransposedly the enterprise state, whiigitself committed
to redefining the relations between capitalism andstiade]...].213

Unsurprisingly, ‘critique has had to adjust itself’?'4to the new parameters underlying
contemporary societal formations. The historical transition fedmple domination
epitomized inauthoritarian regimesto complex domination sustainingcapitalist-
democratic regimess crucial in this respeét®The ‘two great totalitarianisms’ of the
20th century- namely state socialism and fascttr seem to have given way to the
triumph of political and economic liberalism and, hence, to the victociensolida- tion
of ‘market democracy’?'”in large parts of the world?ID was ahead of its time in
anticipating this socidstorical shift, especially in terms of capitalism’s capacity to
convert botteritiqueandreform— and, consequentlghange- into vital ingredients  of
the recipe of its own success.

This mode of domination, which is guided by the imperati@nge in order to preserve’, is
conceived of inPID as a ‘progressive (or converted) conservatism’ in contrast to ‘avowed
conservatism’.218
+
This paradigmatic turn is intimately interrelated with ‘the shift from Fordist manage-
ment, associated with the second spirit of capitalism, to the “network” management,
associated with the new “spirit”’?1%, This novel societal constellation manifests itself in
the emergence afew ‘tests’ in the labour market:

The new selection tests have been invoked, within a multitbgieotidian local, anéachtime
unique, situations, thereby profoundly modifying people’s future [...].220

Paradoxically, the elites pressing for this kind of change in manageltizlecare both
conservative and progressive: they evaservativein the sense that they tentb



promoteorthodoxvalues legitimizing their relatively powerful positiomsociety;at the
same time, they aggrogressivein the sense that they tend to enddrsierodoxprinci-
ples aimed at converting change into the main currency of long-term materideand
logical success.

The principal feature of the ‘clites’ whose texts and interventions are analysed in our article
[...][is] the advocacyf ‘change’. These elites regard themselassadically cutting-edge and
modernist. [...] the ‘fatality of the probable’ [...]: one has to want the change that announces
itself because change is inevitable. Thus, one haa o necessit§#*

The ideological celebration of the doxa ‘change in order to preser¢&plays a pivotal
role in advanced knowledge economies, in which ‘governance by “experts”’?23consti-
tutes an integral element of a mode of domination whose secret lies in thatamen
towards the future, rather than in the short-sighted concern wifirésent, let alone in
the nostalgic celebration of the pa%t.

In a quasi-Habermasian fashion, Boltanski suggestsetmatncipatory life forms
emanate from social practices whose legitimabasedn relatively evenly distributed,
democratically controlled, and individually or aadtively empowering- material and
symbolic— resources for action

[...] within a given framework, an action is illegitimate when it can be characterized as
arbitrary that is, wherit is possibleto demonstrate thét depend®n the will of anindividual,

a group, or an organization, capable of seizing the position afeineguipped with the power
to intervene in the debate between opposed points of view, whikitgée determine what is
and what count®s

Emancipatory projects are viable only to the extent that the practices bytivaychre
sustained distinguish themselves in terms of theimative specificitfrom the disem-
powering mechanisms permeating the social construoficgality foundedn relations
of domination. Critical actors, however, must not underestimate the integcafpacity
of dominant ideologies. Thdistortive but pragmatic realisiof the most influential
players permits them to exercise hegemonic control over ideological,itvetzdvand
institutional patterns attributing legitimacy to class-divided domains of intenaditip
Put differently the powerful arerealists

Thus, those who govern drawing on the representations relating to a not-yet-realized, yet
inevitable, future- are healthy realists, because they have the pioweake happen what they
predict, not only because they predict it (following the logic eél&fulfilling prophecy but

also because they have a high lexféhformation,aswell asadvanced performative resources,
at their disposak®

Hencejdeologymaybedescribedsaself-fulfilling prophecyin the sense théit invents
thingsin orderto do things’??”— and thidgs what make# ‘effective’??8 The‘economy of
discourse anglstification’??°is never completely disconnected fromsiteial conditions
of production— neither in terms of itsootsnor in terms of itconsequenceddeology,
thereforejs bothembeddedn andoriented towardsocial practicest is constructed by
meaning-producing subjects acting upon, imn@lation to, reality=°



4. A Power-Analytical Project

PID was apower-analyticalproject?3! Seeking to go beyond the limited explanatory
scopeof the sociological approadb power relations present@dP 1D, Boltanski identi-
fies two main types of dominatiosimple dominatin andcomplex dominationBefore
reflecting upon the latter, let us consider the former, of whiabcording to Boltanski
—there are two sub-typé%

On the one hand, there atglical forms of ‘simple domination’, in which people are
‘partially or completely deprivedf their elementariiberties’233andin which ‘profound
asymmetries are maintained or created by exercising explicit-amatably, but not
exclusively- physical violence’?34 Extreme historical examples of this kind of domina-
tion are ‘absolute slavery’?®®as well as military- especially fascist dictatorships.
Indeed, these cases may be characterized as situations or regimes of ‘oppressiof?®, in
which critique is not only marginalized but also systematically curbed assifgy, even
criminalized:

Within situations of oppression, the eventuality of critique is siregljiuded, as can be the
mere possibility of posing questions about what is happening (‘here, we do not ask any
questions’). With both critique and questioning expelled, justification has no place to exist
eitherzs’

Under these circumstances, the shift from the spréaidologyto the useof violences38
can be undertaken in order to defend the power of those individugsups of indi-
viduals, who are in control and who seek to remain in control at all costs

On the other hand, there am@derate forms of ‘simple domination’, which are less
extreme than their radicglarallels, in the sense that, under their umbrella, ‘critique
appears, to some extent, possible’?3% even if actors can never be sure aboutkihe of
critiqgue they are permitted to articulate, let alone aboud#wyreeto which they are
allowed to formulate it either in an open and uncensored, or in a clandestine and hid-
den, manner. In this scenario, the distinction betwafécial (officiel) and unofficial
(officieux) justificationg4°plays a pivotal role in defining what can be said in pudsiit
what can be said onlyor not even- in private.

In both cases, the maintenance of ‘profound asymmetries’?41(in terms of class, eth-
nicity, gender, age, ability, etdg centralto preserving material and symbolic structures
based on social domination, often through disempowering mecharfispy@ession and
exploitation?*2 Perhaps most importantly, howevatthe hearbf all formsof ‘sim- ple
domination’ lies ‘the refusato changé**3, representingnauthoritarian position that, in
the most extreme-case scenarisgjefendedn ‘the stateof war against the perpetual
enemy fromwithin 244,

The development of ‘complex domination’, by contrast, is vital to the efficient and
legitimized performance of ‘contemporary capitalist-democratisocieties’4>. In fact,
‘[t]he democratic market societies — that is, those compatible with the functioning of
capitalism- have constructed their political idéaloppositiorto [the] modelof domina-
tion’246that may be characterized as ‘simple’. Complex forms of domination are subject
to ‘an imperativeofjustification’?4”. As a consequencéggritique canmake itselfieard’248,



More specifically, what emerges is ‘the establishment of a new type of relation between
institution and critiqu&4S, that is, ‘the incorporation of the latter into the routines of
social life’259, On this account, critique constitutes a major driving force of, rather th
an obstacle to, the dynamic development of advanced capitalist societies, which are
cgpable of enduring symbolic and systemic adjustment processes ifreend these are
deemed necessary. Given the pivotal role played by critique, individual and gellecti
actors havéo undergo‘selection testd°L, which,in the grand schem@ things, serve to
reinforce the multiple ‘profound asymmetries’?5?2 permeating intersectionally stratified
societies. Although, under regimelscomplexor managerial domination, the legitimacy
of these asymmetriemnbe called into question, their existence tetwlse defended not
by virtue of ‘repressive violence’?5 but ‘by other pacifianeans’?>*— notablyon the basis
of ideological, behavioural, and institutional patterns of social regulation.

Oneof the principal problems arising from the discrepancy betweemal equality’
and‘substantive equality’ is that,in most cases, the opportunities promibgédvocates
of the former do not match the outcomes envisaged by supportéhe tdtter. The
hegemonic spirit pervading contemporary forms of capitalism follows ‘a neo-liberal
logic’?%®, accordingo whichit is possibleto ‘blame the victir?>¢ and appealo people’s
‘individual responsibilit{?>?, insteadf accounting fofthe weightof the constraints that
operate at a collective level’?8 The various target-oriented strategiegcluding the
‘psychological technologie®f the managememtf humanresources’?>°— are designed to
make individuals function in accordance with the prescribed benchmiagadogic of
neo-liberal regimes of governance. In such an environment, radical ergigiegraded
to an appendage of a self-referential system that has succeeded in copvetasges
of argumentation and justification into self-fulfilling prophecies, therebyicuirfg the
empirical validity of the normative parameters underlying social mechamtigsm-
modified administration and administered commaodification.

I5. A Cutting-Edge Project

PI1D was acutting-edgeproject?0Theshift from ‘avowed conservatism’ to ‘progressive
conservatism’ is reflectedn the emergencef a new modef domination, which consists

in ‘changing in orderto preserve, appealirtg necessity and drawing upon a governance
of experts’?6L. Given its detailed analysis this crucial featuref ‘progressive conserva-
tism’, PID ‘is more timely tharver’262 What needso be addedo the picture, however,

is the emergencef neo-managerial formsf power and control, which acé paramount
importance to the ‘new spirit of capitalism’. This new spirit is impregnated with the

demands [...] that emerged from the May movement, which prompted the management, in the
1980s, to attach great value twrkers’ individual initiative and to advocate forms of
‘autonomy’, which quickly turned out to replace the control close to the frawiirige first
level with (less costlykelf-control[...], informational control mechanisms exercised at a
distance demonstrating the return oaphisticated version of Taylorisin.].263

Under the umbrella of this ‘new spirit’, it appears that the ‘ideological eloquence’264of
modern metanarratives is no longer required:



[...] the deepening of the new regime of governance, foundeateauthority of experts and
on the dispossession/resignation of representatives, has rendered ideelogicaice simply
obsoletes

In such a neo-managerial climatehecomes evident thgtirisdictional, complex frame-
works, controlledby system®f evaluation, built upon track recordsefchmarkingy,266
become a taken-for-granted component of a new culture driveridosg-economic and
neo-classical imperativé8’ The Humboldtian ideal of universal and comprehensive
education, based on people’s wide-ranging exposure to key aspects of the natural and
human sciences, seems to have been replaced by the increasing influensimess
school modeR&8, in which value rationalityWertrationalité} is secondaryo purposive
rationality @weckrationalitaX.26® Ironically, it appears thateo-managerialismnserves

the therapeutic function of the collective experiencpsythoanalysis

Managemenhas had diberating effecton the practical aspects underlying thev elites’
affairs, which iscomparableo the effect that the diffusion psychoanalysifias had on their
sexual practice%©

