POSTSCRIPT ON
INSIGNIFICANCY

INCLUDING

MORE INTERVIEWS AND DISCUSSIONS
ONTHERISING TIDE OF INSIGNIFICANCY

FOLLOWED BY

SIX DIALOGUES
FOUR PORTRAITS
and
TWO BOOK REVIEWS

by Cornelius Castoriadis*
trandated from the French

and edited anonymously
asapublic service

Second Edition

*“Cornelius Castoriadis’ is here a pseudonym for Paul Cardan.**
** A Paul Cardan (active 1959-1965) wasapseudonymfor CorneliusCastoriadis (1922-1997).




NOTICE

Thepresent volumeisoffered toreadersasapublic serviceinthe
hopes of encouraging reflection and action aimed at deepening, and
realizing, the project of individua and collective autonomy on a
worldwide basisin all its manifestations.

Neither any website that would make the electronic version
available nor any other distributor who may comeforward in any medium
is currently authorized to accept any financia remuneration for this
service. “The anonymous Tranglator/Editor” (T/E) will thus not receive,
nor will T/E accept, any monetary payment or other compensation for his
labor as aresult of this free circulation of ideas.

Anyone who downloads or otherwise makes use of thistomeis
suggested to make a free-will donation to those who have presented
themselvesasthelegal heirsof Cornelius Castoriadis: Cybéle Castoriadis,
Sparta Castoriadis, and Zoé Castoriadis. Either cash or checks in any
currency made payable simply to “Castoriadis’ may be sent to the
following address:

Castoriadis, 1 ruede |’ Alboni 75016 Paris FRANCE
A suggested contribution isfive (5) dollars (US) or five (5) euros.

The aforesaid legal heirsare totally unaware of thisundertaking,
and so it will be completely for each individual user to decide, on his or
her own responsibility (aword not to be taken lightly), whether or not to
make such a contribution—which does not constitute any sort of legal
acknowledgment. It isentirely unknown how these heirswill react, nor can
it be guessed whether receipt of fundswill affect their subsequent legal or
moral decisions regarding similar undertakings in the future.”
Nevertheless, it isrecommended that each user contact, by electronic mail
or by other means, at |east ten (10) persons or organizations, urging them
to obtain a copy of the book in this way or offering these persons or
organizations gift copies. It is further recommended that each of these
persons or organizations in turn make ten (10) additional contacts under
the sametermsand circumstances, and so on and so forth, for the purpose
of furthering this nonhierarchical and disinterested “pyramid scheme’
designed to spread Castoriadis's thought without further hindrance.

*

Much Castoriadis material has gone out of print and much more remainsto be tranglated into English, publication projects
inwhich T/E is currently engaged. So far, in addition to the present volume, five other Castoriadis/Cardan volumes (listed
below withtheelectronic publication dates) have been tranglated from the French and edited anonymously asapublic service:

#The Rising Tide of Insignificancy (The Big Seep). http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf. December 4, 2003.

#Figures of the Thinkable, Including Passion and Knowledge. hitp://www.notbored.org/FT PK.pdf. February 2005.

#A Society Adrift: More Interviews and Discussions on The Rising Tide of Insignificancy, Including Revolutionary
Perspectives Today. http://www.notbored.org/ASA.pdf. October 2010.

#Postscript on Insignificancy, including Mor e Tnterviews and Discussions on the Rising Tide of Insignificancy, followed
by Five Dialogues, Four Portraitsand Two Book Reviews. 1% ed. March 2011. Postscript on Insignificancy, including More
Interviews and Discussions on the Rising Tide of Insignificancy, followed by Six Dialogues, Four Portraitsand Two Book
Reviews. 2™ ed. August 2017. http://www.notbored.org/PSRT I.pdf.

#Democracy and Relativism: Discusson with the "MAUSS™ Group. http://www.notbored.org/DR.pdf. January 2013.
#Window on the Chaos, Including“ How| Didn't BecomeaMusician” (BefaVersion). hitp://www.notbored.org/WoC.pdf
July 21, 2015.

#A Socidlisme ou Barbarie Anthology: Autonomy, Critique, Revolution in the Age of Bureaucratic Capitalism
http://notbored.org/SouBA.pdf July 2017.

Plus an online video with English-language subtitles
#lnterview with Cornelius Castoriadis (outtakes from Chris Marker’'s 1989 film L' Héritage de la chouette [The Owl's
Legacy]). http://Isa.umich.edu/modgreek/window-to-greek-culture history--bio--memoir.html May 2013.
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Foreword

With the electronic publication of Postscript on
Insignificancy, Including Morelnterviewsand Discussionson
the Rising Tide of Insignificancy. Followed by Five
Dialogues, Four Portraits, and Two Book Reviews (PSRTI),
the fourth in a series of Cornelius Castoriadis/Paul Cardan
volumes*“tranglated from the French and edited anonymously
asapublic service,” we cometo the end of several cyclesand
can now look forward to commencing new ones. A review of
this history as well as a projection of what is to come may
serve as a useful introduction to the present volume.

This quite unusua series began in December 2003
with The Rising Tide of Insignificancy (The Big Seep)
(RTI(TBY)), acreative and risky response both to afailure on
the part of the Castoriadisheirsand Stanford University Press
(SUP) to honor commitments and contracts and to their
refusal to bargain in good faith with Castoriadis' s longtime,
highly valued translator David Ames Curtis.! Proving more
effective in encouraging electronic downloads than any
tranglation published during Castoriadis's lifetime has been
able to €licit in sales, RTI(TBS) also garnered considerable
critical attention—for example, in along article in a mgjor
American academic journa that, by itself alone, probably
introduced his work to more people in the English-speaking
world than had ever before been exposed to his writings.?

A second tome, Figures of the Thinkable, Including
Passion and Knowledge (FT(P&K)), which followed in
February 2005, finally fulfilled the commitments to
Castoriadisthat Curtis himself had been unable to respect on
account of this still-ongoing labor dispute he nevertheless
remains ready to address at any time. That volume relevantly

1See “8-Point Agreement Drafted by Zoe Castoriadis and David Ames
Curtis’” and “August 5, 2003 Letter to Sparta Castoriadis from David
Ames Curtis,” aswell as Castoriadis' s written appreciation of Curtis.

2See Scott McLemee. “ The Strange Afterlife of CorneliusCastoriadis: The
Story of a Revered European Thinker, a Literary Legacy, Family
Squabbles, and Internet Bootlegging,” The Chronicle of Higher
Education, 50:29 (March 26, 2004): A14-16.
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Xii Foreword

included* Passion and Knowledge,” atrandation never before
published in book form that contains several additional uses
of Castoriadis's “figures of the thinkable” theme left
unmentioned in the French Editors' original volume, Figures
du pensable (FP). The FT(P&K) Trandlator’ s Foreword also
supplied contextual information about that key theme,
including examples of other uses of the phrase that had been
lost in 21984 English-languagetranslation of Les Carrefours
du labyrinthe (CL), the first in a series of six volumes of
Castoriadis's collected writings that began in 1978 and that
ended posthumously with the publication of FP in 1999.

A remarkable series of events ensued from this
nonconformist challenge to a publishing venture gone awry.?
Even beforeits publication, Castoriadis swidow and literary
heir Zoé had declared that FP would definitely be the last
volume in the Carrefours series and that no further
collections of his nonseminar writings would appear. Two
small books (now translated as part of the present tome) had
infact already been published soon after Castoriadisdied, but
both appeared to be projectsinitiated outside the small circle
of the heirs and the “Association Cornelius Castoriadis”
(ACC), the organization the heirs firmly control through
absentee proxy votes cast during biennial elections in which
the rank-and-file members have no access to their own
organization’ smembershiplist.* What seemsto have changed
their minds was the publication of an Appendix in RTI(TBS)
listing “non-Carrefours texts considered for possible
inclusion,” which announced that “translations of some of
these texts may be prepared at alater date for publication in
an electronic volume devoted to Castoriadis's post-S. ou B.
[Socialisme ou Barbarie] public interventions.” Faced with

Before the literary heirs and SUP broke their word and failed to respect
signed a contract, Curtis had been able to complete the trand ation of the
first volumein the collection of Castoriadis's Ecole des Hautes Etudesen
Sciences Sociaes seminars. On Plato’s Satesman (OPS, 2002).

“These two volumes, Dialogue (D) and Post-Scriptumsur |’ insignifiance.
Entretiens avec Daniel Mermet (P-SID) were published by Editions de
I’ Aubein 1998. On the ACC’s undemocratic practices, see thislink.
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the (for them) unsettling prospect of additional Castoriadis
texts appearing in book form in English that were till
unavailable to French-speaking readers, the heirs and the
ACC made a quick about-face. Thus did Une société a la
dérive. Entretiens et débats 1974-1997 (SD) suddenly appear
amere 15 months after RTI(TBS)'s publication. Indeed, SD
included many texts listed in that RTI(TBS) Appendix.®

Even more unexpected was the quite belated
(November 2009) admission by Helen Arnold—the person
SUP hired, even though Curtis still has an outstanding
contract with that academic press—that she had been wrong
al aong not to have consulted with Curtis before agreeing to
replace him, thereby in effect admitting her role as a scab
translator.® Moreover, she denounced in writing SUP's
“incompetence and disorganization.” Nevertheless, Arnold
was unwilling to make any restitution for her self-admittedly
unprofessional behavior and instead proceeded to trandate
another Castoriadis volume for Fordham University Press
(FUP), where Helen Tartar, the SUP Editor who refused to
honor the contract she had drawn up with Curtis, had
migrated after SUP fired her. Like her poorly executed SUP
trandation of FP, Arnold's astoundingly ignorant and
incompetent French-to-Englishtrand ation of SD at FUP—full
as it is of gross translation errors, misguotations, and
inaccurate references—earned the following highly negative
appreciation from one longtime Castoriadis tranglator into a
third language: “aprobableresult will bethat areader relying
onthisversionwill blamethe author for this sloppiness—and
that’ sthe worst thing atranslator can perpetrate. One wishes
that those who are respong[i]ble will act.”

An amusing sideshow was Tartar’ s February 7, 2010
e-missiveto Curtis, sent viathe ACC’sonline discussion list

5A full analysisof the overlapsand discrepancies appearsin the Foreword
to the online electronic tranglation of SD.

5See Helen Arnold’'s “Texte provisoire” (in English) and “Public
Statement of Agreement and Resolution: Helen Arnold and David Ames
Curtis (Draft: 28 x 2009),” which Arnold refused to sign, aswell as“An
Open Letter to Helen Arnold: Please Resume Good-Faith Negotiations.”
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in response to Curtis's detailed criticisms of Arnold's FUP
volume:” “ Amazon has been directed to remove and block all
[sic] postsfromyou.” Of course, Amazon completely ignored
such asilly, censorious threat, which neverthel ess blackened
the previously respected name of that academic publisher.

It was thus within this highly charged context that, in
October 2010, athird electronic Castoriadis/Cardan book, A
Society Adrift: More Interviews and Discussions on The
Rising Tide of Insignificancy, Including Revolutionary
Perspectives Today (ASA(RPT)), was trandated from the
Frenchand edited anonymously asapublic service.® That new
tome, we saw, included translations of SD texts forced into
thepublic sphereby RTI(TBS)’ sgenially menacing Appendix.
And, in addition to providing the full version of an interview
containing Castoriadis's only discussion in English of
Socialisme ou Barbarie (the now-legendary revolutionary
group he cofounded in 1946 as a “tendency” within the
Trotskyist Fourth International that became an autonomous
organization two years later),’ ASA(RPT) aso included
“Revolutionary Perspectives Today,” a February 1973 talk,
delivered in English to the comrades of S. ou B.’s British
sister organization Solidarity that had until then remained in
typescript form.

Of more substantive interest than Tartar’ sidle threat,
this series of unauthorized Castoriadis/Cardan tranglations,

"See“The Astounding I gnorance and | ncompetence of ‘ Translator’ Helen
Arnold.”

8See “ Statement of David Ames Curtis concerning the announcement of
the PDF electronic publication of Cornelius Castoriadis/Paul Cardan’s A
Society Adrift: More Interviews and Discussions on The Rising Tide of
Insignificancy, Including Revolutionary Per spectives Today” (October 16,
2010).

SThisfirst haf of Castoriadis's 1990 interview with Radical Philosophy,
completely omitted by SD’s French Editors and by Arnold, appeared as
“Autonomy Is an Ongoing Process. An Introductory Interview” in Part
One of ASA(RPT). The second half, “Market, Capitalism, Democracy”
appeared in full in Part Two of that same tome, though only partially in
both SD and Arnold’' s embarrassing FUP translation.
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meticulously prepared and executed by a single “ anonymous
tranglator,” has since inspired the creation of a multilingual,
international anonymous collective that has undertaken to
scan and publish online free of charge as a public service all
forty S. ou B. issues.”® And of even greater substantive
interest, it has recently been learned through the grapevine—
the ACC Council and its Publication Committee (in fact, the
same people) hold all their meetings in secret, never
announcing beforehand or afterwardif, where, and when they
have met or what they have discussed—that suddenly, nearly
adecade and a half after Castoriadis sdeath, hisS. ou B.-era
writings may soon be reprinted. Curtis had been stressing the
importance of reissuing those long out-of -print writings ever
since the first meeting held in 1998 to consider posthumous
publication projects. This possible indication that he might
finaly have been heard began circulating as a rumor a mere
month after the publication of ASA(RPT), whose Trandlator’s
Foreword had criticized once again the lopsidedness of the
ACC's publication plans, skewed as they are toward the
academic seminars(and, sincetheappearanceof the RTI(TBS)
Appendix, toward some of his later texts) at the expense of
his earlier, now often inaccessible writings.** It would seem
that theanonymoustrandator’ screatively conceived, ongoing
contestation of the family’s and the ACC’'s publication
priorities and decisions has again borne substantial fruit.

950 far, eight S. ou B. issues have appeared online at http://soubscan.org.
The ASA(RPT) Translator’ s Foreword noted that Arnold and her husband
Daniel Blanchard had previously sabotaged both “an offer made by the
University of Michigan's Scholarly Publishing Officeto scanall S. ou B.
issues for free and make them available to the public online with no fee”
and a project initiated by Curtis to trandate selected S. ou B. texts into
English for a British publisher.

UTheCastoriadisliterary heirswerecriticized in ASA(RPT)' s Trandlator’s
Foreword for having sel ectively republished textswritten especially for the
1970sEditions10/18 reprintsof hisS. ou B. writingswhilefailing to make
the bulk of those reprints—the actual review articles—available to a
contemporary reading public. Some Parisian bookstoreseven have stocked
Curtis's Castoriadis Reader as a way of making at least some of
Castoriadis/Cardan’s S. ou B. writings available in France.
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Let usrecal that “ The Rising Tide of Insignificancy”
is the title Castoriadis gave to the eponymous interview for
the fourth volume of the Carrefours series, La Montée de
I’insignificance (M1, 1996)."2 Along with “ A Society Adrift”
—thetitle for a 1993 interview that became the eponymous
text for SD and ASA(RPT), the French and English tomesthe
RTI(TBS) Appendix conjured into existence—the“risingtide
of insignificancy” hasposthumously become perhapsthemost
identifiable themein Castoriadis' s later work. Indeed, it was
in this “Rising Tide of Insignificancy” interview that
Castoriadis, while highlighting the relevance of this theme,
briefly summarized its content by alluding to “the burning
issues of the day: the decomposition of Western societies,
apathy, political cynicism and corruption, the destruction of
the environment, the situation of the poor countries of the
world.” A very early and consistent critic of Russian
“Communism”—which he termed “total and totalitarian
bureaucratic capitalism” to contrast it with the “fragmented
bureaucratic capitalism” of the West, of which he was also
always a ferocious critic—Castoriadis |lamented there that it
is precisely those burning issues that today’ s contented and
uncritical “antitotalitarians. . . passsilently over.”** For him,
mere opposition—being “ anti-"—wasnever enough. Instead,
he sought to bring out “the positive content of socialism”
(later termed the project of an autonomous society, made up
of autonomous individuals) as the sine qua non for
understanding, by way of contrast, present-day society, with
itsinherited and renewed forms of heteronomy, aswell asfor
envisoning and working toward another society, an

2This radio interview granted to Olivier Morel, now trandated in
RTI(TBS), first appeared as“ Un monde & venir” (A world to come) inLa
République Internationale des Lettres, 1:4 (June 1994): 4-5.

