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KOQXTAX 'KOYNHZ

Avtikeipevo Tov pOOMUOTOC €ivol Ol GUYYPOVES TPAKTIKEG KOWVMOVIKOD EAEYYOL LE
apetpioc T0 €pyo tov Micéh Dovk® Kol pe KEVIPIKO AEovo TIG EVVOLEC NG
Broegovoiag kot g Promoltikng. To yevikd mhaicio ocviitmong eivor 1 kpitikn
nmpocEyyon ¢ Povkmikng BEong Yo TV avadelEn Kot ETKPATNOT TG PLOTOMTIKNG
®¢ PacIKNG apyng SLYKPOTNONG TNG VEMTEPIKNG, KOl 1O104TEPA TNG UETAVEDTEPIKNG,
kowwviag. H dtbyvon tov pnyoviIcpHOV Kowovikod eAEyyov, m HeTdfacrm otnv
Kowovioa ¢ yevikevpuévng melfapyiog Kot Ol TOAAATAOL KOTOVOYKOGUOL 7OV
TOPAYOLV TO, GVYYPOVO VITOKEIUEVA ATOTEAOVV SUCTAGELS LG GUVOMKNG OLAyVmONG
MG VEOTEPIKOTNTOS OO OLOPOPETIKES TPOCEYYIGELS, Ol Omoieg 0ElOmolovV e
TOAAATTAOVG TPOTOVS TO £pY0 TOL DOVK®.

To pabnpa £yt dvo yevikovg dEoveg. O évag etvar To €pyo Tov DOVK® GYETIKA LE TN
ovyypovn (Po)eovosia ko TV KuPepynoluodmTo.  Oo  emyEpNoOVUE VO
napakolovdnoovpe TG avoivoelg tov Dovkd, ot omoieg M avamTvén NG
BloeEovoiag evromileTon yOp® amd VO TOAOVLS: O) HIOG OVOTOMKO-TIOALTIKNG TOL
avBpomvov copatog (mebapyia), kot f) g puduiong kon dayeipiong 'TAndvopmy'
(BromoArtikn). Xe o yevikny Oatummon g, M Evvola g Proegovaiag opilel Eva
nedlo mov omoteAeitan omd mepiocdTEPO M AyotEpo opboroyikég mpoomdbeleg
mopEppoaong oto COTIKA YopaKTNPIOTIKE TG avOp®OTIVNG VTTapéng - ota avOpomva
6vta, atopkd Kot GVALOYIKA. O 0pog KLBEPVNGOTNTA, MG GUVOAIKY] GTPOTIYIKY TNG
oVYYpovNS E0VGTIOC, AVAPEPETAL YEVIKA OGN pUOLLION TG CLUTEPIPOPAS - ONAOT, CE
OAOVG €KEIVOVG TOVG TTEPIOCOTEPO 1 ALYOTEPO VLTOAOYICUEVOUG KO GUOTNHOTIKOVG
TPOTOVG GKEYNG KOl OPAO™G TOL £XOVV GTOYO TN OApdOpEmST, pLOUIoN, 1| dlayeipion
NG CUUTEPLPOPES TOV ATOUMV, EITE AVTA ivol KPATOOUIEVOL GE L0 UAOKT], TPOPLOL
o' éva yuylorpeio, pydteg 6' v €pYocTAG1O, KATOKOL LG TEPLOYNG, 1| LEAN €VOG
mAnBucpov. Yr' auty v évvota, 1 Proeovoia kot 1 'KuPepvnotpdtnta’ avaeépovral
o)L LOVO OTIC OPUCTNPLOTNTEG TOV KPATOLG KOl TV OECUDV TOV, OAANL YEVIKOTEPQ GE
KAOe GUVELONTN 1| VITOAOYIGUEVT] TPOCTADELL Y1t VO SALUOPP®OEL, Vo EtNpeacTel 1| Vol
katevbuvlel 1 ocvumePLPopd TV AVOPOTO®V SPOVTOC TAVED OTIS EAMIOES TOVS, TIG
embopieg toug, Tig meprotdoel e LmNg Tovg, N 10 TEPPAALOV TOVG - Kot OAO Kot
TEPIGGOTEPO AKOLLO KO GTO 1010 TOLG TO GAOLOL.