The arrivalof the ‘new spirit of capitalism’ marks the adverdf a ‘new eraof liberation’,
regardless of how inflationary the meaning of this term may havergeaothe neo-
managerial world of categorical flexibility and constant transformation.y&ndehind

the euphemistic language of ‘openness’, ‘change’, and ‘dynamism’ lurk both competi-
tiveness as an ideal, ancbmpetition as a reality. In the face of the increasing individu-
alization of societies that are governed by neo-liberal regimes and, inoases; hit by
austerity programmés, it has become a giu to ‘put everyone in competition with
everyone else and, therebfgagmentrealms whose only defensive resource would be
union’?”2. The gradualwithdrawal of thestate’?72 from the economy that is, the end of
Keynesian state-interventionisasignals the emergence of a new type of domination:

[...] thisnew formof domination[...], areorientatiorof thestate’s modesof action permitting
it to serve the interests of a type of capitalism that has itself befupdly modified. Whilst
capitalism’s ‘spirit” has been changing, the state has had to change its own spirit t00274

It seems, then, that in the era of this ‘new spirit of capitalism’ — inextricably linked to the
rise of neo-liberalism and neo-managerialisfthe “end of ideologi€§ prophe- sied for

the past fifty years, has become a reality’?’>. This is not to suggest that ideolo- gies have
become irrelevant, let alone that they have disappeared. Rather, thiskadwladge
that, when considering the role of the grand political ideologies that skegedscale
social developments during the 19th and 20th centuries (namely, anarchism
communism/socialism, liberalism, conservatism, and fascism), only dhermfcan be
declared to be at least provisionally triumphant in the contemporary eflideralism
Given its victorious status, it may not come as a surprise that, ‘[i]f nowadays there
remains a class conscious of itself, it is the dominant class, rather than any other class’276,

On this view, the only class that, in the strict sersgains both ‘a class in itself” and ‘a
class for itself” (that is, a class that exists both objectively regard- less of its awareness
of itself, andsubjectively depending on its awareness of itself) is



the ‘global dominant class’?”". For it is not the- increasingly weakened and fragmented
—working classhut the— gradually more strengthened and self-confident

— dominant clasghat dictates the parameters and agendas intended to reinforce the
worldwide conrolidation of the ‘new spirit of capitalism’.

6. A Normative Project

PID was anormativeproject?’8 As such, it was motivated by the assumption thas
Bourdieu famously put it ‘sociology is a martial art’?’°. Boltanski has serious misgiv-
ings about this metaphor, not only because, as he admits, hefemdaif sports, but
also, more importantly, becauserejects the ideaf associating the productiaf intel-
lectual work with a strategic game based on compet#bFo his mind, the whole poin
of the pursuit of critical sociological research is to expose the instrumepiat-i atives
by which powerful social fields especially economic and political oneare governed.

In order to do justice to thisormativemission, sociology needs to be conceived of as
a discipline that is (a) empirical, (b) investigative, (c) uncovering, (dysgfying, and
(e) reflexive.

(8) As anempiricaldiscipline, it is committed to ‘doing research®founded on real-
world investigations, sudisfield work, surveys, interviews, statistical anal- ysis,
or archival work8&2—to mention only a few methods sociological enquiry.

(b) Asaninvestigativediscipline,it is drivenby ‘the requiremenbf truth’283, derived
from the logical and methodical consideratairknowledge claims whose valid-
ity needs to be assessed in terms of plausibility and evid&hce.

(c) As anuncoveringdiscipline, it is motivated by the ambition tmearth underly-
ing — value-, power-, and interest-lademmechanismswhich are covered under
the appearance of ‘reality’, but which shape the development of the ‘world’ that
lurks behind every form of sociali®

(d) As ademystifyingdiscipline, it is concerned witexposingnot only therelative
arbitrarinesof material and symbolic constellatioinsthe social world, but also
the distorting effectgproduced by daily routines allowing for the emergence of
interactional patterns based on taken-for-grantediiess.

(e) As areflexivediscipline,it is confronted with the self-critical challengéunder-
taking anepistemological break with both scholastic and wady understand-
ings of the world whilst examining its owr- relationally defined- position, as
well as its own- normatively constituted functions, in the social universe.

It is the taslof critical sociology not onlyo question the apparent givennesgeality, but
also to imagine viable ways of improving the conditions of existércall members of
humanity. Thusif necessaryt needgo contributeto ‘making reality unacceptabfé’ by
grappling with ‘its contradictions, its opacities, and its asymmetries’?®8and, hence, by
insisting uponts inherent fragility, whichs reflectedn its transformability?8° Sociology,
understood in these terms, is a ‘fight’?%%in the sense that it seeks to participate in, and to
throw its weight behind, the struggles that are aiatetnpowering the disempoweried



the name and interest a common humanity, rather thahgroup-specific minorities. In
short, therés no human emancipation without jigotagonists’ capacityto overcome the
arbitrary chain®f social division and separation, which are both concealed and perpetu-
atedby ideologically constituted modes distortion, validation, and legitimization.

Summary

The concept of ideology has been widely discussed in the humanitiesoeial sci-
ences*One of the main reasons why it would be no exaggeration to supgeBiD
constitutes one of the most original contributions to latb-26ntury French sociology
is that it provides a remarkably astute account of the principal functiodsnahant
ideologies in advanced capitalist sociefi®dndeed, bothPID and RRI are forceful
reminderof the fact that thédominant ideology thes’ — accordingo which ‘the domi-
nant ideologys the ideologyof the dominant groups society’ — is far from obsolete. In
addition to challenging the reductionist presuppositions underpinning idéarx
functionalist approaches to ideology, howevetD anticipates a number of crucial
insights into the transformation of systems of domination, notabhglation to the
capacityof neo-liberal regimeto functionin accordance with the mottehange in order

to preserve’. Boltanski’s commentary, RRI, is intellectually useful in sharpening our
understanding of a Bourdieusian conceptioideblogy critique which lies at the heart
of the analysis developéa P1D.2%3The key insights gained from the previous study can
be summarized as follows:

1. Ideology critique isscientific in the sense that it needs to make use of logical
descriptions, rational explanations, and methodical evaluations in order to break
with value-, power-, and interest-laden misperceptions, misconceptods,
misrepresentations.

2. Ideology critique isnon-conventionaln the sense that, in order to be genuinely
radical, it needs to challenge the orthodox rationale pervading hegemonic pat-
terns of cognition and action, which perpetuate systems of social dominatio

3. Ideology critique igeflexivein the sense that it needs to undertake an epistemo-
logical rupture withboth the ‘scholastic attitude’ of abstract philosophy, by
engaging with empirical realityayndthe ‘naive attitude” of concrete experience,
by defending the epistemic superiority of research-based claims to validity.

4. ldeology critique iswork-in-progressin the sense that irrespective of how
sophisticated and useful its conceptual and methodological tools fauttyeos
sets of principles and values may-bi¢ constitutes an open-ended process, with
no indisputable conclusions, let alone ultimate revelations.

5. Ideology critique isautonomistin the sense that it seeks to free itself from the
material and symbolic constraints that hegemonic systems of control ated reg
tion impose upon processes of social integration.

6. ldeology critique icounter-hegemonim the sense that its task is to contest the
epistemic validity, as well as the social legitimacy, of dominant symbolic forms
that emerge in relation to a given reality.

7. Ideology critique isrelationalistin the sense that it exposes the assembled
constitution of social reality, characterized by selpss heterogeneity and
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intersectionality, rather than by the monolithic force of an ontological epicentre
determining all forms of human agency.

Ideology critiquds constructivistin the sense thitinsists that all social arrange-
ments— including divisions between actorsare historically contingent and,
hence, relatively arbitrary, rather thanaturally’ or ‘biologically’ determined.
Ideology critique igritical in the sense that it aims to shed light on the underly-
ing structural forceby which purposive and discursive performances are shaped.
Ideology critique issmancipatoryn the sense that it seeks to contribute to the
construction of principles, practices, and life forms capable of liberating human
actors from illegitimate sources of disempowerment.

Ideology critique isundogmaticin the sense that it faces up to a multiplicity of
sociological variables such as class, ethnicity, gender, age, and abikihich
structure people’s sense of identity as well as their understanding of reality.

Ideology critique isnaterialistin the sense that it highlights the central role that
class continues to play in the stratification of capitalist societies.

Ideology critique ishistoricistin the sense that it contextualizes the taken-for-
granted naturef culturally specific systems that obstruct the possihilftyocial
practices whose legitimacy is founded on relatively evenly distributed, demo-
cratically controlled, and individually or collectively- empowering resources

for action.

Ideology critiquas power-analyticaln the sense thdtt aimsto provide nuanced
accounts of all forms of social dominatiemegardless of whether they are sim-
ple or complex, authoritarian or democratic, dictatorial or liberal, repressive or
tolerant, violent or structural, overt or subtle.

Ideology critique iscutting-edgein the sense that it succeeds in accounting for
the adaptive and transformative capacities developed by efficient systems of
domination.

Ideology critique isnormativein the sense that it is concerned not only with the
question of how thingare including the ways in which they are concealed by
interest-driven frameworksf distortion, but also with the questiohhow things
ought to be comprising the ways in which they should be revealed byeviof
illuminating frameworks of interpretation and explanation.

Perspectives

Considering the aforementioned insights, the crucial question thainseeimao what
extentPID can be linked to key concerns in contemporary sociology and sociaj.theor
Following the structure of the preceding analysis, we may pustetiee forward by
reflecting upon several issues that fail to receive sufficient attention by Boardieu
Boltanskiin their otherwise original and insightful enquiry into the comipiles charac-
terizing the daily production of ideology:

1.

Scientific versus ordinaryRather than assuming that there is a clear-cut separa-
tion between ‘the scientific’ and ‘the ordinary’, we need to recognize that these

two levels of cognitive engagement with reality form part of astepiic con-
tinuum. Both scientific and ordinary types of knowledge are contexaning-,



perspective-, value-, power-, and interest-laden. For all claims to objective,
normative, or subjective validity are raised by socially situated actorssewho
symbolically mediated assertions are embedded implicitly or explicitly
mobilized— frameworks of ideology.

. Orthodox versus heterodoXather than suggesting that ‘the orthodox’ and ‘the
heterodox’ are entirely divorced from one another, we need to conceive of them
not onlyasinterdependent but alssmutually overlappingln orderto beadapt-

able, orthodox ideologies neambe capableof incorporating elements from het-
erodox ideologies, and vice versa.other words, the long-term viabilibf both
orthodox and heterodox sets of assumptions and principles dependsiron th
capacityto draw upon, and make use of, insights and convictionsdmmpeting
interpretations of reality.