BMichael Scott Christofferson’ sFrench IntellectualsAgainst theLeft: The
Antitotalitarian Movement of the 1970s (New Y ork and Oxford: Bergham
Books, 2004) uncritically lumps Castoriadis in with these
“antitotalitarians’ in order to score some questionable political points.
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autonomous one that posits its own laws, knowing that it is
doing s0.** As noted in ASA(RPT)’s Trandlator’ s Foreword:

What mattered for him, in articulating the RTI/ASA
theme, was. . . the elucidatory power of the current
and continuing conflict between autonomy and
heteronomy—the “dual institution,” within modern
societies, of the project of autonomy, on theonehand,
and the competing capitalist project for the unlimited
expansion of (pseudo)rationa mastery over natureand
humanity, on the other—with thelatter project having
gained the upper hand in away that nevertheless was
in no way fated and is in no way guaranteed to last.
The goal Castoriadis set for himself in analyzing “a
society adrift” was to maintain and expand the
meaning of a revolutionary orientation while
examining the ways in which such a society, which
produces irrationality and insignificancy, might still
face serious challenges, specific to its imaginary
institution, and not those theoretical ones tied to
Marxism'’s economic eschatol ogy.

As he explained in MI’s Avertissement (Notice), dated July
1995, the texts published there, which are “devoted to the
contemporary Situation, to reflection on society, and to
politics,” include “most of my texts from the past few years’
on those topics. Another volume, one dealing instead with
“psychoanalysisand philosophy,” would, he promised, follow
in afew months.™®

What the RTI(TBS) Appendix revealed and what the
heirs' grudging and bel ated publication of SD confirmed, was
that Castoriadis had, a year and a half before his death,
considerably underestimated the number of his writings,

¥This positive point isforcefully made at the beginning of the second part
of “On the Content of Socialism” (1957; now in PSW2).

BWith an Avertissement dated June 1996, the fifth Carrefours volume,
Fait et a faire, was printed in February 1997. The printer’s date for Ml
was March 1996.
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interviews, and talkson political and social issuesthat had not
yet been gathered into book form. Indeed, in the year
preceding his death, Castoriadis had been working closely
with Curtis on the projected tables of contents for new
volumes, in both French and English, that would have
included more socia and political texts aswell as additional
psychoanalytical and philosophical ones.’* Moreover, the
French and English publication histories of Castoriadis's
writings have diverged considerably ever since Philosophy,
Palitics, Autonomy (PPA) appeared in 1991, and so anumber
of political and social textsalready translated and/or edited by
Curtis had been awaiting book publication for along time.

_~

With PSRTI, we complete a cycle of three English-
language electro-samizdat books devoted to the RTI/ASA
theme. Given that the Castoriadis heirs finaly relented,
publishing SD following the felicitous pressure of the
RTI(TBS) Appendix, ASA(RPT) generally followed the French
Editors text selections. It simply omitted texts previously
published elsewhere in English in book form, provided full
versionsof texts Castoriadishad composed in Englishthat the
French Editors had abridged, and added “Revolutionary
Perspectives Today,” which allowed one to hear Castoriadis
directly address an audience of British militants. Moreover,
inclusion of that “transitional period” text from 1973, which
criticized the capitalist assumptions of Marxian economics
but al so rel ated thelimitations of Marxiantheory to upheavals
in science more generally, made ASA(RPT) a more well-
rounded collection overall for English-speaking readers.

And yet, asmay now be seenin glancing at the present
tome’ stable of contents, RTI(TBS) and ASA(RPT) had hardly
exhausted the available supply of Castoriadis's political and
socia texts yet to be published in book form. As the
Trandator’s Foreword for the latter tome pointedly noted,

1T his is what, after and on account of his death, became, in the French
Editor’ s hands, FP (now tranglated as FT(P&K)).
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“Surprisingly, SD’s French Editors completely neglected an
additional seven political interviews generally fitting the. . .
RTI/ASA theme’ that had been listed in the RTI(TBS)
Appendix. That neglect has now been rectified by the
inclusion of all those pieces here.”

Now, it might be objected that these disparate
interviews were not selected for SD and not al included in
Castoriadis's projected future volumes for a reason, they
being less momentous—or more “occasional” —pieces than
other ones and also, at times, somewhat redundant. Y et
Castoriadis himself already explained in MI’ s Avertissement:

You will encounter here some repetitions among

certain texts. They are inevitable when one has to

familiarize different audiences with the author’s

presuppositions, which are not obvious to everyone.
. | hope to count on the reader’ s indul gence.

Furthermore, while the Castoriadis heirs have not (yet?)
chosen to publish these seven interviews in book form, the
two ones conducted by Le Monde are now available onlineto
French-speaking readersat http://www.magmaweb.fr.*®* Soiit
makes sensefor English-speaking readers, too, to have access
to those two texts as well as other ones available to French-
speaking readers in newspaper and journal archives.

Now, itisnot being claimed herethat theseinterviews
are among Castoriadis' s absolutely most significant texts in

™The Ambiguities of Apoliticism,” “Perish the Church, the State, the
Universities, the Media, and the Consensus,” “Giving a Meaning to Our
Lives,” “Paliticsin Crisis,” “A Crisis of the Imaginary?’ “ The Rebirth of
aDemocratic Movement,” and “ Society Running in Neutral” arethetitles
we have supplied in trandation for theseinterviewsincluded in Part Two.

¥This website of the French group Lieux Communs has, without the
Castoriadisheirs' authorization, posted scanned or transcribed versions of
a large number of Castoriadis texts (though not always with the utmost
accuracy). Other PSRTI chaptersthat have already appeared in French on
http://www.magmaweb.fr are the Descamps interview, the Lasch
discussion, and thefinal L’ Evénement du jeudi interview; also posted are
mp3 files for three additional discussions not transcribed for Dial ogue.
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general or even on the topic of insignificancy. But then,
Castoriadis never believed in significations being absolute;
however far-reaching its import and its scope, meaning is
aways situated, practiced, pertinent in relation to . . . What
these and other PSRTI chapters offer isanother approach to
hisRTI/ASA themein general aswell asto some of the more
specific political and social issueshepublicly addressedinhis
later years. And this* other approach” ismade possible by our
offering texts where Castoriadis approaches such themes and
issues in another way—Iess formal, sometimes less precise,
too, but also more engaged in explaining and expounding his
basic positions and analyses to a variety of audiences.

_~

Thisfina Castoriadis/Cardan tomeforegrounding“the
risingtide of insignificancy” begins, quite appropriately, with
what has been titled apostscript on that very theme. This sort
of fina “P.S.” from the author—communi cated intheform of
aNovember 1996 interview conducted by Daniel Mermet, the
host of a France Inter radio network alternative call-in
program devoted to political and social issues—appeared in
book form in August 1998, just eight months after
Castoriadis's death on December 26, 1997. It thus aso
constitutes his first posthumously published tome. We have
trandated it herein its entirety as Part One.

In order to provide some context for Castoriadis's
post-S. ou B. political and socia writings, Part Two begins
retrospectively with a document in English issued following
aMay 1961 “ conferenceof revolutionary socialists[that] was
held in Paris, grouping representatives of ‘ Pouvoir Ouvrier’
(France), ‘Unita Proletaria’ (Italy), ‘ Socialism Reaffirmed’
(Great Britain), and ‘Pouvoir Ouvrier Belge' (Belgium),”
according to Solidarity’s 1969 Introduction.’® This is a

¥3olidarity is Socialism Reaffirmed'srevised name, while Pouvoir Ouvrier
is the alternate name for the Socialisme ou Barbarie group as well asthe
title of itsmonthly newspaper at the time, which offered alesstheoretical,
more militant-oriented presentation of S. ou B.’s main theses.
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collective document, signed neither “Castoriadis’ nor
“Cardan.” As such, it does not always reflect his views, for
example in the surprising statement that “[t]here will be
equality of wages and pensions until it proves feasible to
abolish money”—whereas, as early as 1957, Castoriadis was
clearly explaining that advocacy of “absolute wage equality”
did not and could not signify the abolition of all uses of
money.” Y et it also borrows extensively from hiswritings at
the time, asis shown in Tranglator/Editor (T/E) footnotes. It
thus constitutesafair introduction to hisviewsjust as S. ou B.
was serializing his Pivotal text “Modern Capitalism and
Revolution” (MCR).* MCR'’ s theses on depoliticization and
privatization form the basis, in social and political analysis,
for what would becomethe RT1/ASA theme—which hasalso
been informed by the group’s later decision to suspend
publication of the review* and his views on the aftermath of
the explosion and then subsidence of May '68 and other
movements of the Sixties,® as well as by his subsequent
reflections on contemporary society that are more explicitly
groundedinaphilosophical anthropol ogy centered aroundthe
creation and destruction of social imaginary significations.

2In “On the Content of Socialism, 1" (PS\2, p. 125, dightly correcting
now Solidarity’s translation), Castoriadis states: “Many absurdities have
been spoken about money and itsabolition in asocialist society. It should
beclear, however, that therole of money isradically transformed fromthe
moment it no longer can be used as a means of accumulation (no one
being able to possess the means of production) or as a means of exerting
social pressure (all incomes being equal).” On this issue, see also
“Response to Richard Rorty” (1991) and “Market, Capitalism,
Democracy” (1990), both in ASA(RPT), pp. 107 and 210ff., respectively.

ZAfter considerable internal discussion and dissension within S. ou B.,
MCR'’sfirst part appeared inthe review’ sDecember 1960 i ssue, whilethe
second part came out in April 1960, a month prior to this international
conference. The third and final part was published in December 1961.

2See the 1967 circular “The Suspension of Publication of Socialisme ou
Barbarie’ (PSW3).

3See “The Anticipated Revolution” (1968; now in ibid.) and “The
Movements of the Sixties’ (1986; now in WIF).
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Part Two continues with a1973 interview conducted
by fellow former S. ou B. member Christian Descampsfor the
prestigious semimonthly Parisian literary review La
QuinzaineLittéraire. Earlier that year, Castoriadis—who had
been granted French citizenship in 1970, though merely on a
probationary basis for the following two years—had begun
reprinting his S ou B. texts under his own name in the
Editions 10/18 series. Though hehad al ready published afew
psychoanalytical, philosophical, and scientific texts as
“Cornelius Castoriadis’ before then,® the Quinzaine
Littéraire glece isin fact Castoriadis' s inaugural published
interview® as well as his first chance to speak in his own
nameabout hisS. ou B. years. “ A Thoroughgoing Shakeup of
All Forms of Social Life’ thus serves asimilar purpose here
totherolesplayed by the*introductory interviews” previously
published in CR and ASA(RPT).*

Part Two immediately switches back, however, to a
1974 “Paul Cardan” text. For, Solidarity had regularly and
extensively been trandating the writings of “Cardan” since
1960, when this British group was still called Socialism
Reaffirmed. “Wot? No Contradictions?” shows Cardan
engaging with critics, in particular those who felt
uncomfortablewith hisand Solidarity’ sincreasing challenges
to Marxist dogma. Indeed, in reacting to earlier Cardan
pamphlets published by Solidarity, a“Marxist faction” had

2Epilegomena to a Theory of the Soul which has been presented as a
Science” (1968), “The Sayable and the Unsayable” (1971), “Modern
Scienceand Philosophical Interrogation” (1973), and“ Technique” (1973)
were all eventually reprinted in CL (1978; English translation, 1984). An
excerpted version of “The Question of the History of the Workers
Movement” (now in PSW3)—a text written for another Editions 10/18
volume (EMO1), published the next year—also appeared in 1973, in an
issue of Connexions.

ZDescamps thereby began a personal tradition that continues to this day,
as he hassincereviewed in La Quinzaine Littéraire amost all books that
have appeared under Castoriadis' s name, including the posthumous ones.

%“The Only Way to Find Out If Y ou Can Swim Isto Get into the Water”
(1974) and “Autonomy |s an Ongoing Process’ (1990), respectively.
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left the group just two months after hedelivered his1973talk,
“Revolutionary Perspectives Today,” to Solidarity militants.?”
The next piece, a brief Letter to the Editor of Le
Monde from 1985, shows Castoriadis directly engaged in
clarifying his public position concerning a key aspect of the
RTI/ASA theme: his contention that modern Western
societiesare not true democracies(as some* antitotalitarians’
would have them be) but “liberal oligarchies’ that include
some residual freedoms obtained through past struggles and
yet are directed by a restricted, self-coopting group of
economic, political, social, and cultural powers. Castoriadis
was protesting agai nst that newspaper’ smisrepresentati ons of
a talk he had delivered, “Third World, Third Worldism,
Democracy,” which we already included in RTI(TBS).
Another aspect of Castoriadis's public persona is
showcased in our reprint of the transcription of a 1986 BBC
radio discussion led by Michael Ignatieff. Castoriadis is
presented there smply as a “psychoanalyst,” while
Christopher Lasch is billed as a “cultural critic.” As Lasch
was abetter-known author in the English-speaking world, the
show’ sfocus was on his book The Culture of Narcissism—a
topic that still provided Castoriadis ample opportunity to
discuss elements of his RTI/ASA theme and relate it to his
reflections at the time on social aspects of psychoanalysis.?®
“The Ambiguities of Apoliticism”—the first of the
seven interviews on political and social matters suggested in
the RTI(TBS) Appendix but neglected by SD’s French
Editors—addresses the issue of the French high-school and
college student demonstrations of 1986. These student
protests against the neo-Gaullist government’s university

2'See A[ki] Ofrr]. “Political Conseguences of A Philosophical Illusion,”
Solidarity for Workers Power, 7:6 (April 22 1973): 19-20. “Those who
left expressed strong disagreement with two pamphletsyet to be published
(Cardan’s ‘ Revolution Re-affirmed’ and our new pamphlet on Vietnam)
and with two older texts (namely ‘History and Revolution” and ‘Modern
Capitalism and Revolution’).”

BSee, e.9., “Psychoanalysis and Society 17 (1982) and “Psychoanalysis
and Society 11" (1984), both now in RTI(TBS).
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reformswerethebiggest since 1968, and perhapsnumerically
larger than that earlier student rebellion with which S. ou B.
remainsidentified, May’ 68 student |eader Dany Cohn-Bendit
having stated that many of his and the other student rebels
ideas were taken from that revolutionary group of which
Dany’s older brother Gaby was a member. Yet the Paris
newspaper Libération granted Castoriadis only limited space
to talk about this significant, if “ambiguous’ event, printing
his answers to only a few of the interview questions they
posed. As with his analysis of the promises and potential
drawbacks of the railway workers strikes that followed
immediately thereafter and of the new working-class
organizational form, the coor dinations, that arosetherefrom,*
his take on the 1986 student demonstrations is nuanced,
tempering enthusiasm for this counterexample to the waning
of political and social conflict, which he had lamented, with
aclear-eyed view of how the students have also internalized
key aspects of Western society’ srising tide of insignificancy.

The next chapter, which we have entitled “This
Extraordinary Capacity for Self-Organization,” alows usto
listen to Castoriadis's more extensive intervention on the
sametopic during a public debate conducted six months after
those events. Again, the appreciation is nuanced by his view
of the “dual institution of modernity,” with its intimate
conflict between the project of autonomy, on the one hand,
and heteronomy in the form of the capitalist project of
unlimited expansion of rational mastery, on the other, which,
in modern capitalism, leadsto disengagement from the public
sphere. Praising the students’ organizational creativity and
their self-mobilization, Castoriadis also pointedly noted that
their demands, by way of contrast, “are of a total
insignificancy”—an early use of thiskey term. He also profits
from this occasion to polemicize against the inconsistencies
of the “republicanism” of “former Leftists or Communists
who have converted back to republican or democraticideal s’
aswell as against analyses, or celebrations, of contemporary
“individualism”—which fail to take fully into account the

%See “The Coordinations: A Preface’ (1996; in RTI(TBS)).
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phenomena of privatization and depoliticization he had been
examining since the late 1950sin MCR.

