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Hocnimkyerbest peHOMEH 11eoutorii Kpi3b Npu3my
JMEKOHCTPYKIIIi Ta aHami3y ii BIUIMBIB HA CYCITUTECTBO
i cy0’ekra. OcobamBa yBara MpHIUISETHCS MPOOIeMi
BHXOY 32 MEXI PI3HOMAHITHUX iI€OJIOTTYHHUX KOH-
CTPYKIIH B 11032 11€0JI0TiYHE TI0JIe, CIiBBiTHOIICHHIO
TIOHSITH 1/1€0JI0Tis Ta KOHTpizeonoris. Haronomryerses
Ha TOMY, III0 MOJIOJIAHHS 1€0JI0T1i MOXKe IPU3BOANTH,
sIK J10 ii BIITBOPCHHS, TakK 1 0 BTEYi 3-mix il BIaau, a
caMme 10 co0i KpUTHYHE NMEePEOCMHCIICHHS — YacTHHA
Mporiecy AeKOHCTpyKii. Po6oTa crimpaeTbes Ha mparti
CnaBos JKuxexa, Ponana bapra Ta Jlyi AnsTioccepa
i3 3aTy9eHHSIM OKPEMHUX TOJIOKEHb Miaxomy JIKymiT
Batnep.

KuarodoBi cioBa: JEKOHCTPYKINS, 17e0Joris,
koHTpizeonoris, Jlyi AnsTroccep, o3HauHuK, I1’epa Ti-
rora, peanbHicTh, Poman baprt, Cnasoii XKwkek, TpaH-
3UTUBHUH JUCKYpC, PaHTa3M.

Deconstruction of Ideology: Presence and Escape.
The phenomenon of ideology is examined through the
lens of deconstruction and an analysis of its impact
on both society and the subject. Particular attention is
given to the problem of transcending various ideologi-
cal constructs into a non-ideological space, as well
as to the correlation between the concepts of ideology
and counter-ideology. It is emphasized that overcom-
ing ideology may lead either to its reproduction or to
an escape from its influence, while critical reevalua-
tion itself constitutes a part of the deconstruction pro-
cess. The study is based on the works of Slavoj Zizek,
Roland Barthes, and Louis Althusser, incorporating
certain aspects of Judith Butler's approach.

Keywords: counter-ideology, deconstruction, fan-
tasy, ideology, Louis Althusser, Pierre Guyotat, real-
ity, Roland Barthes, signifier, Slavoj Zizek, transitive
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discourse.

B cBoiii mpani «The Sublime Object of
Ideology» CnaBoit J)Knxek 3a3Hadac:

The most elementary definition of ideology
is probably the well-known phrase from Marx’s
Capital: «Sie wissen das nicht, aber sie tun es» —
«They do not know it, but they are doing it». The
very concept of ideology implies a kind of basic,
constitutive naiveté: the misrecognition of'its own
presuppositions, of its own effective conditions, a
distance, a divergence between so-called social
reality and our distorted representation, our false
consciousness of it [7, c. 24].

Taka XapakTepUCTHKa, BU3HAUYCHHS OKPECIIOE
MEBHY IOX1HY OCHOBY, HaIlpUKJaj, IJIs pedeH,
TMOAIIMH, 3aITyCK SIKUX BiZIOYBa€ThCS 3a BiICYTHOCTI
3HaHHs npo HuX. CyO’ekT akTyanizamii gie Tak,
HI0M pedi 1 Mol MiAMTOBXYIOThCS 1HIINMH, aJKe
BiH «HE CBIIOMHI IIbOTOY», MPOTE LI¢ HE 3YIHHSE
1 HE CKacoBY€ 3allycKy. BifloBiaHO, 1ie npu3Bo-
JUTh [0 HaBillyBaHHs Ha pedi (MarepiaibHHi
CBIT) 4M MOJii (TAKUMH, SKHMH BOHHU 370TaJHO
€) MetadizuuHO1 Byasi (x04a BXKHMBAETHCS YMOB-
Ha nediHilis igeonorii sk MeTadi3unyHOI Byai,
MH PO3YMI€MO, IO TYT TOJi BCTAHOBUTH TOTOX-
HICTB), 1110 BUKPUBJISIE YSIBICHHS PO HUX, MAIOUN
nepes; co00r0 HU3KY 3aB1aHb. OcobIMBO 1€ Crio-
CTEpIraeThCs y BUIAIKY HATOBITY, SKHH Byasroe
HE pedi, a JIIoeH, Cy0’ eKTHICTb SIKMX, IIOHAHMEH-
1Ie, He OYEeBHJIHA. BaskIMBO MOSICHUTH, 1110 KOJIK
TOBOPHUMO IIPO Te, IO HATOBII KOTOCh BYAIIOE, TO
i 1AM B6AYAEMO e(eKT HaTOBILY, NIPU SAKOMY
FOro 3yCHIUIsl MiHIMANbHI, JIIOIMHA CaMa, CBijo-
MO YH Hi, ByaTIO€ThCA. 3raﬂaHa MeTa(blanHa BY-
aJb, IHITUMH CJIIOBaMH, YIOA10HIOETHCS MeTadopi
KPHBOTO J3€pKajia 3 Ti€l0 Pi3HUIICIO, IO Mepiia
OXOILTIOE OUTBIN MIUPOKE Kojio TpoodmeM. Takwif
BYMHOK, — OKpeMa Jiist a00 aKiisi, — BiJI0yBaeThCs,
KOJIH Ti, XTO HOTO BUKOHYIOTH HE CBiJTOMI BIIACHHX
KPOKIB Tak, HIOM BOHM POOJSTH Or0 HEHABMHEC-
HO, HE BHACIIIOK YHEICh «31101 200 100poi BOIi»,
a yepe3 Opak 3HaHb, TOOTO AKIIO 1€ TTPU3BEIE 10
HETaTHBHUX HACIi/IKiB, iX HE MO)KHA Ha3BaTH BH-
HHUMH 1 BiIMTOBiTHO TIoKapaTu. He ciig cBaputh
JIUTUHY, KOTpa HAIKOAWIA TOMY, 1O 1l He Mosic-
HWIH TIPaBHIIA IOBEIIHKH, TIPABHIIA IOBODKEHHSI
3 peyamMu — He PO3KpHIIA CyTh izeonorii. Te, mio
CTOCYETBCS Peyeil, PENCBAHTHO 1 JI0 COLaIbHOI
JificHOCTI.