. Philosophical versus sociologicaRather than artifially disconnecting ‘the
philosophical’ and‘the sociological’ from one anotheme needto regard them as
mutually inclusive. Philosophy without sociologyempty, and sociology without
philosophyis blind. Research-inspired reflexivity requires knowledge-generating
entities to overcome counterproductive disciplinary boundaries, thereby encour-
aging them to step outside of their epistemic comfort zones and to diskeus
dogmatic celebratioof self-fulfilling prophecies.

. Objective versus subjectiveRather than insisting that the explanation‘tht
objective’ and the interpretation of ‘the subjective’ constitute two dissoci- ated
levels of enquiry, we need to take on the task of cross-fertilizing. tRaotual
forces ‘in themselves’ and self-conscious forces ‘for themselves’ form two
irreducible components of the human world. Critical sosieiknce is a
constant ‘work in progress’, suspicious of bold announcements concerning
ultimate revelations and, instead, determined to shed light on the dynamic
interplay between objective and subjective factors in spatiotemporalitezitu
processes of human actualization.

. Autonomous versus heteronomouRather than giving the misleading impres-
sion that'the autonomous’ and‘the heteronomous’ designate two wholly distinc-

tive spheres of social existence, we need to comprehend the extent to efich th
are intertwined. The most emancipatory spaces of autonomy cannot escape the
influence of structural mechanisms reinforcing the power of heterpnost as

the most repressive sources of heteronomy cannot annihilate the huddornee

a sensef autonomy. Ideologiesanbe mobilizedeitherto conceabr to uncover

the tension-laden composition of contradictory realities.

. Hegemonic versus countéiegemonic? Rather than presupposing that ‘the
hegemonic’ and ‘the counter-hegemonic’ can be portrayed as always fulfilling
diametrically opposed normative functions, we need to acknowledgédtiat

can legitimizeeither emancipatoryor repressive sets of practices. The fact that
an ideology is hegemonic does not make it repressive, just as the fact that an
ideology is counter-hegemonic does not make it emancipatory. Theebsigif
ideology is pursued by those who have an interest in disseminating thesetsvn

of values and principles, irrespective of whether they are hegemonic dercoun
hegemonic.
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11.

Substantial versus relationaRather than positing that ‘the substantial’ and ‘the
relational” denote two disconnected spheres of human existence, we need to
explore the extent to which they are entangled. Social entities are unthinkable
without social relations, just as social relations are inconceivable withciat so
entities. The meaning of social entities is, by definition, relationallgtdoied.
Notwithstanding the degree of their spatiotemporal contingency, there @we no
existential realities without underlying ontologies.

Natural versus socialRather than aiming to draestraightforward distinc-
tion between ‘the natural” and‘the social’, we need to concede that the bound-
aries between these two spheres of existence am@d/WOur participation in
society is confined by the objective constraints ofrthiral world, just as our
immersion in nature is mediated by the normative parammeof the social
world.

Descriptive versus normativeRather than drawing an unambiguous demarca-
tion line between ‘the descriptive’ and ‘the normative’, we need to grapple with
these two fundamental realmkinvestigationin relationto eachother. Instead of
reducing the purpose of sociological research to the target of providing -mirror
like representationsf human realityywe needo takeonthe challengef generat-

ing evaluative accounts capable of assessing the legitimacy of relationally
constituted constructions in terms of their existential value and discdefive-
sibility. Social arrangements are not only constructible and reconstructiible, b
also assessable and criticizable. Sociology without critique would be just as
pointless as social life without criticism. Whether as sociologists or asaoydin
actors, we cannot face up to the construction of reality without implieitgg-
nizing its ineluctable fragility and contestability.

Regressive versus progressivie@ther than classifying particular belief systems
or sets of practicesither as totally ‘regressive’ and ‘backward-looking” or as
exclusively ‘progressive’ and ‘forward-looking’, we need to confront the com-
plexity of society by taking note of the fact that its manifold congmts are
tension-laden and contradictory. The illusion of typological purity is shaitered
the face of the multi-layered constitution permeating both material and Bgmbo
constructions of reality. Ideology critique can be emancipatory orihetextent
thatit allows for the critiquef ideology critique. Truly critical critics amo less
critical of themselves than they as€othersaswell asof the circumstances that
they may share, or may not share, with them.

Monocentric versus polycentricRather than reducing the social universe to a
sphereof interactions that are ultimately determiretherby a ‘monocentric’ or

by a ‘polycentric’ structuratiorof power,we needto account foits intersectional
configuration, which- in a radical senseis centrelessComposed of multiple

— not always coherently organizedelements, the social world is devoid of an
interactional epicentre. Given the diversifyinterconnected sociological factors
and given the historical indeterminacy derived from the civilizational force of
human agency, the analysis of relationally constituted realities mustebet@p
constant revision. The only acceptable dogma within critical sociolagisaarch

is the commitment to de-dogmatization.
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13.

14.

Material versus symbolicRather than opposing ‘the material” and ‘the sym-

bolic’ to one another, we need to conceive of ‘infrastructural’ and ‘superstruc-

tural’ dimensions emerging within human life foramstwo constitutive elements

of the social world. In highly differentiated and asymmetrically structsmeat-

ties, struggles over both material and symbolic resources remain ceritral to
distribution of wealth, status, and poweand so do the ideologies designed to
defend the interests of those involved in these struggles.

Contextual versus transcendent®lather than misrepresenting ‘the contextual’

and ‘the transcendental’ as diametrically opposed aspects of reality, we need to
grasp their interrelatedness. The spatiotemporal contingency of social reality does
not eliminate the force of universality, which, by definition, risesvabthe
limited horizon of circumstantial determinacy. The fact that all social practices
and social structures are embedded in particular historical settings does not con-
tradict the fact that they possess both context-immanent and etratescendent
facets, which pervade their respective modes of functioning.

Fatalistic versus idealistidrather than advocating eithetfatalistic’ or an‘ide-
alistic’ conception of the human world, we need to endorse a position of socio-
ontological realism. There is no pointhgpostatizingthe influence of power, as

if it constituted the determining force behind every social action, derying

the existence of power, as if it could be removed from social life. Insteiad
imperativeto take power seriously without overestimatorginderestimating its
sociological significanceSocio-ontological idealismwhich portrays everyday

life as a power-free realm of pristine intersubjectivity, is just as prohiems
socio-ontological fatalismwhich implies that all human actions are ultimately
driven by struggles over access to material or symbolic resouBoeso-
ontological realismby contrast, permits us to recognize the simultaneous exist-
ence of the power-laden and the power-critical elements of soci&'life.

fi&difional versus modernRather than presuming thataditional” and ‘mod-

ern’ formsof attributing meaningp the world are locateih two utterly detached
domainsof action and reflectiorwe needo dojusticeto the fact that present-day
practices and belief systems cannot be properly understood in isolation from
those of the past. Dominant ideologies can assert their hegemonic position to the
degree that, if necessary, they prove to be capable not oshapfng and con-
trolling social conditions, whose underlying functions they aim to obscure, but
also ofresponding and adapting teal and potential social changes, whose
direction they seek to influence and, if possible, even steer. Intordeinforce

the privileged positioof those who benefit from the asymmetrical arrangements
of anestablished social order, themdus operandindorsedy a dominant ideol-

ogy needdo beconverted into thexodus vivendof a given society. Its long-term
viability, however, hinges on its ability to adjust to the shifting patens of
constantly changing realities.

16. Practical versus theoreticaRather tlan conceiving of ‘the practical’ and ‘the

theoretical’ astwo opposing elementsd social lifein general andf social research
in particularwe needo consider themastwo complementary parts one and the
same process: the construct@dmaterially embedded and symbolically mediated



modesf existence. Critical social science engages with the relationally organized
conditionsof human realityn various ways; the poif emancipatory ideologies

is to shape and, if necessary, to change them in accordandeuwiém- that is,

both theoretically and practically universalizabigterests.
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Bourdieu and Boltanski (1976).

Bourdieu and Boltanski (2008 [1976]).

Boltanski (2008).

Tobe sure, neither Bourdieu and Boltanski’s original article (PI1D) nor Boltanski’s commentary (RRI)
should be interpreted as ‘disconnected’ from the rest of the numerous writings produced by these two
influential sociologists. Wha® 1D as well asRRI add to their widely known and thoroughly examined
oeuvre, howevers that these two texts offer unparalleled insights Biurdieu andoltanski’s under-
standingof ‘ideology’ in general andf ‘ideology critique’ in particular.

See Boltanski (2008). For an in-depth examinatidBafrdieu and Boltanski (2008 [1976]), see Susen
(2014d).

Onthe‘dominant ideologythesis’, see, for instance: Abercrombie, Hill, and Turner ()98bercrombie,
Hill, and Turner (1990); Boltanski (2008); Bourdiend Boltanski (1976); Bourdieu and Boltanski
(2008 [1976]); Browne and Susen (2014); Conde-Cq4dt@81); Eagleton (2006 [1976]); Eagleton
(2007 [1991]); Holloway and Susen (2013); Inglis¥3)) esp. pp320-322; Inglis and Thorpe (2012),
Chapter3; Larrain (1991 [1983]); Marx and Engels (1953 [184847]); Marx and Engels (2000/1977
[1846]); Rehmann (2004); Reitz (2004); Susen (200Bagen (2008b); Susen (2012a); Susen (2013b),
pp. 337338, 340, 345, 349, and 352; Susen (2014a), esfi.2ppl; Susen (2015b); Weber (1995);
Zizek (1989); Zizek (1994).