Castoriadishad certainly gained somerenown beyond
left-wing circleswith the publication of hispost-Afghani stan-
invasion Librearticlefrom 1980 about Russian expansionism,
which became the book Devant la guerre (DG, Facing war,
1981). He aso began teaching at the prestigious Ecole des
Hautes Etudes en Sciences Socialesthat same year. Reviews
of DG as well as interviews with or profiles of Castoriadis
began appearing more often not only in La Quinzaine
Littéraire but also in L’ Express, Paris Match, and Politique
Etrangere (the French equivalents of Time, Life, and Foreign
Affairs) aswell asin other mass-circulation newspapers and
magazines. With regard to his analysis of post-totalitarian,
“stratocratic” Russia, itishard to say who misunderstood him
more: the establishment press—which failed to comprehend
that Castoriadis saw Russian “Communism” asaparticularly
virulent form of the system he also opposed in the West—or
the established or oppositional Left—which mistakenly
believed that Castoriadis had suddenly and inexplicably
become aright-wing Cold Warrior at the start of the Reagan-
Thatcher years. In any case, both sidesignored the context for
DG: the fact that, over the previous decade, Castoriadis had
finaly been able to publish, under his own name in eight
Editions 10/18 volumes, the mgjority of his S. ou B. writings,
which analyze Eastern and Western forms of bureaucratic
capitalism. Inany case, Castoriadis continued to make himsel f
and hiswritings available to a wide variety of publications.

With Russia on the decline during the second half of
the 1980s and on the verge of implosion by 1988, Castoriadis
granted an interview to L’Express, a newsweekly that had
gone from taking mildly left-of-center and anticolonia
positions at its inception in the 1950s to becoming a
mass-circulation center-right publication.®*® Not mincing his

®That same year, he asserted, in a left-libertarian review devoted to
opposition movements in Eastern Europe, that Russia was the “prime
candidate for a social revolution”; see hisinterview: “LaRussie, premier
candidat alarévolution sociale,” 1ztok. Revue libertaire sur les pays de
I'Est, 16 (septembre 1988): 29-34.
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words even before the collapse of the “Soviet Union,” he
criticized the antitotalitarians head on, connecting their brand
of anti-Communism with an ideological revival of “free-
market” Liberalism during the Reagan-Thatcher years:

In a well-known swing of the pendulum of History,
people are reasoning as if the horrors of the Gulag
validated Liberal {i.e., free-marketeer} conservatism:
If you try to change something, we are going to sink
into totalitarianism—which is a pitiful sophism.

S0 as to underscore Castoriadis's relentlessly radica
orientation, we translate his full phrase as the title for this
second of the seven af orementioned interviews—*Perish the
Church, the State, the Universities, the Media, and the
Consensus’—whereasL’ Expressprimly retained only “ Perish
the Consensus’ in its title. This interview was also an
occasion for him to highlight the limitations of a politics
based solely on abstract “human rights.” In another
articulation of RTI/ASA theme, he stated that a “discourse
based on the rights of man or on the ‘democracy’ allegedly
achieved here and now masks the black hole at the heart of
society, the never named crisis, the ten vol canos upon which
we live, the disappearance of the political imagination.”

A brief contribution from the following year, aso
published in the same newsweekly, isof particularly precious
value. As Curtis was preparing World in Fragments (WMF, a
selection of Carrefours-series texts) for Stanford University
Press in the mid-1990s, SUP Editor Helen Tartar discussed
with Castoriadisthe possibility of publishing another volume
that would bring his analyses of contemporary society up to
date. RTI(TBS) adopted asits subtitle his proposed title, “The
Big Sleep,” in honor of this never-written Castoriadis tome
that would have brought the RTI/ASA theme to the fore in
book form for an English-speaking audience. We are finally
able to present here in trandation the April 1989 L’ Express
piece, “ The Big Sleep of the Democracies,” where this title
first appeared. It is, in fact, one of his most succinct
summaries of what was called, in the RTI(TBS) Trandator’s
Foreword, the “figures of contemporary barbarism.”



http://books.google.com/books?id=VVN4HmMz64AC&printsec=frontcover&dq=World+in+Fragments&cd=1#v=onepage&q=&f=false
http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf
http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf

Foreword XXVil

Castoriadis regularly made himself available for
interviews when books of his appeared in print. The
willingness on the part of large press outlets to open their
columns to his words and ideas afforded Castoriadis an
opportunity to express his political and social as well as
philosophical views before abroad public audience and to do
S0 in a sometimes more colloquia way than was donein his
published writings. Such interviews thus often offer less
precise or detailed explanations of his opinions and need not
betaken asdefinitiveexpressionsthereof. Y et they also allow
usto listen in on Castoriadis's efforts to get his main points
across, answer objections thereto, and expound further on
thelir intricaciesand overall import. “ GivingaMeaning to Our
Lives’ isa1990 interview with Le Monde' s Roger-Pol Droit
on the occasion of the reprint of the first two volumesin the
Editions 10/18 series® aswell asthe publication of Le Monde
morcelé(MM), thethird volumeinthe Carrefoursseries. MM
had begun with atext central to the RTI/ASA theme: his 1989
Boston University lecture that became “The Retreat from
Autonomy: Postmodernism as Generalized Conformism.” *
Indeed, Droit begins his interview by asking Castoriadis to
elaborate on the argument he presented in that speech.®

Four vyears after the 1986 French student
demonstrations, which had testified to an “extraordinary
capacity for self-organization” but that had also revealed the
persistent pull of political conformism, another set of
demonstrations on the part of high-school students broke out
in the wake of riots in Vaulx-en-Velin® Already in
RTI(TBS)'s “The Dilapidation of the West” (1991), we saw

3! a Société bureaucratique (Paris: Christian Bourgois Editeur, 1990).
SAMF reprints the subsequent (1991) Melbourne lecture version.

*Also to be noted isthe fact that, amonth and a day before publication of
this Le Monde interview, Castoriadis spoke at a colloquium organized by
Droit and sponsored by the latter’s newspaper; see “The Greek and the
Modern Political Imaginary” (now in WIF).

#Seen. 1 to “Politicsin Crisis’ for abrief description of those events.
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Castoriadis noting that the French government’ s response to
those riots amounted to little more than “the creation of afew
new committees and bureaucratic posts ‘to deal with the
problem’” —adiagnosismorethan confirmed by thefailure of
successive governments to address problems faced by poor
peoplefromimmigrant populationsand, ultimately, to prevent
the French urban youth riotsthat in 2005 led to theimposition
of athree-month state of emergency. Inhis1990 interview for
Politis, an aternative newsweekly of the anti-Stalinist and
ecological Left started in 1988, Castoriadis remarks:

The demands of the high-school students are quite
reasonable. What is striking is that they in no way
challenge the system; with these demands, students
are simply asking that it function properly—and that
provokes apolitical crisis. It's absolutely typical that
we' ve reached the point where one has to have the
users themselves, the high-school students, rattle the
State in order for the State to do its job. That is
revelatory of the growing inability of contemporary
institutions to face up to the questions that are being
posed by social and historical change.

S. ou B. had long argued that (1) bureaucracy is not just
“inefficient” but downrightirrational initsoperation, because
it plans for othersin their absence; and (2) those subject to
bureaucratic institutions must participate to fill these gapsin
the bureaucratic plan. With the generalization of bureaucracy
fromtheworkplaceto al social spheres, thisdynamic spreads
throughout social and political relationsin modern-capitalist
society, it was argued as early as MCR. The “rising tide” of
which Castoriadis spoke is thus also expressed in the
insignificancy of bureaucratic governmental responsesandin
the (at least provisional) inability of peopleat the baseto offer
a lasting alternative that would break the syndrome of
exclusion-participation-exclusion. “Politics’ is indeed “in
crisis,” asthetitle of thisthird of the seven interviews asserts.

Also in crisis is the contemporary “imaginary” of
Western societies—which, even when there is a temporary
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break in the “waning of social and political conflict,”* find
themselves incapable of imagining and implementing
aternative outcomes to the pressing problemsthey face. Just
as he had made himself available to the organ of areformist
trade union, the CFDT, in the 1970s, Castoriadis waswilling
to be interviewed in 1991 by Vendredi, the official organ of
the main reformist political party on the French Left. While
he avoids waxing ironic there about French Socialist Party
leaders being like opera singers who do not leave the stage
but just sing interminably about their impending exit (as he
does in the next chapter), Castoriadis does briefly outline in
thisfourth interview listed in the RTI(TBS) Appendix what a
truerevolutionizing of today’ ssocial and political unitswould
involvewhilealso telling hisinterviewer what “theinvention
of such forms as well as their implementation presupposes’
for oneto be ableto put an end to this crisis of the imaginary:
“arenewal of people s deep-seated attitudes, arebirth of the
passionfor democracy.” And heaso renewsherehistieswith
the work of S. ou B., which was subtitled an “organ of
critique and revolutionary orientation.” “Intellectuals,” he
saysin answer to Vendredi’ sfinal question,® must engagein
“uncompromising criticism of existing redlities and
elucidation of the possibilities for transforming them.”

Just as the “Soviet Union” was definitively splitting
up in December 1991, Droit gave Castoriadis an opportunity
to express his views at length in a wide-ranging Le Monde
interview, the sixth of the seven listed in the RTI(TBS)
Appendix. Many elementsof theRTI/ASA themearetouched
on there, aong with his work in psychoanalysis and
philosophy. He addresses further the nature of the “crisis’
evokedin previousinterviewsand makes clear again the need
for creative invention to counter the current failure of the
political imagination not only in the West but aso in the
former satellite countries of the East, which had ingeniously

®Variations on this phrase appear ten times in the present tome.

Castoriadis himself didiked the term intellectual. See his 1987 essay
“Intellectuals and History” (now in PPA).
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freed themselvesfrom the Russian yoketwo yearsearlier only
to engage in an effort to copy Western consumer society and
parliamentary “democracy”: “The rebirth of a democratic
movement will have to go by way of the creation of new
forms of political organization,” he states. We also find here
another instance of Castoriadis's examination of the figures
of “the thinkable,” which provided the title and theme for
FT(P&K): “Philosophy has to think all that is thinkable—in
other words, everything that is given in our experience and
not only the fact that it is given but how it is given.”

We have included, before the seventh and fina
interview listed in the RTI(TBS) Appendix, a previously
untranslated and untitled Castoriadis text we call “The *End
of History’?’ in homage to his earlier response, to Richard
Rorty, “The ‘End of Philosophy’?” (now in PPA). In the
Summer 1989 issue of an American neoconservative
publication, The National Interest, U.S. State Department
official Francis Fukuyama wrote an essay entitled “ The End
of History?” One might admire Fukuyama's audacity in
staking hisintellectual reputation on his projection of a post-
Communist future several months before the collapse of the
Berlin Wall and in the absence of empirical data about what
might come thereafter. Even more striking, however, is that,
in May of the previous year (see “Perish . . . "), Castoriadis
had already anticipated just such an illegitimate projection:

[W]hat sends shivers down one' sspineis seeing very
intelligent, highly informed people talking as if we
had reached the end of History, as if it had become
indecent, criminal even, to have a political project.

Castoriadis was quite familiar with, and critical of, the
Hegelian thesis of an “end of history.” Indeed, even before he
left Greece in December 1945, he had been organizing
seminars on Kant and Hegel with fellow students. And his
critique of the (negative) influence of Hegel on Marx’s
philosophical conception of history already figured largely in
his final, fivepart S ou B. essay, “Marxism and
Revolutionary Theory” (MRT, 1964-1965), which becamethe
first half of his magnum opus, The Imaginary Institution of
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Society (1S 1975). Thus, when Castoriadis was given an
opportunity to discuss publicly Fukuyama's neo-Kojéevian
verson of that thesis at a May 1991 “Rencontres de
Pétrarque’ colloquium in Montpellier, France,*” hewas quite
prepared to address this issue head-on. Of particular interest
to the RTI/ASA theme is Castoriadis's argument that
Fukuyama had abusively extrapolated, as an ultimate world-
historical outcome, what is simply present-day society’s
tendency toward a waning of social and political conflict.
The title of the last of the seven abovementioned
interviews, “ Society Runningin Neutral,” provides one more
way of articulating the futility contained in the “rising tide of
insignificancy.”* Thisinterview granted to L’ Evénement du
jeudi, a somewhat |eft-of-center newsweekly, also afforded
Castoriadis an opportunity, in answer to aquestion about Luc
Ferry, to address some of the aesthetic issuesthat relateto the
RTI/ASA theme and to his periodizations of modernity,
which he roughly dates as extending from 1750 to 1950, and
postmodernity, whose “ eraof generalized conformism” in art
aswell asin politicsis said to have started around1950.
The theme of crisis returns again in “The Crisis of
Marxism and the Crisis of Politics.” Here, Castoriadisrelates
his critique of Marxism, developed over many yearsin such
textsas MRT/11S to the crisis of the political imagination in

%The three questions addressed at this 1991 colloguium were:
“Democracy as Violence?' “The End of History?” and “Another Europe
to the East?” But with Fukuyama's expansion of his now famous essay
into abook published the following year in both English and French (The
End of History and the Last Man), editor Jean-Luc Boilleau entitled the
acts of this Petrarch colloquium simply Delafin del’ histoire (On the end
of h|story) with the publisher, Editions du Félin, marketing that 1992
volume as “Responses to Fukuyama.” Other participants were: Kristian
Feigelson, Marc Ferro, Pierre Grimal, Michel Henry, Marie-Claude
Maurel, Jean-Claude Michéa, Olivier Mongin, Edgar Morin, Dominique
Rousseau, Jacques Rupnik, Emmanuel Terray, Michel Vaensi, and
Emmanuel Wallon.

BUnlike insignificance, which containsonly theideaof alack of meaning
or signification, insignificancy, according to the OED, has also included
theideaof futility. Thisiswhy we have always preferred the latter asthe
trand ation of the French word “insignifiance,” which conveysboth ideas.
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contemporary societies. Completed in Frankfurt on October
15, 1990, thistext wasfirst publishedinthe Spring 1992 issue
of the American democratic-socialist and anti-Stalinist journa
Dissent. Interestingly, Dissent had explained, in its Winter
1954 inaugural issue, that it was dissenting “from the bleak
atmosphere of conformism that pervades the political and
intellectual lifeof theUnited States’—thisbeing precisely the
term Castoriadiswould later apply to all Western countriesin
hisdiagnosisof the postmodern condition.* Wehave used the
version Castoriadis gave to Documenta I X, the 1992 edition
of an international arts fair held once every five years in
Kassel, Germany. In the last paragraph, he writes:

So we can do nothing else at present but maintain our
project of a transformation that will lead to a free
society made up of freeindividuas, in the belief that
our critical activity and theexemplificationin our acts
of the values we stand for will contribute to arevival
of an emancipatory movement, onefar morelucid and
self-reflective than any {one} previously { existing}.

Thus, following talk of “uncompromising criticism . . . and
elucidation of . . . possibilities,” he offers us another glimpse
into hismotivationsfor pursuing the project of individual and
collective autonomy after the suspension of publication of S.
ou B. and in the face of a“rising tide of insignificancy.”*
We next present an extraordinary find: an obscure
Castoriadistext from 1993, previously untitled, whichwecall
“If There Is to Be a Democratic Europe.” His answers to a

%9Jean-Francois Lyotard, author of The Postmodern Condition: A Report
on Knowledge (1979), was a S. ou B. member until 1963, when he and
other members who could not accept Castoriadis's increasingly pointed
criticisms on Marxism left the group. See, in PSW3, the translation of
Castoriadis's 1974 Postface to “ Recommencing the Revolution.”