Meradopa igeosorii sik KpUBOTO J3epKara, 5K
CIOTBOPEHOI BUKPHBIEHOI pPEanbHOCTI, JOBOJI
CIIOKYCIIMBA 1 He Mo30aBiieHa palioHalbHOT CKiIa-
JIOBOT, CHIPSIMOBAHOI Ha KPUTUKY CaMoi 11€0JI0T1i.
[Ipote, 3 HEl BUMITHBAE, 10 AOCTATHBO MO30yTH-
csl Byali — 1 MU 3MOKEMO MMOOAYUTH pedl TaKu-
MH, IKHMH BOHH € HAaclpas/i (UTaHHs, 0 Take
«HACTIPABJI1», OKPIM OYEBUIIHOTO 1/1€0JOrEMHOTO
3MICTY, — BIIKPHTE), TOOTO YCBIIOMICHHS CaMOro
(axTy HAsBHOCTI iJICOJIOTIYHOT Byasli B)KE MYCHTb
npu3BecTH 110 11 ne3aBymoBanHs. OTxe, mpooie-
Ma [OJISIraTHMe JIMILIE Y TOMY, 01 3HaiTH oTpi0-
HUH IHCTPYMEHT, IHCTPYKLIIO 10 HHOTO, 1 3aCTO-
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CyBaTH iX. Y BUNAJKY, AKIIO €JIEMEHTH Ii1i0paHo
TIPaBUIIBHO, 1/ICOJIOT1SI TIPUTTHHSE ICHYBAaHHS (IS
mene?). Ilpu npomy, HEeMae CTOBIZICOTKOBHX Ta-
PaHTIll pe3yIbTATUBHOCTI TAKOT MPOIEITYPH.

Ho;[iGHa MO3UIIISl BUKJIMKA€ HU3KY 3allMTaHb.
Jle B3sTH iHCTPYMEHT, KUM BiH CTBOPEHHH, XTO
HLIE IHCTPYKLIKO 1 YM MOXYTb B3araii iCHyBa-
TU TapaHTii TOro, IO iE0IIOris, X04a O y MOoeMy
MPUBATHOMY CBIiTi, 3HUKHE 1 HE BIJATBOPUTHCS?
ba Ginbiie, 3amano 3po3yMiTH, YOMY IIHCHICTh
Ta «ijeonoriyHa mictugikamis» abo «ideological
curtain («iieonoriyHa 3aBica») He BIOKpEMIICH]
OJTHA BiJl OJJHOT, SIK 1€ CTBEPAKYBaJIH PEICTaBHU-
Ku (ppaHkyprebkoi mwkonm [6, ¢. xviii]. JKnkek
miziIcyMoBye: «it is the classic concept of ideology
as «false consciousness», misrecognition of the
social reality which is part of this reality itself»
[7, c. 25]. Bin nepeseprae ¢pazy Mapkca «they
do not know it, but they are doing it» HacTymHUM
yrHOM: «they know that, in their activity, they are
following an illusion, but still, they are doing it»
[7, c. 30]. YCBl):[OMJIeHHsI BUMHKIB (IyMOK) abo
3HAHHSI MPO BUMHKHU (IyMKH), SIK 1 MPO pedi, He
3aBkau (a00 HIKOJNIM) HE TapaHTye TOTO, IO CO-
I_IiaJ'ILHa JUHCHICTh CKMHE BYyallb 1 CTaHE SKOICh
IHAaKWIOKO (MEPBUHHOKO, YUCTOKO TOLIO), — NOCHII-
JIEONOTIYHOK0. YCBIIOMJICHHSI 1 HE YCBIJIOMIIEHHS
((pantasm) He MO3HAYAIOTHCA HA 1€ONIOreMax,
1JICONIOTTUHUX 1JTI03151X, 3aBicax, sIKi JaBHO CTaH
YaCTUHOIO (MO)KJ'II/IBO, (bszLaMeHTanLHI/IM erne-
MEHTOM) cycminscTBa. llpubparu ineonoriro —
03HaYa€ MiIaTH CyCHiJbCTBO PU3UKY PyHHALIl.
30BciM He 000B’SI3KOBO CTAHETLCS CAM€ TaK, BTIM
AMOBIPHICTh IOCTaTHBO BUCOKA.