It goes beyond the scope of this article to offer aitdet analysis of the key points of convergence,
divergence, and possible integration between Bourdieu’s ‘critical sociology’ and Boltanski’s ‘prag-
matic sociology of critique’. For a GrundriBof the main elements of this project, see Susen (2014
[2015]) and Suse(2015c). The intellectual connections between Bourdieu’s “critical sociology” and
Boltanski’s ‘pragmatic sociology of critique’ have been explored by various commentators. See, in
particular: Bénatouil (1999a); Bénatouil (1999bgjli@icos (2006), pp.45, 15, 5182, and 155156;
Celikates (2009), pp. 13657; de Blic and Mouchard (2000a); de Blic and Mwrd (2000b); Frere
(2004), esp. pp. 983 and 97 n. 4; Nachi (2006), pp. 1889; Nachi (2014); Robbins (2014); Susen
(2007), pp. 223224, 227 n. 25, 228 n. 50, 229 n. 51, 229 n. 52,2311 n. 24; Susen (2011a), esp. pp.
450-458; Wagner (1999); Wagner (2000n this debate, see also, for example: Boltanski (199@a),
9-134; Boltanski (1990b), pp. 12434; Boltanski (1998), esp. pp. 2453; Boltanski (1992000),
pp. 303-311; Boltanski (2002), pp. 27881 and 281284, Boltanski (2003), pp. 15361; Boltanski
(2008); Boltanski (2009), esp. pp.-32; Boltanski and Chiapello (1999), esp. pp.-638; Boltanski
and Honneth (2009), pf1-86,92-96,and 108114; Boltanski, Honneth, and Celikates (2014 [2D09]
pp.561-565,570-573, and 576687; Boltanski, Rennes, and Susen (2010)1pR-154 and 160162;
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Boltanski and Thévenot (1991), pp. 40:-43, 43-46, and 265270; Boltanski and Thévenot (1999),
pp. 364-365; Gautier (2001); Gautier (2011).

On this point, see Boltanski (2008), esp. pp-181 ‘Elégie’ [‘Elegy’].

See ibid., p. 11.

Ibid., p. 11 (mytranslation); original text: ‘croire a la science et ne pas y croire’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 13 ‘On ne comprenait plus rien a la réalitéet on avait le sentiment qu’elle
nous dissimulaile monde Et c¢’est pourgaqu’on faisaitdela sociologie’ (italics added).‘We nolonger
understoodeality, and we had the feeling that it concealedvibeld. And this is why we were doing
sociology’ (italics added).]

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp.—23: ‘Naissance d’une revue:Actes de la recherche en sciences
sociales1974-1976° [‘The birth of a journal:Actesdela recherchensciences sociale$974-1976’].
Ibid., p. 15 (my translation)riginal text: ‘[...] on avait du mal a faire passer nos papiers dans les
revues universitaires officielles, avec Comité, comme, par exemple (mais ce n’est qu’un exemple) la
Revue frangaise de sociologie

Ibid., p. 16 (my translation); original textgardiens denormeq...] aunomdela Sciencestdecequ’ils
appelaient I'Epistémologie’.

Ibid., p. 16 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘I’idée d’avoir notre propre revue, un endroit

ou on aurait pu faire ce qu’on veut, écrire comme on le souhaitait, développer les terrains qui nous
intéressaient, décrire et critiquer tout dda, bref, faire de la sociologie’. On the rationale behind the
formation of academic journals in the area of sociolddgitaught, see, for instance, Susen and Turner
(2011).

Boltanski (2008), p. 16 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘[lJa question de la taille des
papiers’.

Ibid., p. 16 (my translation); original text: ‘échapper aux formats prédéfinis’.

Ibid., p. 16 (my translation); original text: ‘publier vite, par exemple un résultat d’enquéte [...] sans
attendre des mois le verdict d’un comité’.

Ibid., p. 23 (my translation); original text: ‘un mélange d’amiti¢ gratuite et d’intérét’.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp-28: ‘Portrait de groupe avec ’auteur en maquettiste” [‘Group por-
trait with the author as a modahker’].

See ibid.p. 27: ‘On faisait tout a la main. C’était avant les ordinateurs de bureau [...]".

See ibid., p. 28: ‘travail de rédaction’.

On this point, see, for instance, Thompson (2005).

See Boltanski (2008), p. 26: ‘lieu neutré.

See ibid., p. 26: ‘multipositionnalité.

Ibid., p. 31 (my translation); original text: ‘vraiment étre en rupture avec les routines et les contraintes
universitaires’.

Ibid., p. 31 (my translation); original text: ‘I’occasion de travailler avec des gens nouveaux, de parler
d’autres langage®t égalementlesepromener dans des endroits nouveaux, pour tro@sedacuments
et des idées’.

On the centrality of this point, see, for example: 8U&907), pp. 135137 and 262; Susen (2011a),
esp. pp. 449451; Susen (2011q), 376; Susen (2011e), pf9-51, 69,75-76, and 82; Susen (2012b),
pp. 689, 692, 69%98, 699701, 716711, and 713715; Susen (2013c), pp. 2886, 223224, and
231-232n. 22; Susen (2013d), pp. 3335 and 339341; Susen (2014 [2012]), pp. 1256, 178, 179
182, 182185, 191, and 19394.

Boltanski (2008)p. 31 (italics added) (my translation); original teXt: plaisirdela sociologie qui, par
rapport aux disciplines établies, comme la philosophie®études littéraires, exige non seulementde
passer sa vie parmi |&sres [...] mais aussi que I’on sorte de la bibliotheque’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 31.

On this point, see ibid., p. 31. See also Susen (20fpa}56451.

On this point, see Susen (2011b), p. 187, 119®),and 200 n. 11.

Boltanski (2008), p36 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘Dans un monde entiérement
subordonné a une logique marchande, ou toutes les msl@tiendraient la forme de transactions con-
tractuelleq...], la sociologig...] deviendrait simplemenitnpossible’. Onthis point, see also ibid., pp.
37-38: °[...] le fonctionnement des grands cabinets de consultants, dont le r6le s’est considérablement
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accruaucours des vingt derniéres annéessgbsolument ferméléinvestigation sociologique, sans par-
ler d’instances comme la Banque mondiale, le FMI ou I’OMC’. [‘[...] the functioning of consultancy
firms, whose role has become increasingly significant theepast twenty years, &bsolutely closed
to sociological investigatigmot to mention examples such as Werld Bank thelMF, or theWTO’
(italics added)].

Ibid., p. 37 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘[...] aujourd’hui, le pouvoir économique s’est
déplacé vers d’autres instances, ayant souvent un caractére international, dont les responsables ne
reconnaissent la valeur des sciences socialesque lorsqu’elles se trouvent intégrées a la culture du
managementjui estle nouveau langage commun des « élites » globaliséese qui revient pratique-
ment au mém a I’expertise économique ou financiére, et qu’elles sont mises au service d’objectifs
économiques déterminés d’en haut’.

Onthis point, see ibid., esp. @2-43: ‘Un amoncellemerdedétails’ [ ‘A piling up of details’].

Ibid., p. 39 (italics added) (my translation); original texin moment saillantle!’histoire des sciences
sociales en France’.

Ibid., p. 39 (italics added) (my translation}jginal text: ‘Un courant s’affirme, se manifeste dans sa
cohérence, s’invente une forme originale, se trouve un public de lecteurs, etc.’.

Ibid., p. 39 (italics added) (my translation); oriditet: ‘L’une des nombreuses choses que j’ai apprises
du patron, particulierement en travaillant avecalla revue, peudtre I’une des plus impor- tantes, a
été le respect du détail qui va de pair avec le refus d’établir une hiérarchie entre les taches, comme si
certaines étaient importantes et nobles et d’autres basses et ignobles. Chez nous, il n’y avait pas «
d’intendance ». L’intendance, ¢’était nous, avec ce souci obsessionnel de tout contrdler, de tout penser
[...]".

Ibid., p. 40 (my translation); original text: ‘[...] une multitude d’interactions, dans des registres trés
différents— économiques, amicaux, intellectuels, stratégiques, matéte.[...]".

Ibid., p. 40 (my translation); original text: ‘des liens avec des personnes différentes’.

Ibid., p. 40 (my translation); original text: ‘susceptibles, difficiles’.

See ibid., p. 40 (my translation); original text: ‘avec chacune son écriture’.

See ibid., p. 40 (my translation); original text: ‘ses obsessions’.

Ibid., p. 40 (my translation)priginal text: ‘rendre compatibles des personnes et des choses dont
I’association n’allait jamais de soi’.

Ibid., p. 41 (my translation); original text: ‘ce travail collectif était exigeant’.

See ibid., p. 41: “‘Un théme revient constamment : « nous sommes si peu ». Et c’est vrai que nous
n’étions pas bien nombreux pour écrire, réécrire, relire, illustrer, « innover graphiquement » [...]".

See ibid.p. 42:‘A notre grande surpriske, premier numéro, tiré & 2000 exemplaires, fut épansteux
semaines...]’.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp-48: ‘Just do it ...".

See ibid., p. 45.

Ibid., p. 45 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘a dévoiler I’arbitraire de contraintes présen-
tées et souvent acceptées, de nos jours, comme inévitabtese imparables’.

See ibid., p. 45 (my translation); original text: ‘Si cela fut possible il y a trente ans, pourquoi cela ne le
seraitil pas, sous une autre forme, aujourd’hui ?’

Ibid., p. 45 (my translation); original text: ‘les modes de contrdle et de gestion’.

Ibid., p. 45 (my translation); original text: ‘Les techniques du management moderne n’avaient pas
encore pénétré le monde de I’Université et de la culture’.

On this point, see Susen (2011e), 560 and 77. See also, for example: Browne and 3264a4), esp.
pp. 217218, 221223, and 226; Holloway and Susen (2013); Suserv§2pp.61-73; Susen (2009), esp.
pp.85-87; Susen (2010c), pp. 110 and-1113; Susen (2011d), pp. 46, 49, 50, 51, and 5&r%2612a).
See Boltanski (2008), p. 48: ‘Ouvrant a nouveau cette revue, je me demande avetedt@nt: mais qui
accepteraitujourd’hui depublierun article dansin endroit pareil Et moi, esteequej’accepterai ? Une
revueen frangais, sans comite lecture, tapée k& machine a écrire, collant cété a coté statistiques et
petits mickeys, carrément critiquequi en voudrait pour sa carriere ? Ce serastidtide’.

Ibid., p. 46 (italics added) (my translation); original tejt...] celaisser-aller, cette négligence gestion-
naire était précisément ce qui ouvrait un espacédeéd ou la création devenait possible. Dans les
marges, les marginaux étaieritase’.
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Ibid., p. 47 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘Des lois du marché universitaire existaient
certesgeton pouvaitle savoir. Maison pouvait aussi, &n certain prix, plu®u moins les ignorer. Elles
n’étaient pas tout le temps présentes a 1’esprit de tous. Et cela donnait du courage. Il y avait plusieurs
marchéstnonungrand marché. Et, entre les interstideses marchés, des zones pas grand-chose
ne marchait, mais ou I’on était, a condition de ne pas attendre grand-chose, plus ou moins protégés’.
Onthis point, see ibid., esp. ptR-55: ‘L’écriture de «La productiondel’idéologie dominante»’ [‘The
writing of “The production of the dominant ideology’”’].

On this point, see ibid., p. 49.