“Castoriadisends“ Suspension” (ibid., 121) by explaining “Wewould be
the last to fail to appreciate the risks immanent in atheoretical enterprise
separated from real activity” yet promisesthat “we will continue, eachin
our own area, to reflect and to act in terms of the certainties and the
interrogations that Socialisme ou Barbarie has permitted usto sift out.”
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guestionnaire prepared for a Catalan book about potential
contributions of statelessnationsto anincreasingly integrated
Europe were apparently written in French and translated into
Catalan, English, German, and Spanish for that volume.*
Castoriadis evidently put much thought into the composition
of thisuntil recently forgotten text, as he wrote considerably
more extensive responses than a number of the other invited
authors had done. He himself is introduced here only as a
“Philosopher and Psychoanalyst.” But his wide-ranging
examination of thecultural, linguistic, historical, and political
heritage of “Europe’* also takes this solicitation as a fresh
occasion to present the direct-democratic views he had long
been developing and advocating in S ou B., especially since
“Onthe Content of Socialism, 11" (CS11). Asinthat key 1957
text, Castoriadis is careful here not to leave the impression
that he is presenting in advance some kind of blueprint
unrelated to what will be created in the actual struggle to
institute a “democratic federation of really self-governed
political units” in Europe: “ Thisoutlineisto betaken only as
an illustration of one Eossi ble concrete manifestation of
democratic principles.”*

Weclose Part Two with onelast interview—theninth
when we also count the Descamps interview from 1973. “I
Am a Revolutionary” was, in fact, Castoriadis's final

“WWe haveretrand ated the ostensibly original French for the present tome.

“2He expounds and expands here on his previous formulations about the
character of “Europe’: “Europe has ceased for a long time to be a
geographical or ethnic entity. The word Europe connotes the state of a
society in which people and communities are free in their thinking and in
the positing of their laws and are capable of limiting themselves on their
own [s auto-limiter] in and through this freedom.”

“In what appears to be a deliberate effort to ignore the fact that CS |1l is
not be read as a “blueprint,” see the February 18, 2011 posting on the
Socialist Party of Great Britain's Official Blog, “Vindicated: Solidarity's
‘market socialism.”” CS Il, however, clearly stated that “[t]here is no
guestion for us here of trying to draw up ‘statutes,” . . . . Thisendeavor is
not ‘utopian,’” for it is but the elaboration and extrapolation of the
historical creations of the working class’ (PSW2, pp. 95 and 97).
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interview, published only posthumously in L’ Evénement du
jeudi, which had asked him to speak at length about the
“sclerosisof all Western societies.” It is controversial in that
his widow immediately objected in print to its allegedly
unauthorized publication—without her providing, however,
any specifics, then or later, about possible inaccuracies.*
Indeed, some passages may raise eyebrows, so the entire
interview is to be read critically and not as a definitive
statement by Castoriadis on any subject. Mermet, however,
had already quoted two passagesin 1998, both of which were
retained nearly adecade later in P-S D, the second edition of
hisshort interview volume. Moreover, thisinterview hasbeen
reprinted online and thus is readily available to the French-
speaking public. We therefore trangdlate it here for English-
speaking readers. However, wewill gladly make any specific
aterations Castoriadis’ swidow or others may suggest, based
on concrete, verifiableinformation she or they might provide.

_~

Part Three begins with Castoriadis pursing even
further the RTI/ASA theme already extensively explored in
Parts One and Two. He does so in dialogue with his friend
Octavio Paz, the Surrealist poet and Nobel Prize winner.
Conceding the existence of exceptions to his dim view of
contemporary art and artists, Castoriadishad averredin“l Am
a Revolutionary” that “[t]here are <till some very good
novelists, like Milan Kundera’ (another friend of his), “and
some very good poets, like Octavio Paz in Mexico.”* Y et he

“See “Z0é Castoriadis nous écrit," L’ Evénement du jeudi, 691 (January
29-February 4, 1998): 83.

“Earlier, in “Society Running in Neutral” (1992), Castoriadis set Paz at
the end of a highly distinguished line of modern artists: “André Breton,
Max Ernst, Ezra Pound, and, today, Octavio Paz are infinitely more
learned about our cultural tradition and nourished by it than pompier
painters or members of the Académie Francaise.” Two years before that
interview, Paz had invited Castoriadis to Mexico to reflect on “the
experience of freedom” in the twentieth century along with many other
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takes Paz, an anti-Stalinist from the 1950s onward, seriously
on political matters, too, as they together examine here the
convergences and divergences between their respective
diagnoses—Castoriadis' s “rising tide of insignificancy” and
Paz’ s “complacent nihilism of modern society”—as well as
the overlaps and variances between Castoriadis' s conception
of an “autonomous individual” in an “autonomous society”
and Paz’'s notion of “personhood” as the foundation for a
“new ethics’ and a*“new politics.”

When Castoriadis affirmed, in “Rebirth,” that the
exigency of philosophy isto “think all that is thinkable . . .
everything that is given in our experience and not only the
fact that it is given but how it is given,” he went on to list
“four domainsfor thisexperience’: “themathematical-logical
universe; the physical world; life; and the human, psychical,
and social-historical domain, which is constituted by the
emergence of the social imaginary and the psychical
imagination.” Those ontological domains provide the topics
for thefour ensuing radio “ dialogues’—with apsychoanal yst
(Jean-Luc Donnet), a biologist (Francisco Varela), a
mathematician (Alain Connes) who also reflects on physics,
and a historian (Robert Legros). Three of these transcribed
discussions first appeared in Dialogue and were reprinted in
P-SD. To them and the one with Paz has been added onel ast
radio talk, drawn from the Appendix to the acts of a 2007
colloquium devoted to Castoriadis' s work.

While these last four discussions, in widening the
topics of conversation, touch only intermittently on the
RTI/ASA theme, they continue and deepen another feature of
the present tome: Castoriadis swillingnessto engageinrather
moreinformal and colloquial discussionsin order to bring out
his multifaceted views and to alow those views to be
guestioned and challenged in the public sphere. Of course,

thinkers (Leszek Kolakowski, Czeslaw Milosz, Jorge Sempran, Hugh
Thomas, Daniel Bell, Agnes Heller, Cornelius Castoriadis, Irving Howe,
Adam Michnick, Juan Nufio, Ferenc Fehér, Hugh Trevor-Roper,
Jean-Francois Revel, Tatiana Tolstaya, Lucio Colletti, Michael Ignatieff,
Mario Vargas Llosa, Jorge Edwards, Carlos Franqui, Alejandro Rossi,
José Guilherme Merquior).
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other interviews and discussions have appeared in previous
Castoriadistomes, so thisisnot the reader’ sfirst opportunity
to witness him engaging in conversations and confrontations,
she has already been able to read not just Castoriadis the
writer of militant or philosophical texts and the magisterial
seminar teacher. But the five dialogues translated here,
following after the numerous occasional piecesfrom thefirst
two parts of the present tome, afford a broader view of a
Castoriadis who opened up to othersin sustained encounters
that were less programed in advance and more subject to the
risksand perils of being confronted head-on by contradictory
points of view.

One might have wished that the unnamed French
Editors had been more careful in their references and less
egregious in their errors, which we have had to correct on
occasion. We have trandated Dialogue's brief apparatus
mostly asis, merely furnishing referencesto English-language
translations where appropriate—even though one might have
wished for additional information about Castoriadis's
interlocutors. (Connes, for instance, is the 1982 recipient of
the Fields Medal, the most prestigious award in the field of
mathematics.) Nevertheless, these* dialogues’ are aprecious
complement to the preceding chapters for the reasons stated
above. Inclusion of the first four of them in a second French
edition that combined P-S with Dialogue justifies their
selection here. For, whenever possible, we establish lines of
continuity between Castoriadis publications in French and
their English-language counterpartsin electronic book form.

_~

Part Four reveals an even more interesting aspect of
Castoriadis's oeuvre, once again related to this other
approach to his writings spoken of earlier. This extremely
conscientious writer was always careful to date his writings
and reprint them verbatim, with the sole exception (beyond
the correction of lapsus calami) of making clearly-marked
and dated additions in introductions, notes, and postfaces.
Nevertheless, his constant references to his own previous
texts, made much more frequently than references to the




Foreword XXXVil

writings of others, have left some with the impression of an
extremely self-involved author intensely intent on denying
influences and antecedents—eventhough this self-referential
practice also helps the interested reader to check back more
easily on his prior formulations and arguments, so that she
can make her own judgments as to how his thinking had
evolved. Castoriadis was an often highly polemical writer,
too, onewho could at timesbe devastatingly critical of others.
He nonethel ess endeavored time and again to revise in very
explicit and public wayshisown previouspositions, regularly
taking himself to task, too, regarding past formulations. And
yet, beyond some ritual encomia for writers and artists he
admired (e.g., Kunderaand Paz, just mentioned), onedoesnot
find in Castoriadis' s work many acknowledgments of those
instances where key ideas championed by him and/or his
group had originated with other thinkers.*®

The four “portraits’ included in this fourth part may
go some way toward dispelling negative impressions drawn
from this mixed state of affairs. Focused much more on
promul gating new conceptionsof politicsand philosophy that
would revol utionize existing soci ety and overthrow “inherited
thought” than on noting authors he read who had, through his
reflections on them, helped to occasion those new
conceptions, Castoriadis did indeed devote little time and
thought to recording such attributions of influence. As he
declared somewhat flippantly in his appreciation of the late
C.L.R. James. “I do not believe in private property in any
field (except for toothbrushes) and especially not in thefield
of ideas.” And yet, when given the opportunity, asin thistalk
on James and in his obituary portraits of Benno Sternberg-
Sarel, Irving Howe, and* Raoul” (Claude Bernard), he proved
not only most generous but also quite pertinently revealing
regarding his relationships with those figures.

The subjects of all four portraits have, let us note, a
Trotskyist past. Sarel wasan “underground militant during the
German Occupation [who] drew closeto Trotskyism” before

“0ne major exception is the Cornelius Castoriadis/Agora International
(CC/AI) Interview: http://www.agorainternational .org/enccaiint.pdf.
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joining S. ou B., Castoriadis reports. Though the phrasing is
abitinconclusive, Castoriadis seemsto beattributing to Sarel
a dignificant role in forging the participation-exclusion
dynamic that—after key initial formulations, in theinaugural
issue of its review, about workers management being the
ultimate responseto bureaucratic capitalism—S. ou B. saw as
constitutive of bureaucratic capitalism, both East and West:

[Sarel] formulated clearly the antinomy that runs
through the bureaucratic system, not only inasmuch
as, initsofficial ideology and rhetoric, it hasto claim
to represent a proletariat it oppresses and a socialism
it flouts, but, at a still deeper level, inasmuch as it
cannot make the production process operate in its
concrete everyday course without trying torely on the
managerial capacities and tendencies of the
proletariat, capacitiesand tendenciesit isthusobliged
both to promote and to combat. This analysis—the
essential features of which, let us repeat, had been
formulated and published asearly as1950-1951—was
amply confirmed by theeventsof 1953, whilethose of
1956 showed that its import went far beyond East
Germany and that its content concerns all countries
subject to the power of the bureaucracy.

A draft verson of La classe ouvriere d Allemagne
orientale—the book that eventually resulted from these
formulations first published in S ou B.—was featured by
MauriceMerleau-Ponty inaL’ Expressarticlewrittenin 1955,
the same year Merleau-Ponty published Adventures of the
Dialectic, the book that marked his break with fellow Les
Temps Modernes editor Jean-Paul Sartre. It was at the very
end of Adventuresthat Merleau-Ponty referred to Castoriadis
as an unnamed “Marxist friend” who “says that Bolshevism
has already ruined the revolution and that it must be replaced
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with the masses unpredictable ingenuity.”*” An amusing
anecdote, the posthumous tribute to Sarel appeared under the
mysterious signature “C. C.” in a 1971 issue of Les Temps
Modernes, a review that had always deliberately avoided
direct mention of Castoriadis and S. ou B.® It has been
quipped that someone slipped in this obscure designation at
atime when Sartre was aready going blind.

During his American sojourn, Trinidadian novelist,
cricket expert, and revolutionary leader C.L.R. James, who
had participated in discussions with Leon Trotsky in Mexico
in 1938, met Trotsky’s secretary, Raya Dunayevskaya, in
James P. Cannon’s Socialist Workers Party, where they
created the Johnson-Forest Tendency along with Grace Lee
(later Boggs).” That Tendency—whose positions closely
resembled those of the Chaulieu-Montal (Castoriadis/Claude
Lefort) Tendency within the Parti Communiste
Internationaliste (PCI), France's branch of the Trotskyist
Fourth International—went over to Max Shachtman's

“"Maurice M erleau-Ponty, Adventures of the Dial ectic, trans. Joseph Bien
(Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press, 1973), p. 232. In
“Proletarian Leadership” (1952; now in PSW1), Castoriadis had asserted
that “therevolutionary and cosmogonic character of [ the creative activity
of tens of millions of people as it will blossom during and after the
revolution’] consists precisely in the fact that its content will be original
and unforeseeable.”

“Since fellow S. ou B. member Claude Lefort was also Merleau-Ponty’s
protégé at Les Temps Modernes, Sartre did mention Lefort, but not the S.
ou B. group, by name in his long polemic, “The Communists and the
Peace.” Sartre was later heard to say, “Castoriadis was right, but at the
wrong time,” to which Castoriadis replied that Sartre the fellow traveler
had the honor of being wrong at the right time.

“Inthe James portrait and in the CC/Al Interview, Castoriadis neglectsto
mention the Johnson-Forest Tendency’ sinitial stay within the SWP. Less
charitable in this Interview, he waxes ironic there about the Tendency’s
convoluted reasons for its comings and goings: “That's as good as the
mystery of the Holy Trinity!” On Boggs, whom Castoriadis remembers
fondly in his James portrait and with whom he maintained good relations
until his death, see her autobiography Living for Change (Minneapalis:
University of Minnesota Press, 1998), esp. pp. 65, 110, and 276n26.
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Workers Party but then returned to the SWP before creating
an independent group, Correspondence, two years after the
Chaulieu-Montal Tendency became S. ou B. when it broke
with the PCI in 1948. Castoriadis's 1992 talk on James is
chock full of valuable historical information about the nature
and content of these exchanges between the two like-minded
tendencies/groups as well as about the continuing
collaboration between James and Castoriadisin the 1950s, up
until their final falling out in 1958. Y et, much historical work
remains to be done about this collaboration. We get a brief
glimpse of their close and fertile relations in a 1957 letter
from Castoriadis to James, reprinted as an annex to this
portrait. It is hoped that, in the future, the Literary Executor
of The C. L. R. James Estate, Robert A. Hill, will release
more of this correspondence. Additional documentation
should confirm in greater depth and detail the debt each of
these revolutionary thinkers owes to the other, which
Castoriadis repeatedly evokes in his James portrait.>
Castoriadis' s 1993 obituary portrait of Howe pertains
more to perceived shared affinities between those two major
figures than to any real influences, reciprocal or otherwise,
since his contacts with Howe came rather late in their lives
and were mostly centered around editorial matters. Howe had
been amember of the Y oung People sSocialist Leaguebefore
joining the Workers Party and writing for its magazine, New
International. He, too, broke with Trotskyism (the
Independent Socialist League, successor of the Workers
Party)—in hiscasein 1952, two yearsafter James sbreak and
four years after Castoriadis's.™ In 1979, Howe's magazine
Dissent had printed a “somewhat abridged” transglation of a
1977 Castoriadis piece about the French Communist Party,

%I n particular, Castoriadis credits contactswith Jamesfor providing some
of the ideas behind the articles that appeared in S. ou B.’ stwentieth issue
(December 1956), which was devoted to the Hungarian Revolution.

SlEarlier, Howehad pol emicized against Jamesin“ On Comrade Johnson's
American Resolution—Or Soviets In The Sky,” Bulletin of the Workers
Party, 1:9 (March 28, 1946): 25-32, in response to James's article, “The
Task Of Building the American Bolshevik Party,” ibid.: 11-24.
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with a strange title added by the editors.®* Yet Howe later
rejected another Castoriadis essay, finding it too “ highbrow”
for Dissent’ sreadership, hisrefusal indicating that he viewed
Castoriadis s work as belonging to the trendy-jargony world
of many French intellectuals, of which Castoriadis himself
was nevertheless an equally strong critic. It was through Paz
that they finally met in Mexico in 1990 and discovered
commonalities of history and outlook, especially around
elements of the RTI/ASA theme, which Howe found
sympathetically closeto hisown views. For, neither onetook
the occasion of the then-impending collapse of the Russian
empire as an excuse to wed antitotalitarianism with arevival
of free-marketeer dogma. Aswith Tartar’ s book offer afew
years later, Howe encouraged Castoriadis to write down his
ideas for publication. “The Crisis of Marxism and the Crisis
of Politics,” included here in Part Two, was completed in
October 1990, just a month after the Paz event, and it
eventually appeared in Dissent ayear and a half |ater.