HexoncTpykuist ineosnorii, ManidecTosanoi y
¢pasi Mapxca, i ii peminicuenuii B rexkcrax JXu-
JKeKa, BUJTYYeHHS 11 3 OJIHOTO KOHTEKCTY 1 3aHy-
pEeHHS IO IHIMUX — TIPOIeAypa, SKa He Te, Moo
00ilsie pe3ysbTar 3a Oyjib-sKUX OOCTaBUH 1 HE
CTBOPIOE H0TO, a WBHJWIE NEPEPOPMYIBLOBYE,
NEPEHANALITOBY€ HASBHI XapaKTCPUCTHKH 3 THM,
aOu B 3HAWTH, MOMITUTH JOCI HEMOMIYCHE. Bu-
SBUTU B HOpPMi, HOPMATUBHOMY, HOPMATHBHOCTI
3aJTUIIKY 1 HAJJTUIIKY He-HOPMHU, HEHOPMAaTHUBHO-
T0, HCHOPMATUBHOCTI, K1 3aBKIHU-BKE MiCTATHCS
B 171€0JI0Tii. 3pemIToro, IEKOHCTPYHOBaHa 1/1€0J10-
risi — GakaHe PO3CISAHHSA, OJJHE 3 OaraTboX BHU3HA-
YeHb 17€0JIOrt], BiZIHITOBXYIOT-II/ICI) BiJ{ SIKOIO, BU-
OynoByBaTUMEThCs IOAAIbIINI pyX. Lleii pyx He
JIa€ OCTATOYHOI BiJIIOBII HA TIMTAHHS 1JIE0JIOTIT
(ineonorewm, ineorpadem) Ta ii mogonanus, ane
JIOIIOMO’KE 3PO3yMITH MEXaHI3MH il PO3XUTyBaH-
HSl, pO3TOMyBaHHs. AOO Tak, ijeosnoris, OyBIIN
po30anaHCcOBaHO0, MOTPeOy€e OJATKOBHX aje-
aTOpPHUX MiIBaXYBaHb, TOOTO ii HECTAOUIBHICTD
MYCUTb TPHBAaTH MOB MTOCTIHHUH MOAPA3HHUK BCe-
penuHi po3xuTyBaHHA. | 11€, iIMOBIpHO, CTIOHYKa-
THME J10 11 CAMOBUKPHUBAHHSI.