See Boltanski and Thévenot (1983), Boltanski andv&hét (1987), Boltanski and Thévenot (1989),
Boltanski and Thévenot (1991), Boltanski and Thév€h®99), Boltanski and Thévenot (2000), and
Boltanski and Thévenot (2006 [1991]).

Boltanski and Chiapello (1999), Boltanski and Chkiép (2005 [1999]), and Gadrey, Hatchuel,
Boltanski, and Chiapello (2001).

See Boltanski and Claverie (2007) and Boltanskiy@&ie, Offenstadt, and Van Damme (2007).

See Bourdieu and Boltanski (1975a), Bourdieu aniteBski (1975b), Bourdieu and Boltanski (1976),
Bourdieu and Boltanski (2008 [1976]), and Bourdigaltanski, Castel, and Chamboredon (1965).
See, for instance, Boltanski, Darré, and Schilt8#)9and- more recently- Boltanski and Esquerre
(2014).

See Basaure (2011), Boltanski and Honneth (2009)aBski, Rennes, and Susen (2010), de Blic and
Mouchard (2000a), and de Blic and Mouchard (2000b)

See Boltanski (2008), p. 4&vec le patron, le travail était différent. Cela se padszbituellement la
nuit, tantot chez lui, a Antony, tantot dans son bureau de la Maison des sciences de I’homme[...]".

See ibid.p. 49: ‘Le patron avaieul’initiative de cet articleetc’est lui surtout qui a tenla plume- ce
quereconnaitront facilement les lecteurs familierscas@n écriture, écrivant directemeru intégrant
et retravaillant les morceaux qui étaient de ma main’.

See ibid.p.50:‘L’article était original, maisamatiere principalg...] était puisée dansivaste chantier,
entrepris cing ans auparavant, avec pour objectifand livre collectif, dorie pivot était une réflexion
sur Mai 1968m ses origines et ses conséquences, et la véséeéarie du pouvoir et du changement
social,unlivre sigrandqu’iln’a jamaisvulejour(...]".

See ibid., p. 50: ‘[...] une forme d’organisation originale [...] tout a la fois du cénacle intellectuel, de
I’entreprise familiale et du groupe militant’.

Ibid., p. 52 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘la philosophie sociale de la « fraction domi-
nante de la classe dominante

Ibid., p. 52 (my translation)riginal text: ‘des extraits d’ouvrages, des images, des annotations en
marge de copie d’examen, des statistiques, des notices biograhiques, des diagrammes, des entretiens
télévisuels, etc.’.

Ibid., p. 52 (italics added) (my translation); original texthontrerla cohérence’une visiondu monde
social’.

Ibid., pp.52-53(italics added) (my translation); original testta notiond’idéologie qui est ici a’ceuvre

est dérivée de I’ethnographie des formes de classification et de catégorisation et des systemes de pen-
ségui informent les pratiques mythiquetrituelles.L’une des idées qui sous-teledexte estjuec’est
précisément paragi’elle est contenue dans des schemes largement implicitespshkesd’engendrer
uneinfinité deproductions discursivetdepratiques ajustées a des situations différentegajteevision
dumonde peut, k& fois, sedonner avec les évidenadisbon sens, comn ellenefaisait riend’autre
quededirecequivadesoi, et exerceruneaction efficace orientée vedesschangemeniu monde social
dansunsens déterming...] Encesenspn pourrait voir aussi dans cette fag®concevoin’idéologie
uneextensiordela performativité austinienrfe..]’. Onthis point, see Austin (1962).

Onthis point, see, for example: Susen (2013c), es21dp213 and 222230; Susen (2013d), pp. 329,
332-333, and 349; Susen (2014d), esp. ppl98; Susen (2015a), esp. Chapter 2.

Boltanski (2008), p. 55 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘mouvement de déconstruction
[...], une réappropriation critique du monde social’.

Ibid., p. 55 (my translation); original textceux qui subissent oppression dela réalité tellequ’elle est,
c’est-a-dire telle que la font, a leur avantage, ceux qui le dominent’.
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On this point, see ibid., esp. pp.-5Z: ‘L’impeccabilité des lieux neutres’ [‘The impeccability of
neutral places’].

Ibid., p. 55 (italics added, apart from ‘neutral placé[‘lieu neutré], which appears in italics in the
original) (my translation); original text: ‘Le lien entre « idéologie dominante » et « classe dominante »

est opéré par I’intermédiaire du concept de lieu neutrequi est au centre duxte’.

See Marx and Engels (2000/1977 [1846]), p. 192.

See ibid., p. 192.

Boltanski (2008), p. 57 (my translation); original text: ‘Une idéologie, au sens de I’anthropologie
sociale, peuen effet étre dite «dominante » ddasnesureou les schemes qla soutiennent inspirent
les discours et les pratiques des membres d’une société, sans étre pour autant attribués a une « class
dominante’.

Ibid., p. 57 (my translation); original text: ‘[...] I’existence des classes sociales était encore trés géné-
ralement reconnue, non seulement par les sociologues, resigpaules acteurs politiques ou admin-
istratifs et, plus généralement, paplupart des personneslinaires’. On this point, see also ibid., pp.
57-59.

On this point, see, for example: Clark and Lipset (3988ans (1999); and Waters (1997).

See Boltanski (2008), p9: ‘fractions de la classe dominante’.

See ibid., p. 64: ‘les classes sociales, mais aussi pour les catégories formées sur une base ethnique ou

sur les genres’.

Ibid., p. 59 (italics added, apart from ‘neutral placé[‘lieu neutré], which appears in italics in the
original) (my translation); original text: ‘La notion de lieu neutrepermet de rendre compte de cesliens
sans sacrifier une théoriel complot. Les lieux neutres sont des espacesoplu®ins, institués, dans
lesquels les membres de différentes fractions peuvent centegr et échanger sans rien abandonner
des caracteéres [...] .

Onthis point, see ibid., pp3-66.0nthe‘end of ideology’ thesis, see, for instance: Bell (2000 [1960]);
Donskis (2000); Rubinstein (2009); Scott (1990); Simand Billig (1994); Susen (2010a); Susen
(2014d); Susen (2015a); Waxman (1968).

Boltanski (2008), p. 63 (my translation); original text: ‘fin des idéologies’.

Ibid., p. 63 (my translation); @final text: ‘la disparition prochaine des classes sociales’.

Ibid., p. 63 (my translation); original text: ‘la «fin de I’histoire»’. On this point, see also, for instance:
Bourdieu and Boltanski (2008 [1976]), p. 53; Eamhtef1995), esp. p. 66; Fukuyama (1992), esp. pp.
276-277; Fukuyama (2002); Good and Velody (1998), ppnd & Hammond (2011), pp. 36806,
310, 312, and 315; Horrocks (1999), pp. 7 and E#nkér (2007), p. 119; Osamu (2002); Paulus (2001),
p. 745; Susen (2015a), esp. Chapter 4; Williams (2@L3)09.

Boltanski (2008), p. 63 (my translation); original text: ‘I’effondrement de 'URSS”.

Ibid., p. 63 (my translation); original text: ‘dépolitisation’.

Ibid., p. 63 (my translation); original text: ‘un réle éminent dans les déplorations nostalgiques de la
gauche réformiste’.

On ‘the end of metanarratives’, see, for example: Benhabib (1990), pp. 107-130; Benhabib (1993), pp.
103-127; Boisvert (1996), p. 47; Browning (2003), pp32239; Butler (2002), pp. ¥34; Clark
(2006), pp. 391405; Coole (1998), pp. 167125; Fraser and Nicholson (1994 [1988]), pp.-244;
Friedrich (2012), pp. 3778; Haber (1994), pp. 12334; Hutcheon (2002), p. 204; Kellner (2007), pp.
102-126; Kumar (1995), pp. 13137; Lyotard (1984 [1979]); Nola and Irzik (200Bp. 391 421;
Patton (2004), pp. Br4-11875; Pefanis (1991); Petit (2005), pp-22 and 32; Pieters (2000), pp.
21-38; Raese (2011), pp. 16073; Rojek and Turner (1998), esp. Introduction;tiR¢t985), pp.
161-175; Rouse (1991), pp. 14162; Sim (2002), pp. 6, 27, 31, and 15%3; Smart (1992), pp. 169
176; Smith (2006); Susen (2015a), esp. Chapter 4npkon (1993), pp. 32838; Vakaloulis (2001),
pp. 49-64; Wilterdink (2002), pp. 197 and 214; Zagorin42@y pp. 124.

Boltanski (2008)p. 63 (italics added) (my translation); original text:..] « la société», avec son

« individualisme » particulierement « chez les jeunes », [est] le résultat d’une politique tout entiére
orientée vers la fin de la politique entendue comanenise au pas des mouvements critiques qui
tentaient d&’opposer a I’idéologie dominante’.

See ibid., p. 64 (my translation); original text: ‘la « montée de I’individualisme »’.



97. See ibid., p. 64 (my translation); original text: ‘le dernier grand récit’.

98. Ibid., p. 64 (italics added) (myainslation); original text: ‘le résultat du travail de fragmentation, qui a
accompagné la dgplitisation de la vie sociale’.

99. Ibid., p. 65 (my translation); original text: ‘ne seront plus nécessaires’.

100. Ibid., p. 65 (my translation); original text: ‘1’idéal méritocratique’.

101. Ibid., p. 65 (my translation); original text: ‘« Si on veut on pewt.

102. Ibid., p. 66 (italics added) (my translatiom)jginal text: ‘I’égalité des chances, c’est-a-dire par des
mesures méritocratiques permettant la sélection juste diegirs, en fonction de leurs efforts et de
leur travail et, par conséquent, selon leurs méritesiet 8ons personnels’.

103. Onthis point, see ibidp. 66:°[...] le projet eugéniste qui avait été pourtanthéme central des élites
modernistes dans les pays occidentaux pendant un siécle, de 1850 a 1950, environ [...]".

104. Ibid., p. 67 (my translation)riginal text: ‘la valorisation de la grande industrie intégrée et plus ou
moins planifiée’.

105. Ibid., p. 67 (my translation); original text: ‘la valorisation de la mobilité, de I’ouverture [...] mutations
[...].

106. See ibid.p.67 (my translation); original textie tournantlibéral’. On this point, see also, for example:
Berberoglu (2010); Browne and Susen (2014); DaviesA2@ane (2012); Harvey (2006); Holloway
and Susen (2013); Marcos (1997); Soederberg, MenZZamy (2005); Susen (2012a).

107. Boltanski(2008), p. 67 (my translation); original text: ‘la critique du « corporatisme » (entendez, du
syndicalisme), de la « société bloquée » (entendez le pilotage par I’Etat de I’appareil productif et les
politiques sociales)’.