The final portrait—of the French Trotskyist Claude
Bernard, known as “Raoul”—closes out Part Four. Less an
acknowledgment of influences, one way or the other, what
Castoriadis' s text provides is an account of an unsuccessful
meeting of minds and ams. Raoul was reportedly quite
sympathetictotheideasof the Chaulieu-Montal Tendency but
could not quite bring himself to leave the Trotskyist
movement. Castoriadis provides valuable information about
several missed opportunitiesfor post-Trotskyist collaboration
between S. ou B. and the group of comrades around Raoul.
Wereceive hereaglimpse of Castoriadis' songoing effortsto
open up hisgroup to outsideinfluencesand to build abroader
organization and movement for the overthrow of
bureaucratic-capitalist society. Theimagethusconveyed runs
directly counter to a view of Castoriadis and his group as
sectarian dogmatists completely and deliberately isolated
from surrounding political and intellectual milieux.

52Dissent editors can leave a trandator with the impression that they are
more interested in making an author’s words fit into the journal’s mold
than they are in exposing their readers to those author’ s actual words.
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_~

Part Five offers a last, and dual, prospect on
Castoriadis's lifelong efforts to reach out to, and
communicate with, a broad range of people and ideas. In
RTI(TBS), weincluded “ The Coordinations,” a 1996 preface
Castoriadis composed for a study of the new working-class
organizational forms created during mass strikes that took
placein France. Thiswas, along with acontributionto a1983
book of images published for Polish artistsin exilefollowing
the December 1981 crackdown on Solidarnosc,*® the only
known preface he composed. It turnsout that Castoriadisalso
wrote two book reviews during his lifetime, which we have
included here.

Thefirst book review appeared in the inaugural issue
of Le Débat, which was created in May 1980 by the historian
Pierre Noraaong with Marcel Gauchet, an assiduous reader
of S ou B. who collaborated with Castoriadis and Lefort in
thereview Libre during the 1970s. Débat’ s editors had asked
“afew personalities’ to “indicate to us, from among recently
published foreign works, those that would be worth bringing
to the attention of the French public.” Castoriadis chose to
review Francisco Varela's book Principles of Biological
Autonomy, which he had read soon after it came out in 1979.
Of particular note, his decision to highlight the work of this
Chilean biologist on autopoiesis—a concept that overlapsin
part with Castoriadis' s own political and philosophical work
on autonomy—came afull year before the now-famous June
1981 colloquium on “ self-organization” in which Castoriadis
participated.> The review of Varela stome may be usefully
read in conjunction with Castoriadis's dialogue with him a
decadeand ahalf later, which isnow translated in Part Three.

%“Pologne, notre défaite” (1982), first published as the Preface for
Banque d’'images pour la Pologne (Paris: Limage 2, 1983), pp. 7-13, was
reprinted in Domainesdel’ homme. Lescarrefoursdu labyrinthell (Paris:
Editions du Seuil, 1986), pp. 65-68.

L’ Auto-organisation. De la physique au politique, ed. Paul Dumouchel
and Jean-Pierre Dupuy (Paris: Editions du Seuil, 1983).
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Part Fiveand PSRTI asawholeend with onefinal text
relevant to Castoriadiss RTI/ASA theme. In 1995,
Castoriadis published in Le Monde des Livres (the equivalent
of The New York Times Book Review) a review of a book
written by that Le Monde's own philosophy book editor,
Roger-Pol Droit. The book in question, written in French,
was trandated into English as Philosophy and Democracy in
the World and also translated into Spanish. It isa UNESCO-
sponsored study of the teaching and practice of philosophy in
the world that follows up on a first such UNESCO study
conducted in the early 1950s. Droit, we have seen, regularly
interviewed Castoriadisin Le Monde and reviewed hisbooks
in the columns of Le Monde des Livres. A Bourdieu-inspired
sociologist might highlight the apparently cushy nature of
such mutual admiration or joint backscratching. Y et such an
interpretation would forget that Droit, well connected in his
prestigious post, could easily have found atrendier reviewer
than Castoriadis. It would also miss the content of what
Castoriadis has to say, when he actually agreed to review a
book—a rather rare occurrence, we have seen, and not a
regul ar practiceof self-promotion or “socia-capital” building.
For, what we have here is nothing less than a serious
meditation on the role of and challenges to philosophy in
contemporary society—a society increasingly threatened by
arising tide of insignificancy. Castoriadis's original social-
historical take on the conditions for the exercise and
transmission of philosophy thusfully findsits place hereasa
fitting conclusion to the present tome.

_~

It will not come as a surprise, for those who have
followed the cycle of RTI(TBS), FT(P&K), ASA(RPT), and
now PSRTI inrelationto prior reactionsand bel ated responses
from the Castoriadis literary heirs, their *Association
Cornelius Castoriadis,” and their various associates of
guestionable moral fiber, that therising tide of insignificancy
and a society adrift—in their actua contemporary
instantiations, and not just as themes Castoriadis wrote
about—would again make their appearance. For, as has been
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seen time and again, the heirs, their closely controlled
undemocratic organi zation, and thosewho tol erate or condone
or assist them are not exempt from the negative societal and
political trends Castoriadis analyzed in such a clear-sighted
way. Y et, instead of dwelling on these latest exemplifications
of dishonesty and deceit, hypocrisy and broken commitments,
the reader is ssmply referred to David Ames Curtis's recent
statement about the latest examples of a family-heir
publishing project gone seriously awry.>

Rather, let us now look forward. We make our own
what Castoriadiswrote at the end of “ The Crisis of Marxism
and the Crisis of Politics,” already quoted above:

So we can do nothing else at present but maintain our
project of a transformation that will lead to a free
society made up of freeindividuas, in the belief that
our critical activity and theexemplificationin our acts
of the values we stand for will contribute to arevival
of an emancipatory movement, onefar morelucid and
self-reflective than any {one} previously { existing}.

In that spirit, we include at the end of the present tome anew
Appendix, similar to the one in RTI(TBS) that convinced the
French Editorsto publish SD, thereby setting the stage for its
electronic trandation, ASA(RPT), aswell as, now, electronic
translations of those seven abovementioned interviews on
political and social issues. This new PSRTI Appendix listsa
large number of Castoriadis texts for inclusion in eight
“Potential Future Trandation Projects.” Two of those
projected volumes concern “Science, Psychoanalysis, and
Philosophy” and “War and Revolution.” These titles, highly
provisional, areemployed simply to designatethe character of
the material to be trandated/edited; they will certainly be
atered as these projectstake clearer shape. While the second

SDavid Ames Curtis, “Gabriel Rockhill and Continuum Books: A New
Exemplification of ‘The Rising Tide of Insignificancy’; Or, How a
Philosopher Chose the Path of Deception and Failed to Honor His Word
in Order to Gain the Dubious Distinction of Publishing aScab Translation
of the Work of Cornelius Castoriadis’ (March 2011).
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of these book projects would principally include his post-S.
ou B. interventions about Russia (including a few last texts
yet to be trandated from the first part of the second
Carrefours volume, Domains de I’homme), the first one
would, in contrast to the RTI/ASA-themed tomes, continue
publishing Castoriadistexts along thelines of the contents of
the fifth Carrefoursvolume, Fait et a faire—described in Ml
as concentrating on “psychoanalysis and philosophy” —and,
to alarge extent, those of FT(P&K). For, in publishing online
the three Castoriadis/Cardan tomes mainly composed of his
later political and social writings, we were simply trying to
counterbalance (in a highly effective and successful way, as
it turned out) the biases evident in the ACC Publication
Committee seditorial choicesand emphases. Therehasnever
been a bias on our part against Castoriadis' s psychoanalytic
and philosophical (or, for that matter, aesthetic) writings—far
from it, as the electro-Samizdat publication of FT(P&K)
clearly testifies. In that spirit, the new Appendix aso lists a
half dozen “Book-Length Trandation Projects,” including
four volumes from his posthumous “ Human Creation” series
of Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales seminars;>
avolume on aesthetics (including two written texts, atalk, a
radio interview, alecture, and a seminar); and a volume of
posthumously published philosophical manuscriptsthat were
composed between 1945 and 1967.

At the end of ASA(RPT)’ s Trandlator’ s Foreword, we
wrote: “It is unknown what landscape will emerge from this
new act of nonconformity.” As we noted above, it appears
that an initial result is that the Castoriadis literary heirs may
have finally decided to bring his S. ou B.-era writings back
into the public sphere. With eight new announced projects, we
remain ever open and ever curious to see how “our critical
activity and the exemplification in our acts of the values we
stand for” may make some further modest contributions
through our self-responsible emanci patory thought and action.

March 2011

%\We saw (n. 3 above) that Curtiswas ableto publish one seminar volume,
OPS, before the proverbial shit hit the fan in 2003.
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Translator’ s Postscript to the
Postscript on Insignificancy Trandlation

It'sawild time!

| see people all around me changing faces!
It'sawild time!

I’m doing things that haven’t got a name yet;

| need love, your love.

It don’t matter if it’srain or shine.

It'sawild time!

I’'m here for you any old time

Stay here, play here.

Make aplace for yourself here.

| want to be with you, no matter what | do,

What doesn’'t changeisthe what | feel for you today.
Times just seem so good.

| do know that | should be here with you this way,
Andit’snew, and it’s new, and it's oh so new.

| see changes, changes, all around me are changes.
It'sawild time!

—Jefferson Airplane, “Wild Tyme,” Track 4,
After Bathing at Baxter’s (August 1967)

The March 2011 Trandator's Foreword to the
Postscript on Insignificancy, including More Interviews and
Discussions on the Rising Tide of Insignificancy, followed by
Five Dialogues, Four Portraits and Two Book Reviews
(PSRTI) stated, we now see prematurely: “With PSRTI, we
complete a cycle of three English-language el ectro-samizdat
booksdevotedtothe[Rising Tideof Insignificancy/A Society
Adrift (RTI/ASA)] theme.” Five years later, to the month,
Editions de I’ Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales,
the publishing arm of theinstitution where Castoriadis taught
for adecade and a half, published Dialogue sur I’ histoire et
I’imaginaire social. Edited by the Paul Ricoaur specialist
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Johann Michel,' the publication of this transcription of a
March 9, 1985 France Culturediscussion with Castoriadison
Ricoaur’ sradio program, Le bon plaisir, hasled usto prepare
and publish a second edition of Postscript on Insignificancy
that now includes a trandation of that exchange. A bit of
explanation and €lucidation isin order.

_~

We include here now this (sixth) dialogue, with
Castoriadis' s former thesis advisor,? becauseit fits well with
the other Postscript on Insignificancy “dialogues.” As we
stated in our Foreword:

When Castoriadis affirmed . . . that the exigency of
philosophy is to “think all that is thinkable . . .
everything that isgivenin our experienceand not only
the fact that it is given but how it is given,” he went
on to list “four domains for this experience’: “the
mathematical-logical universe; the physical world;
life; and the human, psychical, and social-historical
domain, which is constituted by the emergence of the
social imaginary and the psychical imagination.”
Those ontological domains provide the topics for the
four ensuing radio “dialogues.”

The Castoriadis-Ricaoaur radio dialogue does indeed proceed
along similar thematic lines—though, as Castoriadissayswith

Michel had published Ricoeur et sescontemporains—Bourdieu, Derrida,
Deleuze, Foucault, Castoriadis (Paris: Presses Universitaires de France)
in 2013, devoting achapter to Castoriadis. Two years |ater appeared Scott
Davidson’s trandation: Ricoeur and the Post-Structuralists: Bourdieu,
Derrida, Deleuze, Foucault, Castoriadis (London and New York:
Rowman and Littlefield International, 2015).

“Castoriadis solicited Ricaaur, then teaching at Nanterre University, to
direct histhesis. Eventually, Castoriadis went ahead and published some
of his post-Socialisme ou Barbarie work as the second half of The
Imaginary Institution of Society in French in 1975.
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regret, “| have the impression that we are dialoguing, as one
says in English, ‘at cross purposes” because of Ricoaur’'s
failureto maketheseand other social-historical, political, and
ontological distinctions Castoriadis considered crucial. We
also stated in that Foreword:

While these last four discussions, in widening the
topics of conversation, touch only intermittently on
the RTI/ASA theme, they continue and deepen
another feature of the present tome: Castoriadis's
willingness to engage in rather more informa and
colloquial discussions in order to bring out his
multifaceted views and to allow those views to be
guestioned and challenged in the public sphere.

This recently published, previousy untranslated radio
dialogue offers English-languagereadersanother opportunity
to witness Castoriadis discussing in alessformal setting with
arespected fellow thinker, as he had done with Octavio Paz,
Jean-Luc Donnet, Francisco Varela, and Alain Connes.

_~

Wedo not feel obliged, however, totranslateMichel’s
Preface. Not that we would be subscribing to the principle
that “Castoriadis needs no introduction.” That principle, as
enunciated by the Castoriadis family’s undemocratic
“ Association Cornelius Castoriadis’ (ACC) and in particular
by Castoriadis swidow, hasbeen applied only to David Ames
Curtis as a way of excluding him and his Trandator’s
Forewords, and it wasblithely violated by them when it came
to the ACC-authorized scab translations by Helen Arnold and
Gabriel Rockhill aswell as el sewhere—including, precisely,
Michel’s Preface to the authorized French edition. We have
no objection, of course, to someone translating Michel’s
Preface or publishing other commentary and discussions
about Castoriadis. Indeed, the Cornelius Castoriadis/Agora
International Website’s bibliographies and webographies
regularly list, now in 20 languages, all nonscab texts by and
about Castoriadis and/or Socialisme ou Barbarie (S. ou B.).
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Rather, we had no interest or desire® to include a full
translation here of Michel’s text, whose interpretations, like
other hermeneutically-informed efforts, offer harmonizing
distortions not conducive to critical reflection. For example,
Michel states (our quick trandation of Dialogue, p. 19):

Beyond thisdivergence[ between Ricoaur’ soptimistic
hope for a “sociadism with a human face” and
Castoriadis sview that bureaucratic-capitaist regimes
were irreformable, even after de-Stalinization], there
is an analysis Ricoaur and Castoriadis share: the
refusal to reduce the political to the economic and to
index the former to the latter.* When Ricoaur shows
that the elimination of private property hasin no way
modified political alienation in the USSR and when
he affirms that there is an evil [sic] proper to the
political [sic] (which consistsin the abuse of power),
he fundamentally meets up with Castoriadis in his
anaysis of the autonomization of the Soviet
bureaucratic class.

Giventhat thisDialogue endswith the Aristotel ean-informed

3A trandlator’ s choices, both those pursued and those |eft aside or never
taken up, serve to make up an oeuvreinitsownright. Or, as David Ames
Curtisobserved (our trandlation from the French): “| am convinced, onthe
basis of my own experience as a trandlator (and first of all on account of
my constant hesitations as much as the embarrassment | sometimes feel
when faced with so-called definitive choices), that atrue trandation work
[oeuvre] is an art in its own right (which could never be reduced to a
computer algorithm) and that, qua artist, the translator—either in his
effectively actual and reflective choices or by default—constructs, for
better or worse and come what may, hisown oeuvre.” One might criticize
Curtis, though, for hischoice here of theword constructswhen discussing
what he assertsis an artistic creation.