3a croBamu Pomana bapra «L’idéologie: ce
qui se répéte et consiste (par ce dernier verbe elle
s’exclut de I’ordre du signifiant). Il suffit donc
que I’analyse idéologique (ou la contre-idéologie)
se répéte et consiste (en proclamant sur place sa
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validité, par un geste de pur dédouanement) pour
qu’elle devienne elle-méme un objet idéologique»
[4, c. 108]. Uepes cBotO 32yuyysanicms 11€0JI0Tis
TNOKK/Ia€ O3HAYHHUK. laprHa 03HaYHKMKa — KOHOTa-~
TUBHICTb, CXOIUICHICTh Pi3HOMAHITHUMH BH3HA-
YCHHSIMH, IPOTOKOJIAMH, BUIUMICTb JUIsl BAKPHT-
TSI Hoemoproeamcmb 30iraeThes 3 iTeparli€ro, Te,
IO ITEPYETHCS, HE MPOCTO PUIUKYE BUKPUTTSIM, &
(hakToM BiTacHOi iTepailii BOHO cebe po3ToJIoNIye.
ToOTO i/1eosIorisi B MOJII O3HAYHUKA CAMOBHUKPH-
BA€ETHCS], CAMOOIIPUSBHIOETHCS, L0 HE BKa3ye Ha
CaMO3HHMILIEHHS, ajleé Ha CaMOBIITBOPIOBAHHICTh
1 MOWMpEeHHs; BipycHe iH(IKyBaHHS, BiIKpHU-
Te, a He mpuxosaHe. Hemae meTn mpuxoByBaTu
iZieosorito, MepeiMeHOBYBaTH, CHHOHIMI3yBarH,
OiHapusyBaru abo 3anepedyBaru. CBiT K Cymep-
MapKeT — aOCONIOTHO Mpo3opa iro3is, (QIKIis,
JOCTYITHA Maike JUIs KO’KHOTO 1 KOXKHOT, el CBIT
1 miaOyproe moTpedu, i CTBOPIOE iX, MPOOYMKYE
HEBraMoBHUH aneTuT. Lle moTpedu 3apaan Myib-
TnnniKyBaHH;{ oTpeO, HApOITyBaHHS 3aJICIKHOC-
TEH, AKI HE MUCIIATBCS 3aIEKHUMU. «S1 X04y» 110~
BHICTIO BUTiCHsI€ «Uu BapTo?». Bynb-ski nuran-
HSl TIOPOJIKYIOTh CKEIICUC, KPUTHKY, HE 4YOTOCh
30BHIITHBOTO, BOHH CHPSMOBaHI Ha peduieKcito,
camoaHai3. Tak caMo 1 1/1€0J10Ts, BOHA BUMIIIIA
3a BCTAQHOBJICHHH KOHTYP O3HaYHHMKA — MPOCTHX
1 3po3ymMinux (eHOMeHiB, OiHApHUX OMO3HIIIH.
Lle He npobnema eTuku abo BUOOPY 1 HaBITh HE
npoctip Bipu. Lle puHOK — oceps KamitanxicTiy-
Hol cucteMHu. ITomiTuuHi iAe010rii YuM Aaji, TUM
OinpIlIe BTPAYalOTh MO3ULIT 1 MOCTYMAalOThCs i/1e-
OJIOTiSIM CTIOKMBaHHS, KYJIBTYPHAM 1HAYCTPIisM,
K1 X TIONIMHAIOTh, (PAOPUKYIOUM PyIUMEHTapHI
pe3epBHi Kortii.

3 omsiy Ha I1e, MPAIoe MPOLUTOBAHA BUIILE
te3a JKmxkeka: «they know that, in their activity,
they are following an illusion, but still, they
are doing it»: Oaiimyxke, 10 LIrO3ig (i1€0I0TISA
gk 1mo3is abo Qikmis) moxe «the place of the
illusion is in the reality of doing itself» [7, c. 30].
JlronuHa cBimoma Toro, mo Ii Ais/0e3aisuIbHICTD
YPYXOMITIOETBCS  1JIFO31€10, IO BOHA 17€OJIOTIY-
Ha, 10 LIe KOMIUIEKC iepapXi3oBaHuX (aHTa3MiB,
TIpoTe II¢ HE BiAOMBAETHCS HA MEPEOCMHUCIICHHI
BJIACHUX JIii/OC3/IsSUTBHOCTI 3 TUM, a0W BUKpPH-
TH 1/1€0JI0Ti0, TO30YTHUCS 1LTI031i, TIPOTOBOPHUTH
(anra3zmu. Haith sKIo eQ)eMepHe JeMacKy-
BaHHs BIZIOY/IETHCS, TO HEMA€E IapaHTIH, 110 BOHO
3aQIKCy€eThCs 1 MIIPBE 1E0JIOTI0 3 CeperHH.
ozl mrykary LHEHTp if|eonorii, MepiionoyarkoBy
TOYKY, 3 SIKOI BCE IOYAJIOCS, HANPHUKIIAJA, PUHOK,
KariTasi3M, CIIOKUBaHHS Y 1HIYCTpii. [neonoris
IOCTIHHO KIIOHYETBCSI, MIMIKPYE, YTBOPIOE THM-
4acoBi COIO3H, TPAHLIi, CUCTEMH, HOPMATI3YE i
HOpMaIi3yeThes. Bona BI/IpO6J'I}1€ cTasi 1 LIBUIKO-
IUIMHHI 3BUYKH, CTaI0YM HEB1JI’€MHOIO YaCTHHOIO
MOBCSKJCHHOCTI, CKJIaJJOBUM €JIEMEHTOM CydJac-
HOCTI.