108. Ibid., p. 68 (italics added) (myahslation); original text: ‘la « grande politique contractuelie

109. Ibid., p. 69 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘le développement de « 1’autonomie » des
personnes au travail et sur leur « responsabilisation

110. Ibid., p. 70 (my translation); original textcentré surla grande entreprise gouvernée par des directeurs
salariés souvent issus des Grands corps de I’Etat, sur les formes tayloriennes de production et sur la
mise en place de dispositifs étatiques de planificatiole eedistrilntion des gains de productivité’.

111. On this point, see ibid., pp. 701; see also Browne and Susen (2014), pp-224.

112. See Boltanski and Chiapello (1999). See also, foaimtg: Chiapello and Fairclough (2002); Gadrey,
Hatchuel, Boltanski, and Chiapello (2001); Schm&fiQ7). In addition, see Susen and Turner (2014),
pp.12-15, 20, 37, 40, 57, 60, 68, 69, 71, 78,8B,83,96-97, 136, 142, 164, 166, 189, 195, 240, 268,
295-297, 299291, 352, 359, 373, 449, 45455, 466, 503504, 517, 525526, 528, 542543, 572,
618-620, 653, 670671, 686, 697, 707704, 714, 717, 720, 72223, 744, and 74§49.

113. Boltanski (2008), ppr0-71 (italics added) (my translation); original teft: « nouvel espritiu capital-
isme » associéla miseenplacedenouvelles formedeproduction (productiornréseaux, développe-
ment de la sous-traitance, externalisation, multipboades contrats de travail dits « atypiques » et du
nombre desravailleurs en situation précaire’.

114. 1Ibid., p. 71 (my translation); original text: ‘les incertitudes des marchés’.

115. Ibid., p. 71 (my translation); original text: ‘I’établissement d’un nouveau type de la relation entre le
capitalisme et I’Etat”.

116. On this point, see Susen (2015a), Chapter 3 (sectigiobalization).

117. On this point, see Boltanski (2008), esp. pp-783 ‘Ce que I’on enseigne a Sciences po’ [‘What is
taught at Sciences po’].

118. Ibid., pp.74-75(italics added) (my translation); original teft: . ] les élites ont toujours cherché ajustifier
leurs positiongtleurs privilegesenaffirmantle caractére naturel, lié non seulemelarature humaine
(ce qui fait un peu vieillot) mais surtout a une natswciale enracinée dans un substrat biologique (ce
quienrendla connaissance accessibla aciencestdonc justifiablelefagon supposée imparabldgla
hiérarchiestdes inégalités, présentées comme d¢adsultat mécanique des différendasptitudes, de
capacités, déons.’

119. Ibid., p. 75 (mytranslation); original text: ‘il est évident que le monde évolue grace a ses élites’.

120. Ibid., p. 75 (my translation); original text: ‘1’égalitarisme’.

121. 1Ibid., p. 75 (my translation); original text: ‘le conformisme’.

122. Ibid., p. 75 (my translation); original texties formes les plus créativesles plus originaledel’esprit
humain’.
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Ibid., p. 75 (my translation); original text: ‘ne peuvent pas suivre’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 75. For useful and @ltiaccounts of positivist accounts of scientific
knowledge, see, for instance: Ayer (1946 [1936]); rAf®56); Benton and Craib (2001), pp—48;
Durkheim (1982 [1895]); Factor and Turner (1977), pg6-206; Hempel (1966); Keat (1971); Keat
(1981); Keat and Urry (1982 [1975]); Newton-Smitl9§1); Outhwaite (1987), pp—8; Outhwaite
(1996), pp. 4770; Stockman (1983); Susen (2011e), pp:829 Wellmer (1969).

Boltanski (2008)p. 76 (my translation); original textla nature économique, historiqatsociale dicte
seslois’.

Ibid., p. 77 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘L’idéologie dominante est donc d’abord ce

qui se transmet dans les lieux et, particuliérement, dans les institutions d’enseignement d’élite ou les
classes dominantes souhaitent envoyer leuim®rpour qu’ils y acquiérent la (bonne) formation etle
(bon) tour d’esprit qui leur permettront, a leur tour, de jouer le rdle que I’on attend d’eux, de rejoindre

les élites, de devenir des chefs intelligents’.

Ibid., p. 76 (my translation); originakxt: ‘L’idéologie dominantela culture dominante dans les cercles
du pouvoir, ce sont d’abord 1’idéologie et la culture forgées et transmises [...]".

See ibid., p. 77.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp—99: ‘Le rire de la critique’ [‘The laughter of critique’].

Ibid., p. 79 (my translation); original texten prenant appui sur les valeurs partagiégalité, d’équité

et de transparence’.

On this point, see Susen (2012b), pp./@WB and 715717, as well as Susen (2014 [2012]), pp.-187
189.

Cf. Susen (2010c).

On the Bourdieusian conceptiondidxa, see, for example: Bourdieu (1977 [1972]), pp. 3, 153~
171, and 222 n. 27; Bourdieu (1980), pp. 10, 17,286 30, 34, 37, 4315, 52, 90, 97111-115, 126,
153, 183, 193, and 244; Bourdieu (1984), p. 6; Bimur (1993 [1984]), p. 51; Bourdieu (1995), pp. 3
4; Bourdieu (1997), pp. 226, 118, 120, 123, 163, 168, 171, 2064, 220, 224, and 27375;
Bourdieu (1998), pp.-®; Bourdieu (1999), p. 334; Bourdieu, Chamboredai, Passeron (1968), pp.
30,58, and 105; Bourdieu and Eagleton (1992), pp-121; Bourdieu and Wacquant (1992a), pp- 73
74; Bourdieu and Wacquant (1992p),98; Bourdieu and Wacquant (1992c), pp.-12Z1 and 128;
Bourdieu and Wacquant (19920),169. See also, for example: Accardo (198739; Acciaioli (2000
[1981]), pp94and 101; Bohman (1999), 141; Bonnewitz (1998), p80-82; Calhoun (1995). 151,
Chauviré and Fontaine (2003), pp—36 and 40; Cicourel (1993), pp.-#l and 105; Cronin (1997),
pp. 209 and 212; de Fornel (2003), p. 223; EngldrZzimmermann (2002), p. 51; Holton (2000), pp.
87-93; Inglis (2013), pp. 31B22; Jenkins (1992), pp. #01; Lau (2004), p. 376; Mesny (1998), pp.
149-150, 154, 166, and 169; Mounier (2001)179; Myles (2004), pf21-107; Ostow (2000 [1981]),
pp.302-308; Papilloud (2003)p. 110; Pinto (1991); Pinto (1998), pp. 214, 216, 248; Smith (2001),
pp. 155-171; Susen (2007), pp. 24, 1381, 146 n. 16, 153, 157, 159, 160, 178, 191, 228, 224,
225, 226, 243, 251, 252, 253, 267, 309, and 318e15{2011c), pp. 371, 389, 399, and 402; Susen
(2011e), pp. 50, 51, 55, 57, 76, @8 Susen (2013c), pR04-205, 208, 209, 218, 219, 221, 222, 223,
225, 227, 228, and 231 n. 18; Susen (2013d), pp. 38, 341, 349, 355, 356, 364, and 372; Susen
(2014 [2015]), pp. 321324, 328, 333, and 335; Susen (2015c), pp. 166,1858,170, 175, 176, 182,
183, and 185; Wacquant (199p)275; Wacquant (2002 [1993]), 34; Wacquant (2004), p91-111;
Wagner (2003), p217-218.

Boltanski (2008)p. 79 (my translation); original textdes valeurs communes les plus incontestables et
les mieux partagées’.

Ibid., p. 79 (my translation); original text: “un caractére quasi sacré’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 79.

Ibid., p. 95 (italics added) (my trdation); original text: ‘[...] marquer le passage d’une représenta-
tion de la société en termes de classes sociales, ou audea@atégories socioprofessionnelles, a une
représentation en termes de réussite sociale, avesdergknt de « travailleurs » vers « pauvres» (les
«nouveaux pauvres ») puis vers « exclus »’.

Ibid., p. 80 (my translation); original text: ‘au progrés technique et a la grandeur industrielle’.

Ibid., p. 82 (my translation); original text: ‘expérience de la recherche collective’.

Ibid., p. 82 (my translation); original text: ‘de nos jours, on termine, le plus souvent dans la solitude’.
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Ibid., p. 82 (my translation)riginal text: ‘un espace composite et fortement hiérarchisé formé d’un
assemblage d’institutions universitaires (trés inégalement favorables a la poursuite de recherches)’.

Ibid., p. 82 (my translation); original text: ‘I’ambition et la liberté de la recherche’.

Ibid., p. 83 (italics added) (my translation); original text’expérience dela précarité, avetinquietude
non seulement matérielle mais surtout identitqirelle susciteetcelledela concurrence intense entre
postulants qui accompagnestparcours d’épreuves [...]".

On this point, see, for example, Thévenot (2014).

Boltanski (2008), p. 83 (my translation); original text: ‘intériorisé les exigences institutionnelles aux-
quelles ils ont été soumis’.

Ibid., p. 83 (italics added) (my translation); original tes: est donaeplusenplus difficile detrouver
des niches (au sens des « niches écologiig@sorables a I’émergence de travaux non conformistes.
L’alternative qui se présente le plus fréquemment est celle de 1’appartenance au prix de la conformité
ou celle d’un anti-conformisme, mais au prix de la marginalité, ce qui ire aussi sans moyens de
recherche’.

Ibid., p. 84 (my translation); original text: ‘mouvement critique’.

Ibid., p. 84 (my translation); original text: ‘aller vers les sciences sociales’.

Ibid., p. 84 (my translation); original text: ‘le controle bureaucratique et politique des institutions cul-
turelles dépendant de 1’Etat’.

Ibid., pp. 84-85 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘la confiance que nous avions en nous-
mémes [...], une victoire [...], pensée critique [...], une victoire politique [...], notre travail critique
dans ses conditions correctes était déja une victaireomme une victoire des sciences sociales’.

See ibid., p. 85 (my translatioryiginal text: ‘La sociologie se donnait donc pour tache de mettre en
lumiére ces forces [...] .

Ibid., p. 87 (my translation)riginal text: ‘[...] aucun phénoméne ne peut étre décrit si 1’on se tient
entiérement a I’intérieur du cadre qui le soutient’. See also ibid., p. 87: ‘La description analytique, aussi
scrupuleuse et objective seite, [...] la possibilité d’une extériorité [...]". On this point, cf. Susen
(2007), pp. 165166: ‘Immersion makes us see the landscape of our immersion, but not its frontiers and
even less so its surroundings’. See also ibid., p. 207: ‘[...] field-specific immersion makes the agents
blind and dogmatic when their field-viewrgldanschauurgis converted into their world-view
(Weltanschauung.