“Things are actually more complicated, at least on Castoriadis's side.
While rejecting economistic tendencies of Marxian analysis that ignore
political features of economic facts, Castoriadis also objected to Hannah
Arendt’s advocacy of an autonomization of politics in relation to
economics, as was revealed in her negative assessments of the French
Revolution.
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Atheist Castoriadis chalenging the Protestant thinker
Ricoaur’ suse of the term “evil [le mal]"—Castoriadis: “You
call it evil, | call it the monstrous’—one wonders what the
hermeneuticist Michel hastruly understood of thetranscribed
discussion he has edited. To speak of an “evil” proper
to/belonging to/characteristic of (in French: propre a) “the
political”® is reminiscent, rather, of the phenomenologist
Maurice Merleau-Ponty’s claim, explicitly reected by
Castoriadis as follows: “one could not . . . do away with
questions properly belonging to [ propresa] therevol ution by
talking about the ‘evil spell of living with other people.’”®
The“revolution” of which Castoriadisspokethereisprecisely
the one that took place in Russia. That revolution was
“ruined,”” to be sure, by a “bureaucratic class’—which
Castoriadis nevertheless aways refused to dignify with the
grassroots|abel Soviet—and it would haveto berenewed and
expanded and transformed from below for that “bureaucratic
class’ to be dislodged and for the revolution to succeed in a

5The somewhat pretentious term “the political” (le politique in French)
wasreadily employed by Carl Schmitt, Hannah Arendt, and Claude L efort,
among others, whereas Castoriadis spoke of politics—Ia politique—when
examining specific regimes engaged in societal self-transformation,
reserving “the political” to designate the politica sphere of power
generally inany society. Assuch, it could not be “evil,” and any variation
on Lord Acton’s dictum—that power, whether relative or “absolute,”
invariably “corrupts’—is alien to Castoriadis's project of establishing a
real democracy, that is, the power (kratos) of the people. Democracy is,
for Castoriadis, a“tragic” regime, not one cursed, like “original sin,” by
an essential or intrinsic “evil.”

5 Curtain on the Metaphysics of the Trials” (1956; now in PSW2, p. 50).
Castoriadis is quoting here Merleau-Ponty’ s phrase maléfice de la vie a
plusieursfromHumanismand Terror (1947), trans. John O’ Neill (Boston:
Beacon Press, 1969); see p. xxxviiii (*asort of evil in collectivelife”).

"Merleau-Ponty in Adventures of the Dialectic, trans. Joseph Bien
(Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press, 1973), p. 232: “One of my
Marxist friendssaysthat Bol shevism hasal ready ruined therevol utionand
that it must bereplaced withthemasses’ unpredictableingenuity” —aclear
reference to formulations in the first paragraph of Castoriadis's
“Proletarian Leadership” (1952; now in PSW1).
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lasting way. Were there somehow “an evil proper to the
political,” there would be no point in ever attempting to
engage in any revolution other than a spiritual one.

Other efforts by Michel to create dubious parallels
between Castoriadis and Ricoaur equally go off therails. The
“most fecund” partsof their dialogue are said to proceed from
the supposed fact that that dial oguewould “ rest largely on one
and the same anthropological root” (p. 21). Beyond mixed
metaphors, the puzzling qualification “largely” in an organic
metaphor, and the overstated “one and the same” claim that
issuited, rather, to aunitary ontology, Michel’ sreconciliatory
comparisons between the two authors contain multiple false
equivalences and misleading approximations as well as
downright falsehoods:

While, for Marx, man is first Homo faber and Homo
laborans, he is, for Castoriadis and Ricoaur, Homo
loquax. Not only man of speech [parole] but manwho
exchanges, imagines, invents, and transmits signs,
meaning, symbols, texts, narratives [récits]. Ricoaur
first learned of [sic] thisanthropological root fromthe
hermeneutic tradition centered around symbols and
myths, before it was enriched notably by his passing
through Freudian psychoanalysis, which he relates
precisely to the hermeneutic sciences. Castoriadis
inherits [sic] this anthropological root directly from
the psychoanalysis he theorized and practiced, a
fortiori when, influenced by Jacques Lacan, he
considered the Unconscious to be structured like a
language.

Castoriadis' s work, however, does not take a simple
linguisticturn (toward“Homoloquax™). In11S(p. 238), social
man has two distinguishing, though not entirely distinct,
mutually implicating dimensions. “Legein is the
ensemblist-ensemblizing dimension of social
representing/saying, just asteuk] h] ein (assembling-adjusting-
making-constructing) is the ensemblist-ensemblizing
dimension of socia doing.” Thus, his socia-historical
existence is not reducible to atextual “narrative,” asfashion
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would have it. Nor, according to Castoriadis, is man’'s
psychical core or his Unconscious linguistic; language s, as
Castoriadis stated dozens if not hundreds of times, social, so
it could not have been produced by the singular psyche. As
Castoriadis explained in “Done and To Be Done” (CR, p.
376):

The psyche is not socializable without remainder—
nor is the Unconscious trandatable, without
remainder, into language. The reduction of the
Unconsciousto language (whereLacan and Habermas
curiously meet in agreement) isalientothething itself
(and obviously also to Freud’'s thought: “in the
Unconscious there are only representations of things,
not representations of words’).

The supposed Lacanian influence on Castoriadis here is
Michel’sinvention.®

Another hypocritical violation of the ACC’ sunequally
applied principlethat “ Castoriadisneedsnointroduction” will
occur—this time in spades—when Rowman and Littlefield
International publishes Ricoeur and Castoriadis in

8In“Marxismand Revolutionary Theory” (1964-1965; nowin 1S, p. 102),
he does quote L acan to the effect that “ The[U]nconsciousisthediscourse
of the Other” without fully endorsing the linguistic characterization
implicit in“discourse.” The Unconscious, Castoriadis goeson to explain,
“isto a great extent the depository of intentions, desires, investments,
demands, expectations—significations to which the individual has been
exposed from the moment of conception and even before, as these stem
fromthosewho engendered and rai sed him or her. Autonomy then appears
as. my discourse must take the place of the discourse of the Other, of a
foreign discoursethat isin me, ruling over me: speaking through myself.”
But for Castoriadis, “[t]hisclarification” of Lacan’s phrase “immediately
indicates the social dimension of the problem.” Even in these early
formulations, before he distinguished between radical imagination and
social imaginary, itis“thesubject,” that is“ruled by this[heteronomous]
discourse,” not the Unconscious (ibid., p. 103).
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Discussion: On Human Creation, Historical Novelty, and the
Social Imaginary in September 2017. Edited by Suzi Adams
(who fully knowswhat sheis doing) and translated this time
by Michel’ strandator Scott Davidson (who may or may not
know that he has been brought into an unresolved labor
dispute on the employers’ side), this new scab translation
presumably authorized by the ACC and Castoriadis' s widow
“asoincludes,” according to Adams, not only atranslation of
the harmonizing hermeneuticism found in Michel’s Preface
but aso Adams's “Editor’s Foreword” as well as*a Preface
written especially for this edition by the eminent Castoriadis
scholar Johann P. Arnason”—to which are added
“supplementary essays by [four] Ricoeur and Castoriadis
scholars,” George Taylor, Johann P. Arnason, Jean-Luc
Amalric, and Suzi Adams, aong with a “final essay by
Francois Dosse.”° The present pirate trandation, availablein
the second edition of PSRTI, makesit possiblefor all English-
speaking people to read Castoriadis's radio dialogue with
Ricoaur without being obliged to have recourse to a scab
trandation, which itself should be boycotted by all if the
publishers do indeed bring it out next month. The six
academic contributors listed above are urged to make their
texts available online (e.g., on academia.edu, as Adams has
already done) so that no one will be forced to buy a scab
translation simply to participatein the free exchange of ideas.

Arnason—thementor of Adams, whose own academic
“research elaborates a philosophical anthropology of
modernity fromacultural hermeneutic and phenomenologica
perspective’*—is said by Adams to have had a “sustained

®Dosse, author of an Castoriadis biography authorized by Castoriadis's
widow, excluded Curtis from those interviewed for this book after Curtis
guestioned his “intellectual-history” approach (see David Ames Curtis,
“Quel ques remarques concernant Francois Dosse, Castoriadis: Une vie”
(September 30, 2014).

1%“Notes on Contributors,” in Cornelius Castoriadis: Key Concepts, ed.
Suzi Adams (London and New Y ork: Bloomsbury, 2014), p. ix. In 2011,
Bloomsbury acquired Continuum, the publisher of Gabriel Rockhill’ sscab
trandation of Castoriadis.
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encounter with phenomenological-hermeneutical sources,
primarily Merleau-Ponty and Castoriadis, inthefirstinstance,
but also Ricoaur.”** All thistalk of “eminent scholars’ (to the
exclusion of the many others interested in Castoriadis's
revolutionary work)*fitswell into the ACC’ snarrow-minded
and wrong-headed effort to make Castoriadis respectable in
academia. Only a cultural hermeneuticist, however, could
offer an “interpretation” of Castoriadis as some kind of
“phenomenol ogical-hermeneutical source.”

_~

Not that Castoriadis would have denigrated
“interpretation” inand of itself. The penultimate paragraph of
his final S. ou B. article, “Marxism and Revolutionary
Theory” (now in 11§ p. 164) questions Marx’s dichotomous
denigration of “interpretation” as against “change”’ in the
Eleventh of his Theses on Feuerbach:

And yet, what appears to speculative reason as an
insurmountabl eantinomy undergoesachange of sense
when we bring the consideration of history back into
our project of thetheoretical elucidation of theworld,
and in particular of the human world, whenwe seein
it apart of our effort to interpret theworld in order to
changeit—not by subordinating truth to the party line
but by explicitly establishing the articulated unity
between elucidation and action, between theory and
practice, in order to give our life its full redlity as
autonomous activity, that isaslucid, creativeactivity.

1syzi Adams, Castoriadis's Ontology: Being and Creation (New Y ork:
Fordham University Press, 2011), p. 113. Fordham is the publisher of
Helen Arnold’s scab tranglation.

20nly academics have been invited to speak at an ACC-sponsored
collogquium organized for October 2017 on the occasion of the twentieth
anniversary of Castoriadis's death. And contrary to normal university
practice, this colloquium was organized in secret by the ACC, with no
open Call for Papers.
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For then the ultimate point of junction of these two
projects—understanding and changing—canin every
instance befound only in theliving present of history
which would not be an historical present if it did not
supersedeitself inthedirection of afuturethat isto be
made by us. Thefact that we can understand the other
times and other places of humanity only in terms of
our own categories—a fact which, in turn, bounces
back upon these categories, relativizes them, and
helps us to surmount our enslavement to our own
forms of the imaginary and even of rationality—does
not simply express the conditions for all historical
knowledge and its rooting, but manifests that any
elucidation we may attempt is finally an interested
oneg, itisfor usin the strong sense, for we are not here
to say what is but to make be what is not (saying what
is belongs to this as one of its moments).

Castoriadis thus embraces both “interpretation” and
“change’—as part of the creative project of societd
elucidation and self-transformation and not simply for the
sake of understanding in abstracto.™

Inthissamefive-part S ou B. articlefrom 1964-1965,
Castoriadis also examined the psychoanalytic
“interpretations’ of Sigmund Freud, whose Interpretation of
Dreams (1900) helped usher in the twentieth century.
However, instead of turning “interpretation” into a general
hermeneutic method or approach applicable to all linguistic
phenomena—which arethereby hypertrophied, thusocculting
nonlinguistic practice (teukhein/social doing)—in the second

BCastoriadis's placement of any project of interpretation/understanding
withinthe “interested” purview of the project of autonomy may bereadin
light of hislater endorsement of Hannah Arendt’ s view that “impartiality
entersthisworld with Homer. Thisisnot just ‘ affective’ impartiality. Itis
theimpartiality of knowledge and understanding. The keen interest in the
other startswith the Greeks. Thisinterest isbut another side of the critical
examination and interrogation of their own ingtitutions. That isto say, it
isacomponent of the demoacratic and philosophical movement created by
the Greeks’ (CR, p. 268).
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half of [1S (p. 278) Castoriadis elucidated psychoanalysis as
a“specificenterprise, . . . asingular practico-poetic context”:

Onewonders, first how and why the being of dreams,
or, more generally, of unconscious representation,
could be eliminated by its being-interpreted (or being
interpretable). Would the being of madness as
madness be eliminated if it could beinterpreted, even
if it were interpreted completely? (By eliminated, of
course, | do not mean actually eliminated by curing
the madness—but eliminated ontologically). . .. This
alleged reduction, however, is an incoherent fiction.

And as he added apagelater: “Meanings areinterminable, as
is their interpretation, as the analysis [of a psychoanalytic
patient] would be if it were only a question of
interpretation.”**

Similarly, it would be inaccurate to describe
Castoriadis, who read and responded to Merleau-Ponty’s
work, asa*“phenomenological . . . source.” While respectful
of his philosophy™ if not always his politics,*® Castoriadis’'s
serious-minded critical examinations of Merleau-Ponty’'s
work were not conducted as part of the phenomenological
tradition of Edmund Husserl and Martin Heidegger. Indeed,
in*Radical Imagination and the Social Instituting Imaginary”
(1994; now in CR, p. 324), Castoriadis attacks head on “the
phenomenological falacy,” viz.:

“n his late summary text, “Psychoanalysis and Philosophy” (1997; CR,
p. 353), Castoriadis decisively concluded: “It is clear, . . . contrary to
every ‘deterministic’ exegesisof Freud, that for him (a) not all dreamsare
interpretable and (b) no dream is completely interpretable.”

BSee “The Sayable and the Unsayable” (1971; now in CL) and
“Merleau-Ponty and the Weight of the Ontological Tradition” (1986; now
in WF).

18See “ Curtain on the Metaphysics of the Trials,” referenced above.
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that the“first-person” or “intentional” stance presents
to, or for, me “the things as they are.” This is the
curious redlistic delusion of phenomenology,
paradoxically coexisting with fatal solipsistic
consequences. How do | know that something exists
for the next person, or, indeed, that a next person
exists at all if 1 am confined to my “first-person
stance”? From the strict phenomenologica point of
view | have no access to the experience of “other
persons’; they and their “experiences’ exist just as
phenomena for me. The smple naming of the
problem in Husserl’s Cartesian Meditations (or in
M erleau-Ponty’ sPhenomenol ogy of Perception) isno
solution.*

YCastoriadis continues his critique of phenomenology as follows (ibid.):

The “first-person stance” is bluntly contradictory, even if we
leave aside the “other person.” It tells me, for example, that to
move an object, or to move myself, | need force. But if | amin
acar and the driver brakes abruptly, | am projected through the
windscreen without deploying any force. The “privilege” or
“authenticity” of the “first-person stance” looks philosophically
very funny if this stance leads, aslead it must, to contradictions
or incoherences in the very “experience’ it keeps celebrating.
Husserl’s “ The Earth, as Ur-arkhé, does not move” forces me,
for instance, to dismiss as absurd or illusory phenomena of
equally compellingimmediacy (e.g., Foucault’ spendulum, or the
yearly parallax of thefixed stars). Neither does the escape of the
later Husserl towards the “life-world” (Lebenswelt) redeem
phenomenology. Certainly, the immediate “first-person stance”
presents things as they “appear” in the life-world. But this only
means that it presents them as they have been shaped by the
generichiological (species) imagination and thesocial imaginary
| am sharing with my fellow human socii. Now philosophy starts
when we begin trying to break the closure of thislife-world in
both its biological and social-historical dimensions. Of course,
we can never break it to such adegree asto be ableto fly outside
any closure, to have a“view from nowhere.” But break it we do,
and thereisno point in pretending that we do not know that there
isno“red” except for, in, and through aliving body—or, for that
matter, that there are no nymphs in the springs and gods in the
rivers, which were aperfectly legitimate part of the life-world of
the ancient Greeks.
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Castoriadis was cognizant (see WIF, p. 275) of Merleau-
Ponty’ sexploration of Husserl’ sidea of Stiftung (institution)
as away of going beyond such solipsism and the “realistic
delusion” of phenomenology’ s“first-person” intentionalism.
But in this 1986 critique of Merleau-Ponty’ s The Visible and
the Invisible, Castoriadis pinpointed “the continued
phenomenological illusion that makesthephilosopher believe
that he might be able to find in perception a ‘pure lived
experience’ of perception. . . . The Cartesiano-Husserlian
tangent ishere presented asthefatal trajectory of thought—at
the same time that one sees the defense against this illusory
fatality overdetermine Merleau-Ponty’s philosophical
decisons” (WF, p. 302). Moreover, Merleau-Ponty’'s
resurrection of the Husserlian phrase *“transcendenta
subjectivity is intersubjectivity” remains stuck in
phenomenological presuppositions. Instead, this is what it
truly signifies:

“transcendental subjectivity” is sociality-historicity,
the“place” in which athought can intend the true and
in which the idea of the true emergesis an indefinite
and anonymous collectivity in and through its social-
historical institution—therefore:  “transcendental
subjectivity” is non-subjectivity and non-
transcendental. The phrase appears mysterious
because it signifies the negation of what it says.