Uwu He 6e3mTy31MMHU BUIIIAAIOTH CIIPOOH SKH-
MOCh YMHOM i OMHHYTH, 3MEHIIUTH THUCK a0o
3pyitHyBatn? CIyIIHOIO € Ipyra TOJIOBHHA TE3H
Bapra npo e, o cam 1o co0i aHami3 KOHTpize-
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oJiorii crae igeonorivHuM 00’ ektoM. KoHTpineo-
JIOTis — HINIO 1HIIE SK YeprOBHU aBaTap i1e0Jo-
rii, 00 /I TOro, a0M MHUCIUTH KOHTPIICOJIOTIO,
MOTPIOHO BUCTPUOHYTH 3 1J€ONOTIYHOTO KOJa
SIK TaKOTO, IO BUMAarae HeaOHsIKOT MHUCIEHHEBOL
pobotu. KoHTpineosnoris — KOHTUHIEHTHA, KOpe-
TAIIAHA 1 TapaJoKcanbHa, 9epes3 1Mo BOHA YMOXK-
JIUBIIOETHCS, YIPUCYTHIOETHCS, 1I KOHTHHIEHT-
HICTh, KOPEIAIIHHICTD 1 TTapalOKCaIbHICTh TPH-
MAalOThCsl B CAMOMY CJIOB1 «KOHTpigeosnoris». Bu-
X1 32 MEXKI II€0TIOTIT HE € 3aI0PYKOI0 CTBOPCHHS
CTOPOHHBOTO CHOCTeplraqa AK 1 He yOesmeuye
BiJl IHIIMX KOHTHHTCHTHHX ineonorii. [loTenmin-
HHUI BHX1J 3a 1J€0JIOTII0 — [I€ He BUXIJ 13 CIIOTBO-
PEHOTO CBIiTY, CBITY pedeil 1 moAii, 0OTOpHYTHX
1JICOJIOTIYHUMH TEHETAMH, I[€ HE I0Ch CXOXKE Ha
BUXiJ 3 OyAMHKY 0Oe3 BiKOH, B IKOMY IIPO>KUB BCE
JKUTTS, Ha CBIXKE TOBITPS BYHII. SIKIO Cy0’€KT
BCE 1€ 3AIMIIAETHCS PEICBAHTHUM POOOYHM I10-
HATTSM, TO 17€0JIOTiS — HE psIoBa YacTHHA Ta-
KOTO cy6 €KTa, BOHA HOTO YTBOPIOIOUNH €JIEMEHT,
BOHA CTBOPIOE HOTO 10 TOTO, SIK BiH B MPHUHIIMIIL
3’gaBuBCA. TYT MpUTaayeTbcs KIACHYHUN BHCIIB
Jlyi AnpTroccepa:

C’est une seule et méme chose que I’existence
de I’idéologie et I’interpellation des individus en
sujets. [...] ce qui semble se passer ainsi en dehors
de I’idéologie (tres précisément dans la rue) se
passe en réalité dans I’idéologie. Ce qui se passe
en réalité¢ dans 1’idéologie semble donc se passer
endehors d’elle. C’est pourquoi ceux qui sont dans
I’idéologie se croient par définition en dehors de
I’idéologie: c’est un des effets de I’idéologie que
la dénégation pratique du caractére idéologique
de I’idéologie, par I’idéologie: 1’idéologie ne dit
jamais «je suis idéologique» [1, c. 227].

ToOTO, pO3MIAMAETBCS SIK MPOLEC BUXOLY,
TaK 1 Te, 10 MO TOH OiK ieosorii HMOBIPHO ic-
Hy€ LI0Ch, 110 MOXHA KBaliiKyBaTu 5K KOHTp—
ineomnorito. I mpouec Buxony (a6o nepexony), i
KOHTUHICHTHE 1CHYBaHHS KOHTPiIEONorii mnpu
HasBHOCTI Cy0’ekTa He 3a0e3NeduyloTh «I103a
171€0JIOTIYHE CBITIIE KUTTA» 1 HE 3aXMILAKTH Bil
MACTKU KOKHOTO HACTYITHOTO BTIUJICHHS 17€0JI0-
rii, ii edekriB, ajKe BIpOTIHUN BUXIiJ)/TIEpEXi]
cy0’ekTa BiIOyBaTMMEThCS Pa30M 3 MOTO JIOCBi-
JIOM, 3HAHHSIM, T1aM’SITTIO TOIIIO.