Boltanski (2008), p. 87 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘faire une histoire du présent, ce
qui est la tache de la sociologie’.

Ibid., p. 88 (italcs added) (my translation); original text: ‘la possibilité que le présent soir autre qu’il
n’est, que la réalité soit autre qu’elle n’est et, par conséquent, relativiser ou déconstruire le présent tel
qu’il est’.

A similar position is central to most versions of phdphical and sociological pragmatism. See, for
instance, Susen (2013a), pp-98. On the fareaching relevance of Boltanski’s ‘pragmatic sociology
of critique’ to contemporary forms of social and political analysis, see, for instance, Susen and Turner
(2014).

Boltanski (2008), p. 88 (my translation); original text: ‘la sociologie est, par vocation, critique’.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp-985: ‘La réception de « La production de I’idéologie dominante »’
[‘The receptiorof “The productionof the dominanideology™’]. Onthe concepof ‘emancipation’, see,
for instance, Susen (2009) and Susen (2015b).
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On this point, see Boltanski (2008), pp-98.

See ibid., p. 98: ‘Mai 1968 [...] la « contre-culture’.
Ibid., p. 98 (my translation); original text: ‘dans I’espace économique’.
Ibid., p. 98 (my translation); original text: ‘la possible récupération des aspects « positifs » de la crise
sociale, dans le monde culturel’.
Ibid., p. 98 (my translation); original text: ‘dimensions libératrices’.

See ibid., p. 100: ‘les sciences sociales, telles que nous les pratiquions, étaient I’ennemi désigné’.

Ibid., pp. 102103 (my translation); original texten prenant a contre-pied les représentations irénistes
de la modernité libérale, a en faire la généalogie’.
On this point, see ibid., esp. pp. 2079: ‘Les absents’ [‘The absent’].

Ibid., p. 107 (my translationyriginal text: ‘plusieurs thémes qui sont aujourd’hui au cceur des luttes
sociales brillent par leur absence’.
On this point, see ibid., pp. 10B19.

See ibid., pp. 12B15.

See ibid., pp. 113.15.See also ibid., p. 118: ‘Les formes d’exploitation qui nous semblaient domi-
nantes concernaient d’abord les travailleurs, frangais d’origine [...]".

See ibid., pp. 12B15.

Ibid., p. 115 (my translationyriginal text: ‘au milieu des années 1970 nous ne disposions pas d’un

cadre analytique permettant d’articuler les unes aux autres des luttes différentes’.

See Susen (2010b), pp. 22¥4. See also Susen (2010a), pp—298, and Susen (2015a), Chapter 5.
On this point, see Susen (2013b), esp. pp-336.

Boltanski (2008)p. 115 (my translation); original text’existence d’une multiplicité d’appartenances’.
Ibid., p. 115 (my translation); original text: ‘des rapports identitaires’.

Ibid., p. 115 (mytranslation); original text: ‘qui réclamaient la reconnaissance des modes spécifiques
d’oppression’.

Ibid., p. 116 (my translation); original text: ‘le déclin du mouvement ouvrier’.

Ibid., p. 116 (my translation); original text: ‘prendre au sérieux un grand nombre de revendications et
de lutesmergentes’.

Ibid., p. 116 (my translation); original text: ‘la reconnaissance de la multi-appartenance des
personnes’.

On this point, see, for instance: Boltanski and Thévéh®91); Boltanski and Thévenot (1999);
Ladriere, Pharo, and Quéré (1993); Lahire (1998gvEnot (2001); Thévenot (2006); Susen (2007),
pp. 96-94; Susen (2010d); Susen (2012a), pp. 300 and 3 Susen and Turner (2014).

See Boltanski (2008), p. 10&our le dire vite, le papier est écrit depuis un point de vue principal qui

est celui de la critique sociale [...]". On this point, see also Susen (2014d), ppl108.

Boltanski (2008), p. 112 (miyanslation); original text: ‘I’exploitation des étres humains’.

Ibid., p. 110 (italics added) (my translation); original texta thématiquede la «foule»et de la
«masse »” — ‘la foule (soumise, passive, grégaire, facilement abusée par des démagogues, [...] etc.)’.
Ibid., p. 110 (italics added) (myanslation); original text: ‘les sujets d’élites, dotés d’une véritable
intériorité, d’une autonomie tout kantienne et d’une conscience lucide’.

See esp. Bourdieu (1979). See also Susen (2011bppesi¥6-184 andl93-199.

Onthis point, see Boltanski (2008), esp. pp1-135: ‘L’existence des classes sociales comme cause
défendre’ [‘The existence of social classes as a cause to be defended’].

See, for instance: Bonnell, Hunt, and Biernacki @9¥ickelpasch (1997); Huyssen and Scherpe
(1993); Jameson (1998); Janich (2006); Rademacher ameobnhauser (1997); Rojek and Turner
(2000); Susen (2015a), Chapter 3.

Boltanski (2008), pp. 121122 (my translation); original text: ‘la société s’orienter vers une structure

sans classe’.

On this point, see, for instance, Bouffartigue (208€e also: Clark and Lipset (1996); Evans (1999);
Giddens (1981 [1973]); Waters (1997).

See Boltanski (2008), p. 128: Etat est ’arbitre de la lutte entre les classes’.

On this point, see ibid., pp. 1:2128.

Onthis point, see ibidp. 128:°[...] onadmet que ceux qui saambas puissergerevendiquer comme
une classe [...]°. On this claim, see also, for example, Susen (2014a)ppsp-10.
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Onthis point, see Boltanski (200§),129. See also, for instance: Susen (2007), pp-2345 91, 157,
162, and 305; Susen (2008a), p. 73; Susen (2012a#)8p289; Susen (2015b), p. 1030.

On this point, see Esping-Andersen (1985) and Esping#ed (1990). See also, for instance:
Marshall (1981); Soederberg, Menz, and Cerny (2085%en (2010b).

Boltanski (2008), p. 127 (my translation); original text: ‘[...] assurer I’établissement d’un ordre social
[réellement méritocratique] dans lequel toutes lasgs seraient également accessibles tagslité
des chances), selon un mod¢le de marché ouvert’.

Ibid., p. 134 (my translation); original text: ‘[...] [prendre en charge] de nouveaux facteurs d’inégalité

et de nouvelles formes d’exploitation’. Cf. Susen (2010b), pp. 27474.

Boltanski (2008), p. 135 (italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘a envisager leur propre
conditionetleur identitésous différents rapporeg, par conséquent, a participer a des foressobi-
lisationsdifférentes’.

Ibid., p. 135 (mytranslation); original text: ‘les tensions ou les contradictions entre ces différentes
dimensions’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 134.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp. £348: ‘Le changement comme mode d’exercice d’unedomination’
[‘Change as a mode of exercising domination’].

See ibid., p. 137.

Ibid., p. 137 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘[...] le passage d’un régime de legitima-
tion de I’autorité fondé, en principe, sur la volonté collective ou populaire a un régime de plus en plus
netement fondé, de fait, sur les sciences sociales et, particuliérement, sur I’économie, la démographie,
la science politique et la sociologie ; avec I’adhésion a 1’idée d’une fin de I'histoire, ¢’est-a-dire de la
politique, a laquelle est substituée une représentgéstionnairelu pouvoir transposége|’entreprise
sur I’Etat, engageant elle-méme une redéfinition des relations du capitalisme et de I’Etat [...]".

Ibid., p. 138 (my translation); original text: ‘la critique a di s’ajuster’.

See ibid., p. 138. See also Susen (20@bY,05-708 and 715717, as well as Susen (2014 [2012]),
pp. 187189 and 194196.

See Boltanski (2008), p. 142.

Ibid., p. 142 (my translation); original text: ‘démocratie de marché’.

Ibid., p. 139 (italics in original) (myranslation); original text: ‘Cette modalité de la domination qui
consiste &hanger pour conservest identifiée dansla production... » comme « conservatisme pro-
gressiste » (ou «reconverti ») par opposition au s@watisme déclaré.

Ibid., p. 148 (my translation); original textavec le passageu management fordien, assoai¢second
esprit du capitalisme, au management « en réseau »@asami nouvel « espsit

Ibid., p. 147 (my translation); original textLes nouvelles épreuvete sélection onpu alors étre invo-
quées, dans une multitude de situations quotidiennate®et chaque fois singulieres, pour modifier
profondément la destinée de personnes [...]".

Ibid., p. 140 (italicsin original) (my translation); original textlLa caractéristique principale des
«élites » dont les textes les interventions sont analysés dans notre afticllede pronerle « change-
ment ». Ces élites se voulaient radicalement novatrices et modernistes. [...] la « fatalité du probable »
[...] : il faut vouloir le changement qui s’annonce parce que le changement est inévitable. Il faut donc
vouloir la nécessite

See ibid., p. 13%italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘changer pour conserveiOn the
same formulation, see ibid., p. 159. On this point, $&® for instance: Nash (2014), p. 359; Susen
(2014c), p. 698.

Boltanski (2008),p. 141 (italicsin original) (my translation); original text:gouvernance par les
«experts »’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 141.

Ibid., pp. 143144 (italicsin original) (my translation); original text...] dansuntel cadre, une action
est illégitime quandn peutla direarbitraire c’est-a-dire quanan peut montregu’elle nedépend que
de la volonté d’un individu, d’un groupe ou d’une organisation qui, s’agissant de déterminer ce qui est

et ce qui vaut, s’institue lui-méme en position d’arbitre doté du pouvoir de trancher le débat entre des
points de vue opposés’.



226. |Ibid., p. 144 italicsin original) (my translation); original textCeux qui gouvernent ainsgn prégnant
appui sur les représentations qu’ils donnent d’un avenir non encore réalisé et pourtant fatal, sont bien
portant des réalistes parce qu’ils ont le pouvoir de faire advenir ce qu’ils prédisent, non seulement du
fait qu’ils le prédisent (dans la logique de la self-fulfilling prophecy mais aussi parce qu’ils disposent
d’un haut niveau d’information et de moyens élevés d’action sur la réalité’.

227. Ibid., p. 147 (my translation); original text: ‘elle se fait chose pour faire des choses’.

228. See ibid., p. 147: ‘I’idéologie se rend efficace’.

229. Ibid., p. 163 (my translationjriginal text: ‘I’économie du discours et de la justification’.

230. See ibid., p. 163: ‘I’idéologie s’est vraiment faite chose intervenant sur les choses’.

231. Onthis point, see ibid., esp. pp. 149-188omination simpleetdominationcomplexe’ [‘Simple domi-
nation and complex domination’].