Castoriadis ends his examination of this posthumously-
published volume Merleau-Ponty was preparing at thetime of
his untimely death with the following reaffirmation of his
non-unitary-ontology approach: Merleau-Pontean “flesh
procreates of theflesh: it does not create. We, however, have
to think creation, atimethat isnot cyclical, abirth that is not
re-birth. We have to think an ontological genesis—an
ontology of genesis.”

~

Adding ahyphenated “-(cultural) hermeneutics’ into
the phrase “phenomenological . . . source” cannot salvage
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Adams' sinaccurate depiction of Castoriadis. For, aswe saw,
Castoriadis increasingly questioned the purview, limits, and
finality of “interpretation” while never dismissing it per se.
Instead, as we shall see, the drawbacks of Adams's false
characterization return usto the RTI/ASA themethat in other
respects appears less explicitly and less frequently in
Castoriadis' s various radio dialogues.

The term hermeneutics, it may be noted, did not
appear a al in IS (1964-1965, 1975) and only once in
passing in a1968 Castoriadis psychoanalytic text reprintedin
the first Carrefours du labyrinthe tome (1978)."® Asearly as
1982 (“TheCrisisof Western Societies’; now in CR, pp. 260-
61), though, Castoriadis was beginning to note how the
intellectual fad of hermeneutic meaning-interpretation was
furthering the destruction of philosophy’ s capacity to create
new meaning:

Past culturenolonger isalivewithinaliving tradition,
but instead is the object of a museum-oriented
knowledge and of trendy, tourist-curiosities ruled by
fashions. On thislevel, and as banal asit may be, the
label of “Alexandrianism” is becoming applicable
(and even is beginning to be insulting to Alexandria)
—all themoreso as, inthe domain of reflectionitself,
history, commentary, and interpretation are
progressively becoming substitutes for creative
thought.

“TheRetreat from Autonomy: Postmodernism as Generalized
Conformism,” Castoriadis skey talk sounding the RTI/ASA
theme that wasfirst presented in 1989, is even more succinct
and explicit: “In philosophy, historical and textual
commentary on and interpretation of past authors have
become the substitute for thinking” (WIF, p. 40). “The
Imaginary: Creationinthe Social-Historical Domain,” a1981
talk first published three years later, had already indicated

8See note 37 on p. 45 of CL, which cites another authors's article title
from a 1966 issue of Les Temps Modernes.
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(WF, p. 9) his skepticism toward interpretation by placing
theword between quotation marks—anincreasingly common
practice on his part going forward:*

It would even be superficial and insufficient to say
that each society “ contains’ asystem of interpretation
of theworld. Each society isasystem of interpretation
of the world, and again, the term “interpretation” is
here flat and inappropriate. Each society is a
construction, a constitution, a creation of aworld, of
its own world.

Castoriadis elaborated on this ontological view of social-
world creation in his 1989 responseto critics, “Doneand To
BeDone’ (CR, pp. 363-64), whiletying his skepticism about
“interpretation” directly to his reservations about
hermeneutics:

Theworldlendsitself to (iscompatiblewith) all these
SI1.S. [i.e, socia imaginary significations] and
privileges none. That means. The world tout court is
senseless, devoid of signification (savethat of lending
itself to . . . ; but that is not what we call a

®Similarly, the word narrative often appears within quotation marks in
Castoriadis's writings, in order to express his reservations, or is smply
attacked head on. However, the explicit target here is not Ricoaur, author
of Time and Narrative, but Postmodernists who draw from Hegelian
and/or phenomenological-hermeneutical sources. In his “Response to
Rorty” (ASA, pp. 98-99), Castoriadis states:

| absolutely do not share the idea that philosophy would be a
succession of narratives. Aristotle’'s Metaphysics is not a
narrative any more than the Critique of Pure Reason would be.
... | am completely opposed to the way in which Rorty reduces
the history of humanity over the past twenty-five centuriesto the
narrative of the history of philosophy. The history of humanity is
not the history of the mistakes of Plato, Descartes, Hegel, Kant,
and so on. And that’s where we find the Hegelo-Heldeggero-
Habermasian vice—the three-H vice, if you will, or four with
Husserl when he spoke of European humanity—uwhich replaces
effectively actual history with the history of ideas.
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signification). The result is that, at this level, all
“hermeneutical” discussion, every attempt to seein
the creation of S.I.S. “interpretations’ of the world,
has no ground to stand on.

What precedes, then, the possibility of any
phenomenological descriptions and hermeneutical
interpretationsis ameaninglessness of theworld, which each
society, whether it knows it or not, must confront and
somehow integrate into its world—usualy through a
heteronomous (and most often religious) occultation of this
groundlessness, as achieved viaaclosure of signification. By
way of contrast, Castoriadis asserts in his 1990 tak, “The
Greek and the Modern Political Imaginary” (WF, p. 87):

the rupture of this closure is the opening up of
unlimited interrogation, another namefor the creation
of agenuine philosophy; thelatter wholly differsfrom
an unending interpretation of sacred texts, for
example, which can be extremely intelligent and
subtle but which halts before an ultimate given that is
taken to be beyond al discussion: “The Text must be
true, since it is of divine origin.” Philosophical
interrogation, onthecontrary, doesnot halt beforeany
postul ate presented as ultimate and unchallengeable.

Castoriadis's reticence regarding Ricoeur’s hermeneuticism
and its Christian theological background lies just below the
surfacethroughout their 1985 radio dialogue. Four yearslater,
in“Doneand To Be Done” (WMF, p. 387), he reprised, rather
sarcastically, his argument made there about the Aztecs:

Did the Aztecs practice human sacrifices? Such isthe
nomos of the Aztecs, such is their “interpretation”
(their hermeneutic) of the world, such is their
“narrative,” such is the fashion in which Being was
dispensed to them. One can, as one pleases, choose
the vocabulary of Critias, Nietzsche, Heidegger, or
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their Franco-American epigones.®’

Already in 1988 (“ Power, Politics, Autonomy,” PPA, p. 153),
he noted:

In more agitated historical worlds, supplementary
lines of defense are established. The denia of the
ateration of society, or the covering up of the new by
means of its attribution to mythical origins, may

2In“The Dilapidation of the West” (1991; RTI(TBS), p. 102), Castoriadis
employed this reference to the challenge posed to us by the Aztec
institution of society in order to connect his criticism of the postmodernist
inflation of “narrative” with his overal RTI/ASA theme. “If dll
‘narratives,’” he pointedly asked, “or, to be vulgar about it, piece[s] of
gossip,”

are of equal value, in the name of what would one condemn the
“narrative” of the Aztecs, with their human sacrifices, or the
Hitlerite“ narrative” and everything it implies? And how isit that
the proclamation of “the end of grand narratives’ is not itself a
narrative? The clearest image of thissituation is provided by the
“theories of postmodernism,” which are the plainest—I would
say the most cynical—expression of the refusal (or theinability)
to call the present-day situation into question.

Theunnamed target here seemsto be Jean-FrancoisL yotard, author of The
Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge (1979) and Castoriadis's
fellow former S. ou B. member (for the decade between 1954 and 1964).
Two pages|ater, hetook on directly what he el sewhere called “the French
Ideology,” connectingit to, among other things, Postmodernism’ sinflation
of narrative:

| see in [Deconstructionism and the “thinking of finitude’] just
one more manifestation of the sterility of our epoch. Anditisnot
an accident that this goes hand in hand with those ridiculous
proclamations about “the end of philosophy,” the confused
conjectures about “the end of grand narratives,” and so on. Nor
is it surprising that those who represent these tendencies
themselves prove incapable of producing anything other than
commentaries upon the writings of the past and studioudly avoid
any mention of the questions science, society, history, and
politics actually are raising today. This sterility is not an
individual phenomenon. It expresses, as a matter of fact, the
social-historical situation.
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become impossible. In such cases, the new can be
subjected to a fictitious but nevertheless efficient
reduction with the help of “commentary” on and
“interpretation” of thetradition. Thisis, typicaly, the
case of the Weltreligionen, in particul ar of the Jewish,
Christian, and Islamic worlds.

And seven years after that, in “Radical Imagination and the
Social Instituting Imaginary” (CR, p. 363-64), Castoriadis
zeroed in on Christian interpretational practice:

Intheother cases, the“reception” of past andtradition
is, partly at least, conscious—»but this “reception” is,
infact, re-creation (present-day parlancewould call it
“reinterpretation”). . . . The history of Christianity is
but the history of continuous “re-interpretations’ of
the same sacred texts, with amazingly differing
outcomes.

And yet, rather than being the form of exegetical salvation
hermeneutics claims itself to be in its self-interpretation,®
meaning-interpretation may be viewed generally as society’s
original scotomizing defense mechanism when faced with
“the a-meaning of the world” aswell aswith its own and the
others' radical imaginationsand social institutingimaginaries:

All these factors threaten society’s stability and
self-perpetuation. And against al of them, the
ingtitution of society establishes in advance and
contains defenses and protections. Principal among
these is the virtual omnipotence, the capacity of
universal covering, of its magma of significations.
Any irruption of the raw world becomesfor it sign of
something, isinterpreted away and thereby exorcised
(PPA, p. 153).

2Q0r, in Dick Cavett's humorous play on the Christian soteriological
dlogan Jesus Saves: “Exegesis saves.”
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By way of contrast, “Greek thought” is said to be “not a
commentary on or aninterpretation of sacredtexts, it amounts
ipso facto to the putting into question of the most important
dimension of theinstitution of society: therepresentationsand
the norms of thetribe, and the very notion of truth” (* Power,
Palitics, Autonomy”; now in PPA, pp. 159-60).

In sum: As it became a fad, Castoriadis, from the
standpoint of the ongoing project of autonomy, cameto view
hermeneutical interpretation as necessarily limited in scope,
and yet interminable when disconnected from a self-limiting
project, but also overinflated in its conceptions of language
and narrative as well as overreaching in its clams to
understanding. Such claims, moreover, bring contradictory
results whose (often violent) contending justifications are
based on a closure of inquiry that originates in its religious
attitude toward texts deemed inviolable.

Of course, none of the foregoing background
information goes to prove anything for or against anything
said by either party in the Castoriadis-Ricaoeur radio dialogue.
Y et asaservice provided by the tranglator, such introductory
information may offer useful context for the reader’s own
effortsto make of this dialogue what shewill. Indeed, further
context can and should be provided concerning Castoriadis S
attitudestoward and rel ationswith hisformer thesisadvisor.?

2\Neare presenting publicly availableinformation here. Accessto and use
of Castoriadis sarchives(and thusto potential Castoriadiscorrespondence
with Ricoaur) at thel nstitut Mémoiresdel’ Edition Contemporaine(IMEC)
can require approva from both the Castoriadis family and IMEC. One
IMEC official, FrangoisBordes, seized material prepared by Curtisfor the
2013 General Assembly of thefamily’ sAssociation Cornelius Castoriadis
inorder to prevent itsdistribution, even though Curtisisan ACC member.
Some of this correspondence as well as other useful information is
discussed in Frangois Dosse's Castoriadis. Une vie (Paris: Editions La
Découverte, 2014). Dosse, however, does not even have a firm grasp of
Castoriadis's distinct terms radical imagination (of the psyche, which
Dosseincorrectly attributesto “theindividual™) and social imaginary (on
thecollectivelevel), whichheinstead calls* radical imaginary” and“social
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Castoriadis evinced barely any interest at al® in the
work of hermeneuticians like Hans-Georg Gadamer, though
he engaged criticaly and at length with the work of
Gadamer’ steacher Martin Hel degger on many philosophical
issues. The first known mention® of the phenomenological
hermeneuticist Paul Ricoaur appears merely in passing, in a
1965 footnote to “Marxism and Revolutionary Theory” (11S
p. 390, n. 39) devoted to Claude Lévi-Strauss's discussion
with Ricoaur in Esprit (November 1963). Castoriadis
welcomed “Ricaoaur’ s important book,” Time and Narrative
(1983-1985). Indeed, he discussed it at length in his 1987-
1988 Ecol e des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales (EHESS)
seminar, though in critical terms.® And he expressed, in his
own “Time and Creation” talk from 1988 (W F, p. 377), his
“admirationfor therichnessand solidity of [Ricoaur’ §] critical
analysis of the main inherited philosophical conceptions
regarding time”® while noting his “obvious and central
differenceswith” Ricoaur’ s3-volumework and regretting that
this study of time makes only “passing mentions” of Plato’s
and Kant's conceptions of temporality (ibid., p. 438)—
conceptions which Castoriadis had already studied in depth
(especialy Plato’s) adecade earlier in the second half of |IS
Indeed, Castoriadishad communicated inwriting to histhesis
advisor his “disappointment” that he received so little

imagination” (see p. 267).

Zlbid., p. 268: “Castoriadis aways kept his distance from the
hermeneutical tradition, placing it on the side of inherited thought, which
misses what is essential to human creation.”

#French editions of Castoriadis's writings contain no indexes. We are
limiting ourselves here to indexed and electronic English-language
editions.

®Dossg, p. 322.

%Castoriadis's key operative word hereisinherited.
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feedback on the published texts he was sending Ricoaur.”
Besidesan otherwise undiscussed bibliographical referenceto
Ricoaur’'s 1965 Freud and Philosophy: An Essay on
Interpretation in the “ Other works™ section at the end of his
“Freud, Society, History” article (RTI(TBS), p. 256) and a
passing 1986 EHESS-seminar mention of Ricoaur’s idea of
“suspicion” (OPS p. 6), Castoriadis' s only other allusion to
Riccaur in published form is his reply, in “Done and To Be
Done” (CR, p. 377), to Joel Whitebook’s attempt to “climb
back down and fall back upon a ‘potentiality toward
language’ that would be imminent to the psyche. . . .
Obvioudly,” Castoriadisdryly observes, “everything depends
upon the infinitely elastic term potentiality. [Whitebook]
invokesRicoaur and ‘ asignifying power that isoperativeprior
to language.” Here again, we must agree on what we are
talking about,” he says, echoing, in this 1989 Festscrift reply,
his earlier frustration with Ricoaur, when he stated in their
radio dialogue: “Once again, this discussion has no meaning
unless we distinguish some levels.”#®

Zlbid., pp. 264-65. Ricoaur replied (letter of August 7, 1978) that hislack
of response did not indicate alack of interest, that he was indeed reading
and following Castoriadis swork, and that he had taught 11S at Nanterre.

®The rest of Castoriadis's response to Whitebook as regards the
invocation of aFreudian-Ricoaurian “ signifying power” prior to language
(so muchfor Michel’ sRicoaurian Homo loguax!) again shows how wrong
Miched was to link Castoriadis to Lacan on the question of the
Unconscious allegedly being “structured like alanguage”:

Thereisnot one“signifying power” but (at least) two dimensions
of the psyche that render it capable of language and, more
generally, of socialization. Both have to do with the radical
imagination. From the outset, the psyche is in meaning:
everything must make sense, on the mode of making sensefor the
psyche. And almost immediately afterward, the psyche isin the
quid quo pro (which led Lacan astray); it can see in a thing
another thing, this being the subjective correlate of the signitive
relation. But that does not mean that there is a language of the
psyche whose functioning would be disturbed by the “barrier of
repression,” nor even that there is a “heterogeneity” between
something linguistic that woul d appertainto the Unconsciousand
conscious language. There is ontological aterity between (1) a
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Despite meager mentions of Ricoaur in Castoriadis's
published work, and beyond their discreetly expressed mutual
admiration,® certain elements of shared political sensibility
drew them together. Ricoaur, who was teaching at Nanterre
University, resigned his post on May 17, 1968 in support of
the S. ou B.-influenced studentstherewho were spearheading
the uprising. It was “ shortly after 1968,” as Castoriadis says
at the start of the radio program, that he asked Ricoaur to
supervise his proposed thesis.