Tesa AnbTrOccepa CTOCOBHO JIOCTYIHOCTI BHU-
XOMy T103a ieOJIOTiI0 B HaykoBoMy 3HaHHI («ll
faut étre hors de I’idéologie, c’est-a-dire dans la
connaissance scientifique, pour pouvoir dire: je
suis dans 1’idéologie [...] Ce qui revient a dire
que I’idéologie n’a pas de dehors (pour elle),
mais en méme temps qu’elle n’est que dehors
(pour la science, et la reahte)» [1, c. 306]) xou
1 BayKJIMBa, ajie¢ Ma€ CBOi XWOW 1 BpaslMBiI Mic-
1. OKle BCHOTO 1HIIOTO, OApTiBCHKE MOHSTTS
«KOHTPIJCOIIOTis» TAaKOK BUIAETHCS MpoOIeMa-
THUHUM. Lle MOHATTS HIOW CHIKYEThCS 3/MIHCHH-
TH MiJMIHY, YMOBHO, 3aMiHUTH 11€0JIOTI0 Ha
KOHTPIJIEONIOTII0, WO, TO CYTi, MPU3BOAUTH [0
31TKHEHHSI 11€0JI0TiH 1 aX HIisSIK HE 0 BUXOAY/Te-
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pexomy, 060, 3pEIITOr, HEMae Pi3HUIL, i/l BIUIUB
SIKOi came KOHTP/ifmeotorii miamanae cy0’ekT 9u
HOCieM sIKOI came KOHTp/igeosnorii BiH €. Brim,
BapTt mpomomkye CBOIO AyMKy, HOTO BiJIOBiI-
JII0 Ha MUTaHHS, 110 pooutn koiu «l’analyse
idéologique (ou la contre-idéologie) se répete et
consiste [...]» 1 «qu’elle devienne elle-méme un
objet idéologique», — monsrae B ecrerurii. Takum
YHHOM, MH CTHKa€MOCH 3 BHUXOIOM 3-ITiJ] BIIaJU
JICKYpCyY, 200, IPUHANMHI, IEBHOTO JAUCKYPCY B
rmoJie HelMcKypcuBHOTO. 3a baptoMm, ponb ecrte-
TUKHU KpUeThes B «fournir les régles d’un discours
indirect et transitif|...]» [4, ¢. 108]. Tyt BaxnuBuii
MOMEHT, 00 1/1€0JI0Tis1, AKIIO 1 HE OTOTOKHIOETHCS
3 JUCKYpPCOM, TO CTa€ MOAIOHOI0 JI0 HHOTO, OJJHA-
KOBO TTO/1iI0HO0 BOHA € 1 1715 Miy. Xoua bapt py-
Xa€ThCS Y HAMPSIMKY CITIBBIIHOLICHHS 17I€0JIOT1T i
JTIUCKYPCY, BIH HE BIJIMOBIISIETHCS BiJ 11 MO3MUITIO-
HyBaHHS K (PiKIii, BUTaIKH. 3BUYANHO, 10 OfHi-
€10 3 HAWPO3IIOBCIOUKEHMX aCOLIallii, sKi BUKIH-
Kae CIIOBO «iJ€ONOris» — (IKLis, BUKPUBICHHS.
BuKpuBIIeHa pealbHICTh, KA HE BIINOBI/IA€ Cama
co0i1. IIpore He 0CTaTHBO CKA3aTH: C0IOTis AK
JIICKYpC — IIe collianbHa adaszis, sKa BiJIBOAUTH
BiJl YOTOCh «IPABUIBHOTOY, «CIIPABKHBOTO». Yn
€ CEHC IIYKaTH «IPaBUIIbHICTEY, «CIPABKHICTH)»
TaK, HIOM BOHU JIeCh 3HAXOIAThCS (Ha MOBEPXHi
gu mmowuHi)? OmHaK, SKIIO TOTOIUTHCH 3 Te-
3010 bapTa mpo ecTeTHKy, TO 3’SIBISIETHCS IIaHC
HE Ha JHCKYpC, a HAa TPAaH3UTHUBHUH, HEe (iKkcoBa-