232.  On this point, see ibid., pp. 14863.

233. Ibid., p.150(my translation); original text[les personnes sont] partiellementcomplétement privées
des libertés élémentaires’.

234. Ibid., p. 150 (my translationyriginal text: ‘profondes asymétries sont maintenues ou créés en mettant
en ceuvre une violence explicite et, notamment, mais non exclusivement, physique’.

235. Ibid., p. 150 (my translation); original text: ‘I’esclavage absolu’.

236. Ibid., p. 150 (italics in original) (my translatiomyiginal text:‘oppression

237. Ibid., p. 150 (my translation); original text: ‘Dans des situations d’oppression, 1’éventualité de la cri-
tique est simplement exclue, comme peut mEawe aussia simple possibilitéle poser des questions
sur ce qui se passe (« ici, on ne pose pas de questi@ritiglie et questionnement étant évacuées, la
justification n’a pas non plus lieu d’étre’.

238. On this point, see ibid., pp. 15061.

239. Ibid., p. 151 (my translation); original text: ‘la critique parait, dans une certaine mesure, possible’.

240. On this point, see ibid., pp. 15152. Cf. Susen (2011d).

241. Boltanski (2008), p. 153 (my translation); original text: ‘des asymétries profondes’.

242. On this point, see ibid., p. 153.

243. lbid., p. 153 (italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘le refus du changement

244. Ibid., p. 153 (italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘/’état de guerre contre un perpétuel
ennemi dd’intérieur’.

245. |bid., p. 149 (italicsin original) (my translation); original textsociétés capitalistes-démocratiques
contemporaines’.

246. Ibid., p. 153 (my translation); original text: ‘Les sociétés démocratiques de marché, c’est-a-dire com-
patibles avec le fonctionnement du capitalisme, ont ngh&ur idéal politique en opposition avec ce
modele de domination’.

247. Ibid., pp. 153154 (italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘un impératif de justification

248. Ibid., p. 154 (my translation); original text: ‘[...] la critique peut se faire entendre’.

249. Ibid., p. 154 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘I’instauration d’un nouveau genre de rela-
tion entre institutions et critique’.

250. Ibid., p. 154 (my translation); original text: ‘I’incorporation de celle-Ci aux routines de la vieciale’.

251. Ibid., p. 155 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘épreuves de sélection’.

252. Ibid., p. 155 (my translation); original text: ‘asymétries profondes’.

253. Ibid., p. 156 (my translation); original text: “‘une répression violente’.

254. |lbid., p. 156 (my trasiation); original text: ‘par d’autres moyens pacifiques’.

255.  Ibid., p. 156 (italics added) (my translation); original text: “‘une logique néolibérale’.

256. Ibid., p. 156 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘blamer la victime’.

257. Ibid., p. 156 (italicadded) (my translation); original text: ‘responsabilité individuelle’.

258. Ibid., p. 156 (my translation); original text: ‘le poids des contraintes qui s’exercent a un niveau
collectif’.

259. Ibid., p. 157 (my translation}iriginal text: ‘des technologies psychologiques de management des res-
sources humaines’.

260. On this point, see ibid., esp. pp. £591: ‘De I’idéologie dominante a la domination sans idéologie’
[‘From dominant ideology to domination without ideology’].
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Ibid., p. 159 (my translation); original text: ‘changer pour conserver en invoquant la nécessite et en
prenant appui sur une gouvernance par les experts’.

Ibid., p. 159 (my translation); original text: ‘est plus que jamais d’actualité’.

Ibid., pp.159-160 (italics added) (my translation); original tekt..] des demande$...] ayant émergé du
mouvement de Mai, qui conduira le management, lsnannées 1988, valoriser I'initiative individuelle
des travailleurs et a proner des forméxutonomie» qui se réveleront assez vite destingéasibstituer
l’autocontrdle (moins couteux) au contrdle rapproché pBencadrement de premier niveafl..] techniques
decontroles informatiques a distance, marqlergtourd’une version sophistiquéstu taylorisme’.

Ibid., p. 162 (my translation); original text: ‘I’éloquence idéologique’.

Ibid., p. 162 (my translation); original text: ‘I’approfondissement du nouveau régime de gouvernance
fondé sur’autorité des expertst surla dépossession/démission des représentants, a simplement rendu
I’¢éloquence idéologique obsoleéte’.

Ibid., p. 163 (my translation); original text: ‘les cadres juridictionnels, complexes, et contrdles par des
dispositifs d’évaluation adossés a des palmares (benchmarking.

On this point, see ibid., pp. 16855 and 168170.

On this point, see ibid., pp. 1688, esp. p 168.

Onthis point, see, for instance, Susen (2012a), pp-335n. 165. See also Browne and Susen (2014),
pp. 222223.

Boltanski (2008), p. 169 (italics adt)gmy translation); original text: ‘Sur la pratique des affaires des
nouvelles élites, le management a eu un effet libératepeu comparable a celui que la diffusion de
la psychanalyse a pu exercer sur leurs pratiques sexuelles’.

See Browne and Susen (2014).

Boltanski (2008), p. 165 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘de mettre chacun en concur-
rence avec tous les autres et, par la, de fragmergemileers dont la seule ressource défensive serait
pourtant [’union’.

Ibid., p. 167 (my traslation); original text: ‘retrait de I’Etat’.

Ibid., p. 167 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘[...] cette nouvelle forme de domination
[...] une réorientation des modalit&sction del’Etat defagon & lui permettréeservir les intérétd’un
capitalisme lui-méme profondément modifié.capitalisme changeantizesprit », I’Etat adi changer
aussi le sien’.

Ibid., p. 166 (italics added) (my translation); original textt: «fin des idéologies, prophétisée depuis
cinquante ans, est biéavenue une réalité’.

Ibid., p. 166 (my translation); original text: ‘S’il reste aujourd’hui une classe consciente d’elle-méme
c’est, plus que tout autre, la classe dominante’.

Ibid., p. 168 (my translation); original text: ‘une classe dominante mondiale’.

On this point, see ibid., esp. pp. £T38 (my translation); original text: ‘Dévoiler le monde sous la
réalité¢’ [“Uncovering the world under reality’].

See ibid., p. 173: ‘la sociologie est un sport de combat’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 173.

Ibid., p. 175 (italics in original) (my translation); original text: ‘faire de la recherche

On this point, see ibid., p. 175.

Ibid., p. 176 (italics added) (my translation); original text: ‘une exigence de vérité’.

In this sense, it makes sense to distinguish betwegidisy claims’ in science and ‘legitimacy claims’
in politics. Onthis point, see ibidp. 176:[...] le discours politique nous semblait toujours trop rapid
trop séducteur, trop variable, trop léger, liviéginion’.

On this point, see ibid., p. 176: ‘[...] la vocation de la sociologie [...] comme un combat pour le
dévoilement de la réalité’.

On this point, see ibid., pp. 17677.

Ibid., p. 178 (italicdn original) (my translation); original t&Xrendrda réalité inacceptable

Ibid., p. 178 (my translation); original textses contradictions, ses opacitéisesasymétries’.

See Boltanski, Rennes, and Susen (2010), esp. p. 161.

Boltanski (2008), p. 178 (my translation); originekt ‘combat’.

On the concept of ideology, see, for instance: Aloenbie, Hill, and Turner (1980); Abercrombie,
Hill, and Turner (1990); Apel (1971a); Apel (1971Bynason (2000); Bohman (1986); Boltanski



(2008); Bourdieuand Boltanski (2008 [1976]); Chiapello and rélaugh (2002); Conde-Costas
(1991); Disco (1979); Eagleton (2006 [1976]); Etwie(2007 [1991]); Gadamer (1971); Habermas
(1971 [1968]); Hartmann (1970); Haug (1999); Hohn@007); Inglis (2013), esp. pp. 3322,

Inglis and Thorpe (2012), Chapter 3; Jakubowski (19906)); Larrain (1991 [1983]); Lee (1992);
Marx and Engels (1953 [1845847]); Marx and Engels (2000/1977 [1846]); Mongar{i®92);
Overend (1978); Quiniou (1996); Rehmann (2004); R&@i#p4); Simons and Billig (1994); Susen
(2014d); Susen (2015a), Chapter 2; Thompson (1984mpkon (1990); Van Dijk (1998); Wacquant
(2002 [1993]); Weber (1995); Wolff (2004); Zizek (1989); Zizek (1994).

292. On this point, see Susen (2014d), esp9pp109.

293. Of course, since the publication®fD in 1976, Boltanski has developed and revised his smgiotal
positions on several levels, notably in relation to Bourdieu’s approach. In this context, it is worth
emphasizing that Boltanski’s intellectual trajectory has gone through different stages. We maydisti
guishthree phasethat are particularly relevant to his developmerd asholar:

e Theinitial phaseis basednthe studies that Boltanski publishiadhe late 1960s and through-
out the 1970s. This period may be characterized as ‘Boltanski’s Bourdieusiarphase’. See, for
instance: Boltanski (1969); Boltanski (1970); Bokki (1973); Boltanski (1975); Boltanski
(1982); Bourdieu and Boltanski (1975a); Bourdiew @oltanski (1975b); Bourdieu and
Boltanski (1976); Bourdieu, Boltanski, Castel, @&ltamboredon (1965); Bourdieu, Boltanski
and De Saint Martin (1973).

e The middle phasds basedon the studies that Boltanski published during the $980d—
particularly— during thke 1990s. This period may be referred to as ‘Boltanski’s post- or anti-
Bourdieusiarphase’. See, for instance: Boltanski (1990a); BoltanskB@9; Boltanski (1993);
Boltanski (1998); Boltanski (1992000); Boltanski (2002); Boltanski (2004); Boltangk006);
Boltanski and Chiapello (1999); Boltanski and Theénte(1983); Boltanski and Thévenot
(1991); Boltanski and Thévenot (1999).

e Themost recent phasaesignates his latest stage, that is, dfdthe Boltanskiof the early
21st century’. This period may be described as ‘the phase of Boltanski’s reconciliation with
Bourdieu. See, in particular: Boltanski (2008); Boltanski (2009); Boltanski and Honneth
(2009); Boltanski, Rennes, and Susen (2010).

On this threestage account of Boltanski’s intellectual trajectory, see Fowler (2014). See also Susen
(2014b), p. 49, and Susen (2014c), pp-623.

294. On this point, see, for example: Susen 2@p7)4, 22, 54, 115, 12125, 217, 224226, 227 n. 10,
239, 253, 267, 277, 304, and 312; Susen (2013cR3$230; Susen (2013d), pp. 327, 328, 333, 335,
354, 362, 372, and 373.
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