O dAlog a&ovag, givar avOpmmoroykos. 'AvOpmmoroyikds' Kat' apydg onuaivel 0Tt ta
nmuata mov Bo e£ETAGOVLE OEV AVOPEPOVTOAL GTN VEOTEPIKOTNTO LE APPNUEVOVS
OpoVG, OAAG OTOTEAOVV CLYKEKPILEVO E0VOYPOPIKA OVTIKEILEVA - QOIVOUEVA OTIMG TO.
oTPATOTEDD CLYKEVTPMOOTG (T.)., YIO0L TOVG TPOGPLYEC): Ol EKOTPUTEIEC VYELOVOLUKDV
eMyywv og 'emkivouvoug TANOLGHOVG (T.)., 0PODETIKES 1EPOOOVAES): 1| O1 EVYOVIKEG
EPAPUOYEG TNG CVYYPOVNG YEVETIKNG. ZTOYOG HOG, He Ao Adyw, Ogv givor va
KATOANEOVUE GE KATO10 HEYAAO, YEVIKO OTOAOYIGUO TNG VEMTEPIKOTNTAG e 00MYO TO
épyo 1oL Dovk®, OoAE Vo  OVOAOCOVUE OCUYKEKPIUEVEG EKPAVOELS TNG.
AVOpOTOAOYIKOG TPOCOVOTOMGIOG onpaivel 0Tt To {NToOUEVO GTNV avAALCT NG
vemTePKOTNTOG €lvat 1 pope1 Ko 1 a&io Tov avBpdTov 1 Tov AVOPAOTIVOL OVTOG.
YuvolMkd, Aowmdv, 10 uddnua aeopd otn cHyypovn (VE®TEPIKN) GLYKPOTNON TNG
KOW®VIKNG, dAAL Kot Bloloyikng, {ong tov avOp®mov.
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Course Description

This course examines social control practices in contemporary society by within a
framework that is provided by Foucault’s analysis of biopower and biopolitics. The general
context in discussing these themes is a critical appreciation of Foucault’s main thesis
concerning the emergence and consolidation of biopolitics as the basic principle for the
constitution of contemporary modern, and especially post-modern, society. The diffusion of
social control mechanisms, the transition to a society of generalized discipline and
surveillance, and the multiple coercive practices that produce today’s biopolitical subjects are
the dimensions of an overall diagnosis of (post)modernity, that is utilized from within
different perspectives, including an anthropological one, by utilizing in diverse ways
Foucault’s work.

The course is organized along two broad axes. One is Foucault's work on modern
(bio)power and “governmentality.” We will attempt to follow Foucault’s analysis, in which
the development of biopower is located around two poles: a) an “anatomo-politics” of the
human body (discipline); and b) the regulation and management of populations (biopolitics).
In a general way, the concept of ‘biopower’ describes a power/knowledge field of multiple,
more or less rationalized attempts to intervene upon the vital characteristics of human
existence of human beings, individually and collectively.

The term governmentality, as an overall strategy of modern power, generally refers to
behavior regulation — that is, all those more or less calculated and systematic ways of thinking
and action that are designed to create, configure, or manage the behavior of individuals,
whether they are prisoners in a prison, inmates in a mental hospital, workers in a factory,
residents of a region, or members of a population. In this sense, the concepts of power and
governmentality refer not only to the activities of the state and its institutions, but more
generally to any conscious and calculated effort to form, to influence, or to direct the behavior
of people acting on the hopes them, their desires, the circumstances of their lives, or their
environment - and increasingly on their own bodies.

The other axis is anthropological. ‘Anthropological’ first means that the issues that
we examine do not relate to modernity and power in abstract terms, but constitute specific
ethnographic objects: On the one hand, on the biopolitical, or totalizing, scale (that is,
concerning collectivities or populations), we shall consider phenomena such as the politics of
racism and (neo)-colonialism; the Western world’s ‘wars’ — on drugs or terrorism; the
‘securing’ of borders or internment camps for refugees; immunization and public health
campaigns targeting ‘dangerous’ populations (e.g., immigrants, or, as in the Greek case in
2012, of HIV-positive sex-workers), and the ‘pacification’ and sanitization of urban space
(indicatively, regarding the homeless and other marginalized populations). On the other hand,
on the anatomo-political or analytical scale (i.e., concerning individuals and their body), we
shall consider the refashioning of the human body — through eugenic applications of modern
genetics; the interface between biology and technology in the production of hybrid human-
machine systems; the role of biomedicine and the pharmaceutical ‘complex’ in redefining the
‘normal’ vs. the ‘pathological’ (hazy) boundaries; and from a sociocultural-political
perspective, the neoliberal construction of ‘responsible’ subjects.

Our overall goal, in other words, is not to arrive at a large-scale, general account of
modernity guided by Foucault's work, but to analyze its specific manifestations.
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