HUU TUCKypc. BTiM, 110 KOHTPiACOIOTis 11e HIllo
IHIIIE, SIK IIIe OJIHA i7ICONIOTist 800 BUBOPIT TUX ca-
MHX 1I€0JIOTiH, TaK i €CTeTHKa, K TPaH3UTHBHHMA
JICKYPC — TaKoX JUCKYpPC, JUCKYpC imeonorii i
€CTeTHKH (TYT MH HE MHCJIHMO €CTETHUKY SK He-
repMEHEBTUYHE / TI03arepMeHeBTHYHE). B Takomy
BUIAJIKY, BOHH HE HAJITO CIPUSIIOTH ITOIOJAHHIO
171€0IOTIYHOTO 00’ €KTY, SKIIO TakKe IOMOJIAHHS
BUMAaraethcsi. Ta 4M CHpaBji €CTETHKA JICKUTh
mo3a izieonorieto abo € KoHTpineomnoriero? Hapa-
31 3aJIUIIUMO 1€ TTUTaHHS BIIKpUTUM. [list po3-
TOPHYTOI BIANOBiAl MOTPIOHO OUIBLI AETANBHO
TIPOIIMCATH TEKCTOJOTIYHY EBOMIOLII0 TIIyMaYeH-
Hs1 baprom monsTTs ineonorii. [lonepenupo, 3a-
yBOXHMO: ifeonorist s bapra mepebyBae gk B
TUIONIMHI JIUCKYPCUBHIHN, TaK 1 B cOIliaJibHIN (Ka-
MTaNi3M, IIIMH CIIEKTP CTEPEOTHUIIIB — CYTO i/1e-
OJIOTIYHI KOHCTPYKTH), a MoBa — «Il est en bute,
par nature, au soupgon idéologique» [3, c. 65],
0 BUMarae 0opoTrbm i3 Hero. 3adikcyemo: ec-
TETHKa MOXE 3apaJuTH B «(HOpMYIIOBaHHI Ipa-
BHUJ HEMPSMOTO 1 TPAH3UTHBHOTO JHCKYPCY»,
ajie 1e He MOSCHIOE CUTYAI[II0 3aMKHEHOTO KOJIa.
Hagite yTouHeHHs bapra BiIHOCHO TpaH3UTHB-
HOTO TTUCKYPCY, IO BiH, MOBJISIB, 3MiHIOE€ MOBY,
He adimyoun CBOro IOMiHYBaHHS, BUKJIHMKAE
JIOJATKOB1 ITUTaHH, a He 3HiMae 1X. Cam mo cobi
TPAH3UTUBHHUIA JTUCKYPC, BHSIBISETHCS, IMPAIIOE
MPUXOBAHO, BiH JOMIHY€, ByaJlfOIOYH BIIACHE JI0-
MIHYBaHHS, 1, 3MiHEHa BHACJIIOK 3aCTOCYBaHHS
TPAH3UTHBHOTO JIUCKYPCY, MOBa TPUMa€ TaKe
JOMIHYBaHHs I TPUMAETHCS HOTO — 1e (PIKTUBHE
3MIiHIOBaHHs. 3HOBY TaKH, MAHEBP ITiIMIHU, TPH 3
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1JICOJIOTI€r0 HA i1 1OJT1, TTOJII HEBUAUMOT BUIUMOC-
Ti IIJTKOM MOYTHBHH 32 YMOBH, ITI0 1 HOTO BITHCA-
HO B IMOBIPHICHY CTPYKTYPY, SKIIO X 3aJHLIHTH
OCTOPOHb KOHTHHICHTHICTh, TO 3a4apOBaHe KOJIO
CaMOBIJITBOPIOBAHOI 11€0JIOT1T 3aJTUILIAETHCS HEY-
IIKO/DKeHUM. HIoaHCOM, SIKUi 10ToMarae 3HaiTi
ITIAPHHY B 3a4apOBAHOMY KOJIi KOHTHHICHTHOI
ieonorii i 3pyldHyBaTH HOr0 MOHOJITHICTh, SKa
BUSIBIISIEThCS BJIABAHOIO, € 3ayBara bapra momo
BUBEJICHHS 1JICOJIOTIT 3TYII[yBaHHSIM 33 MEXI1 O3HA-
yHUKa. BUXij 32 MexKi 03HAYHUKA — OCh IIMApUHA
LiIICHOCTI KOHTMHITEHTHO] 1/1€0JI0T11.

B 11boMy KOHTEKCTI JIJ1s1 TIOTIEPETHHOTO aHaTi-
3y 3BEPHEMOCH 10 HEBEJMKOTO TEKCTY Bapra «Ce
qu’il advient au Signifiant» (ofHa 3 IepeaAMOB 10
pomany IT’epa Tiiiora «Eden, Eden, Eden»). Bapr
nume: )

Eden, Eden, Eden, est un texte libre: libre de
tout sujet, de tout objet, de tout symbole: il s’écrit
dans ce creux (ce goufire ou cette tache aveugle)
ou les constituants traditionnels du discours
(celul qui parle, ce qu’il raconte, la fagon dont
il s’exprime) seraient de trop. La consequence
immédiate est que la critique, puisqu’elle ne
peut parler ni de I’auteur, ni de son sujet, ni de
son style, ne peut plus rien sur ce texte: il faut
«entrer» dans le langage de Guyotat; non pas y
croire, étre complice d’une illusion, participer a
un fantasme, mais écrire ce langage avec lui, a sa
place, le signer en méme temps que lui [2, c. 269].

Take TBEPKCHHSA bapra penesaHTHE HE
crinbkn 10 Tekcry liitora «Eden...», ckinbkn 10
«Prostitutiony», «Le Livre», B IKux «BXi,I[)) B CTBO-
pEeHy aBTOPOM MOBY a00 B MOBY, sIKa ITPOPOCTAE 3
IHIIIAX MOB, MOBY SIKa HE MPOCTO IIOCh BHUCIIOB-
JIIO€E, aJie siKa caMa € aBTOMaTHYHO JICKOHCTPYHO-
BaHUM BHCIIOBIIIOBAaHHSM, JIAMAHOK PHUTMIKOIO.
Bona ycima 3acobamu yHHKa€e O3HAYHHKA, BTpa-
Yae JIITepH, 3ByKH, IEPEBIIKPUBAE CHHTAKCUC (T€,
1o cTBOprO€ [ilfoTa CKIagHO BIMCATH y BU3HA-
YEHHS JUCKYpCY), cTMpae Mexi (izeomoriuni?)
MK TIiJIOM 1 TTHCBMOM, CEKCYalbHICTIO 1 BHpa-
JKEHHSIM CeKcyalibHOCTI. Ile BTpara BHCIIOBIIIO-
BaHHSM, BJIACHE BUCIIOBIIFOBAHHS, 11 BUTYKYBaH-
Hsl, BUKPUKYBaHH, ranacyBanHs. Texctu liiiora
JIEMOHCTPYIOTh HE BUXI1JI 1JICOJIOTIT 3a MEKi 03Ha-
YHHUKA [UISXOM 3TYIIYBaHHS, a B LIJOMY HOTO
moj0j1aHHs (JIOriKKM OIHAPHOCTI O3HAYHUK/O3HA-
YeHe) 1, yTBEPPKEHHS I0JIsl, BITLHOTO BiJl 17180510~
Tiii. BizbHOTO B TOMY CEHCI, IO 1I€0JIOTEMH 3a-
Jy4aroThCs K BUKpUTI apredakTtu. Tak, AificHo,
e cy0’eKTUBHA ONTHKA, BOHA HE € YHIBEpCalb-
HUM TIPUITHCOM YCYHEHHS 171e0JI0Tii (KpPOK caM 1o
001 ineonoriynmii par excellance). Ilpore iioro
HasBHICTb CBIIYMTH MPO, MOHAWMEHIIIE, BPA3IIH-
BICTB 11€0JIOTii, 3aMKHYTICTb ii B JIAKAHIBCHKOMY
cuMBOTIiYHOMY (1 yIBHOMY). BinbHe Bif imeomorii
none yrno{iOHIOETECS TaKaHIBCBKOMY PEasIbHO-
MY, TICBHIl OYEBH/IHII PANITOBOCTI, SIKA CTAETHCH,
KOJIIM «BXOIWII» B MOBY lilioTa, TaKky MOBY, fKa,
BJIACHE, 3a JCIKUMHU OKPEMHMH IapaMeTpamMu
TPATUIIIHO BU3HAYAETHCS SIK MOBa, 00 SICHO, 110
MaeMO CIIpaBy HE 3 BHJIO3MIHEHOIO MOBOIO, HE
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3 eKCIEPUMEHTOM 3apajd EKCIIEPUMEHTY, He i3
JUCKYPCUBHHM €CTETUYHUM JKECTOM, a 3 YUMOCh
IHIIIMM, — BOKaJi3aliero, hoHernsaniero. | minkom
JIOPCYHUM BUJAETHCS JICIIO, HA MEPIITHNA OIS,
nuBHe muTaHHs bapra: «s’il y avait, a titre de
perversion [...], une jouissance de [’idéologie?»
[4, c. 108].

[loBepriMoch o0 koHuenty imeomorii Jlyi
AunpTioccepa. Moro mobpe Bioma Te3a CTOCOBHO
ineonorii 3Byunth Tak: «l’idéologie représente
le rapport imaginaire des individus a leurs
conditions réelles d’existence» [1, c. 216]. Ce6T0
BOHa POOUTH CBOEPIIHY CYOCTHUTYILIiIO, HMPOHU-
Kalo4yy 10 caMOIo MUCJIEHHS, 00 1€0JI0risa — Iie
HE 3BUYAIHI CUCTEMH TIEPEKOHaHb, SIKI MU MpPU-
HHsTH 200 sIKi HaM HaB’sI3ad, a TIOPSJIOK opra-
Hi3amii peasbHOCTI, MO0 (OpMye HAc 10 HaIIol
nosBU. SIKIO 11€00risi MPOHUKAE IO MHUCIICHHS
o- @opMnIorqu Horo, To BoHa volens-nolens Bu-
poOisie MOHATIHHMI anapar (CyMiKHUH 3 i1e0I0-
FYHAMH anaparamu JIEPKaBU 33 AJIBTIOCCEPOM),
33 JIOTIOMOTOIO SIKOTO BiJI0YBAa€THCA | IMEHYBAHHS,
PO3yMiHHS cebe Ta THIIUX, TTOYaCTH TOMY «qu’en
tant que toute idéologie a pour fonction (qui la
définit) de «constituer» des individus concrets
en sujetsy [1, c. 303]. Tyt curyaris, sxy Jxymit
Batnep nasuBae «confrontation with a powerful
interpellation from elsewhere» [5, c. 20], kiHIe-
BUl ceHc sikoi roai mepeadauntu: «This is why
our ability to criticize ideologies is necessarily
rooted in the position of a bad or broken subject:
someone who has failed to approximate the norms
governing individuation, putting us in the difficult
position of breaking with our own upbringing or
formation...» [5, c. 20].

Tox JNEKOHCTPYKIIisl 11€0J10Tii PO3paxoBy€ETh-
cs1 31 3aTHOCTEH Cy0’€KTa, 3 ONTUK eiMiHaIlii, 31
3JIaMiB, IO BiOYBAIOTECS SIK HAa PiBHI CB1ZIOMOMY,
TaK 1 HECBIJIOMOMY, OCOOMCTICHOMY 1 COIIiaJIbHO-
my. Kputnka iﬂeonori'l' 0B’ s13aHA 3 BiIXOIOM Bif
JIOTMATU3MY, PO3yMIHHSM TOTO, IO € HE BUKIIIOY-
HO ippallioHaJbHUM, & KPUIITO YU MCEBIO PaIfio-
HAJTbHHM.
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