Whereapolitically-informed mutual affinity ended—
or, rather, never began—wasin an episodeearlierin Ricoaur’'s
life that was not revealed until well after the 1985 radio
dialogue, and in fact only three years before Castoriadis's
death. In 1994, it became known that Ricaeur, traditionally
presented as astudious prisoner of war who was preparing for
a Vichy-accredited degree while translating Husserl’ s |deen
in a Pomeranian camp,® had spent part of 1940 and 1941 as
alecturerina“Marshal Pétain circle’ organized there. Robert
Lévy, who reveal ed this episode after finding texts published
under Riccaur’s name in the Vichy review Unité Francaise,
says that he thought that “any biography of Ricoeur would
necessarily include at least an indication of the existence of

universe that at the outset is monadic, then differentiated, but
alwaystending to close upon itself and in which arepresentation
can be posited asstanding [valant] for another representationand
(2) adiurnal universe of signs, which in good part obeysensidic
logic and bears/conveys public, somehow or other shared,
significations.

®Ricaoaur wrote a letter of support for Castoriadis's candidacy at EHESS
in 1979 and Castoriadis communicated with Le Mondein November 1985
to complainthat Ricoaur’ swork wasgetting short shriftin comparisonwith
that of less deserving intellectual starslike“A. Finkielkraut and B. Lévy”
(see Dosse, pp. 310 and 267-68). Dosse' s index (p. 524) would seem to
confuse“B[enny] Lévy” herewith Castoriadis sbéte noir, Bernard-Henri
Lévy. Neither isto be confused with Robert L évy (see below).

OThis story still appears as is in http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Paul
Ric%C5%93ur, but French Wikipedia http://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Paul Ric%C5%93ur also containsashort section on Ricoaur’ sPétainisme.
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this Pétainisteepisode.”*" Y et, no mention thereof inMichel’ s
“Biographical Benchmarks’ (“Repéres biographiques,”
Dialogue, p. 73). Lévy aso extensively questions Dosse's
reliance, in his Ricoaur biography,® on Ricoaur's belated
recognition of this episode, presented by Ricoaur as just a
brief period of “disarray.” Lévy writes: “In sum, before 1994,
not aword [from Ricoeur] about this Pétainiste episode; from
1995 to 2000, a brief tribute paid to the truth; and then, a
resumption of silence? Things are perhaps not so simple.”
For, he goes on to show that this episode was maybe not as
brief as Ricoaur admitted, that an early 1939 text (i.e., prior to
the War and hisinternment) indicates more ambiguity in the
attitudes of this revolutionary socialist who had tried to
combine Communism with his Protestant Christianity, and
that thereisastrangedisconnect between Ricoaur’ sprincipled
refusal, from the late 1930s onward, to visit Spain before
Franco’'s death and his attendance of summer university
German classes in Hitler's Munich just a month before the
outbreak of the Second World War. It isimportant for those
interested in Castoriadis's work to acknowledge this
disturbing episode in the life of his thesis advisor and later
academic colleague,® along with its still not fully clarified
aspects, but also to know the actual chronology, so as to be
able to deal with any silly and/or invidious criticisms of
Castoriadis. In a bit of belated sectarian polemicism, the
Trotskyist “World Socialist Web Site” claimed that

%1See now Robert Levy’ scritical summary text, “ Sur la passade pétainiste
de Paul Riccaur: un bref épisode?’ http://www.sens-public.org/article537
html2ang=fr (March 26, 2008). It remains unclear what role, if any,
Ricoaur as a prisoner of war played in these texts' publication in Unité
Francaise's “Paroles de prisonniers’ (words of prisoners).

*Dosse’sPaul Ricoaur, lessensd' unevie (1997) preceded his Castoriadis
biography (2014). Thelatter book discusses Castoriadisrelationship with
Ricoaur on over 20 different pages but never makes mention of Riccaur’s
Pétainiste episode.

BCastoriadis's 11S was trandated into English in 1987 by Ricoaur's
longtime trandator Kathleen Blamey (previously known as Kathleen
McLaughlin).



http://www.sens-public.org/article537.html?lang=fr
http://www.sens-public.org/article537.html?lang=fr
http://libcom.org/files/57798630-Castoriadis-The-Imaginary-Institution-of-Society.pdf

Trandator’s Postscript IXix

Castoriadis (1922-1997) and Socialisme ou Barbarie (1948-
1967), among other people, publications and organizations,
“favored the rise” of new French President Emmanuel
Macron via, among other people, publications, and
organizations, Paul Ricoaur, who was assisted by Macron
from 1999 to 2001 at the time Ricoaur was preparing his
phenomenol ogical-hermeneutic volume Memory, History,
Forgetting (2000).*

_~

Their radio dialogue begins, rather disappointingly,
with Ricoaur assuring Castoriadis that he has “several times
referred to the ‘imaginary production of society.” For, |
believe that our shared interest really liesin this issue of the
imaginary seat of social relations and social production.”
Suchaharmonizing affirmation of “ sharing,” so characteristic
of the hermeneutical approach, isalso afasification, since, of
course, Castoriadis's magnum opus is entitled, rather, The
Imaginary Institution of Society. Whether conscious or
habitual, this terminological slippage serves to set in place
from the outset Ricoaur’s stance against human creation—
“ Self-creation, no. Successivereconfigurations, yes,” and“we
arenever in asituation that you would call creation,” he later
says®—while altering the ground of the discussion. Even
within this narrowed and displaced realm of mere
“production,” Ricoaur’s phenomenological stance leads to
further denialsof creation: when Castoriadischaracteristically
declares, “What institutes the polis as polisis a signification
that it creates and by means of which it creates itself as

%Anthony Torres and Francis Dubois, “Quelles personnalités politiques
ont favorisé |’ ascension d Emmanuel Macron?” http://www.wsws.org/fr/
articles/2017/jui2017/parc-j20.shtml (June 20, 2017). Much more could
be said about this very loosely argued guilt-by-association article
published by the “International Committee of the Fourth International.”

SAnd yet, note 4 of this radio dialogue reminds us that the English-
language title for his 1975 volume is The Rule of Metaphor:
Multi-Disciplinary Sudies of the Creation of Meaning in Language.
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polis’—a statement proponents of the “hermeneutic circle”
might otherwise have enthusiastically embraced—Ricoaur
immediately objects, “ But we never experience productionin
this form!”*® In other words: If something does not fit
phenomenology’s first-person stance, it must not exist or is
deemed not worth thinking or, allegedly, cannot be thought.

What, then, to make of phenomenathat nevertheless
really do exist but that go beyond phenomenology’s self-
restricting purview—not only “Foucault’s pendulum” and
“the yearly parallax of the fixed stars,” which Castoriadis
mentioned elsewhere®” but also “cultural” phenomena
hermeneutics as meaning-interpretation is supposed to
consider? Ricoaur’s unequivocal reply again evinces his
underlying antipathy to human creation: “ Theideaof absolute
novelty is unthinkable.” What, as a Christian, one makes of
absolute or divine creation is, of course, another story, asthe
unthinkable suddenly becomes permissible, even necessary,
there.®® For Castoriadis, however, the point is to unite an
effort at understanding this-here world with awill to change
it. And this project of elucidation passes not exclusively by
way of “interpretation” of theexistent but also viathe creation
of new “figuresof thethinkable” in order that onemight think
what had hitherto been deemed “unthinkable’: after all,
nothing was thinkable before some figures of the thinkable
werecreated by humanity (except, perhaps, Aristotle’ sGod as
“thought thinking itself”), and nothing new becomes

%And from that restricted standpoint, what is one to make of the
quintessentially Sixties Jefferson Airplanelyric from“Wild Tyme” (After
Bathing at Baxter’'s, 1967) about creative, self-transformational social
doing during the Digger-inspired and LSD-infused Summer of Love,
where adirect challengeto commercial arrangementsfor shelter and food
distribution was combined with the use of mind-expanding drugs: “I'm
doing things that haven’t got a name yet”?

$7See note 16, above.

®Ricoaur continues: “There can be something new only in a break
[rupture] with the old: thereis something pre-settled before us, which we
unsettle in order to settle it otherwise. Y et no situation exists where there
is, asit were, . . . thefirst day of creation.”
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thinkable until figures thereof are created.®

One may regret that, in this informal radio dialogue
where he endeavors not to be “polemical” with his respected
former thesis advisor, Castoriadis did not bring up certain
arguments he raised elsewhere. In relation to Ricoaur’ sviews
on continuity and discontinuity that almost always seem to
end in harmonizing conclusions, one might have liked
Castoriadis to develop in reply, for example, his mind-
blowing and world-shaking thoughts on how the continuum
may be said to be “uncountably ‘holey’; it is but asuccession
of uncountably infinite holes held together by a succession of
countablepoints’ (seetheundated manuscript text, “ Remarks
on Space and Number,” in FT(P&K), p. 406). And precisely
on this alleged impossibility of so-called absolute novelty,
one can regret that Castoriadis did not introduce his key
distinction on the matter—viz., “creationisexnihilo, butitis
not innihilo or cumnihilo,” ashesuccinctly putitin his 1993
article, “Complexity, Magmas, History: The Example of the
Medieval Town” (RTI(TBS), p. 367). In “Done and To Be
Done’ (CR, p. 404, emphasis added), Castoriadis had already
confronted this issue head on:

Let us consider now from the de facto (faktisch)
standpoint the instituting imaginary and the radical
imagination. Their creationiscertainly not “absolute”
(what meaning isoneto giveto thisterm, if not again
by referring to the God of Duns Scotus?), savein a
quite precise sense: the created form is, as such,
irreducible to the aready-there; it cannot be
composed, ensidically, starting from what is already
there. (To speak of “new aspects,” as [Bernhard)]
Waldenfels does, only eludes the hard core of the
guestion: When is an “aspect” new? What is the
new?) In this sense, creation is ex nihilo.

*®Seethe Trandator’ sForeword to Figuresof the Thinkablefor asummary
of Castoriadis' sdevelopments of thistheme. The connection herewith the
dictum Castoriadis enunciated in the very first issue of S ou B.
(“Presentation,” in CR, p. 37) is patent: “Without development of
revolutionary theory, no development of revolutionary action.”
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“But,” he goes on to assert in this same 1989 text, “as | have
already written, it is certainly not in nihilo, nor is it cum
nihilo”—with Castoriadis citing here “innumerabl e passages
from 11S[that] show this,” and stating that “| have specified
it again recently” in “Power, Politics, Autonomy” and
“Individual, Society, Rationality, History” (two 1988 articles
now in PPA). The problem here is that, like the undated,
posthumously published manuscript that examines the
ontologically unavoidable and overridingly preponderant
“holes’ in the continuum (“Remarks,” FT(P&K), p. 406: “I
proposeto consider [the set of real numbers] asametaphor of
the Chaos’), it is unclear whether the distinction between ex
nihilo and infcum nihilo really predates his 1985 dialogue
with Ricaaur: IS certainly affirms and elucidates worldly ex
nihilo creation (see pp. 2-3 of the 1974 Preface and pp. 153
and 361 in the second part, first published in 1975),% but the
key subsidiary acknowledgment—viz., that creation does not
occur either in or cum nihilo—never appears there in those
precise terms. Interestingly, one of the first, if not the first,
published uses of thisex vs. infcumclarification wasmadein
“Time and Creation” (WMF, p. 392)—the 1988 talk where
Castoriadis explicitly praised Ricoaur’s Time and Narrative
(1983-1985): “The new eidos, the new form, is created ex
nihilo as such. It is not, qua form, qua eidos, producible or
deducible from what ‘was there.” This does not mean that it
is created in nihilo or cumnihilo.”**

“Castoriadis already spoke of “ex nihilo creation . . . in history” in
Christian Descamps' s1973 interview with himwhilehewas preparing 1S
(see PSRTI, p. 60). Hisfirst published mention of this phrase may bein
“Epilegomena to a Theory of the Soul Which Has Been Presented as a
Science” (1968, CL, p.25). The phrase aso appeared in his 1971
discussion of Merleau-Ponty, “The Sayable and the Unsayable” (CL, p.
121).

“ICastoriadis el aborates his anti-determinist position on the conditionsfor
ex nihilo human creation as follows (WIF, pp. 392-93):

So, for instance, humans create the world of meaning and
signification, or institution, upon certain conditions, viz., that
they are aready living beings, that there is no constantly and
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The furthest Ricoaur will go is to grant a supposed
phenomenological datum: “We have the experience of
making continuity through strokes of discontinuities and
retroactivereprises.” The connection between the emergence
of discontinuity, perhaps far surpassing in its infinities the
infinities of continuity, and the fact of time as creation
(Castoriadis's position)* is never made. Nor does Ricoaur
ever consider saying here that we are always making
(creating) discontinuities—which he does grant are
“ruptures,” but whose scope he carefully wants to
circumscribe®—and perhaps also new expansive and

bodily present God to tell them what isthe meaning of theworld
and of their life, etc. But thereisno way we can derive either this
level of being—the social-historical—or its particular contents
in each case from these conditions. The Greek polis is created
under certain conditions and “with” certain means, in a definite
environment, with given human beings, a tremendous past
embodied inter alia in Greek mythology and language, and so
on, endlessly. But it is not caused or determined by these. The
existing, or part of it, conditionsthe new form; it does not cause
or determineiit.

This1988talk, first publishedin 1991, isa“reworked” version of hisJune
1983 Cerisy-la-Salle Colloquium presentation, “ Temps et devenir” (Time
and becoming); see ibid., p. 437. Further documentary investigation is
required to determine whether Castoriadis's ex vs. infcum distinction
precedes the 1985 dialogue with Ricoaur or is posterior to it. Later uses
appear in “The Idea of Revolution” (1989, RTI(TBS)), “Window on the
Chaos’ (1992, WoC), “False and True Chaos’ (1993, FT(P&K)),
“Interview: Castoriadis and Donnet” and “Interview: Castoriadis and
Vared (1995, both in the present volume), and “Imaginary and
Imagination at the Crossroads’ (1997, FT(P&K)), as well as in the
undated “ Remarks on Space and Number” (FT (P&K)) mentioned above.
Thislist is certainly not exhaustive.

“?Before being thetitle of Castoriadis stand-alone piece from 1988, “ Time
and Creation” was the heading for Section v in Chapter 4 of Part |1 of 1IS
(1975).

“Ricaaur: “1 wanted to limit the pretension—in the English-language sense
of claimintruth claim: pretension to truth, to rightness—involved in the
notion of a discontinuity inthe creation of institutions.” Ruptures seem to
be admissible so long as one does not grant the “truth” of their existence.
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inclusivefiguresof thethinkableto elucidatethem amid mere
strokes of continuity, and that if thiswere otherwise, it would
be on account of arelatively “cold” level of temporal creation
and, perhaps too, on account of our (instituted) failure to
recognize how disruptive things redly are, given how
predisposed we are (have become) to cover over, via closed
significations of interpretation, the riotous tumult within and
around us.

Curioudly, this curtailed outlook leads Ricoaur, in his
contribution to the radio dialogue,* to affirm the banally
traditional asymptotic conception of interpretational truth.
When, in reply to a question from Riccaur, Castoriadis
affirms, “Where | radically separate myself from [Michel]
Foucault is that, for me, there is a Greece, there is an Old
Testament, and all the interpretations we give of it are
based/lean on asignification that serves as referent for these
successive creations that are interpretations,” Ricoaur asks
him in response: “What does that signify, if not that the
multiplicity of interpretations and the reinterpretations of
interpretations are other approximations of the same thing?’

Similar to Ricoaur the phenomenologist’s denial that
one can experience the “production” (in fact, the self-
creation) of the Greek polis, Riccaur can only reply lamely
when Castoriadis catches him in a contradiction concerning
his varied affirmations about the origin of language: “I have
no accessto this first moment of language,” asif that settled
the matter. Ricoaur the hermeneuticist then states, “We are
always speaking in asetting where language has already been
spoken”—a perfect illustration, it would seem, of the
hermeneutic circle. Yet he somehow switches back to a
prelinguistic moment—illusorily presocial, Castoriadismight
say, since it does not seem to concern what he calls the
psychical monadic—whose conception, in Ricoaur, is
consonant with acertain phenomenological tradition: “ Before
the institution,” Ricoaur says, “thereis a living-together that

“Here, we are examining the effectively actual give-and-take discussion,
limited by France Culture’ sprogramming schedul e, not final or subsequent
or best positions.
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has a certain continuity, that can be instituted, can reinstitute
itself, can consgtitute itself through rupture upon the
background of transmitted, received legacies.” While we
would haveno accessto or experienceof the* first moment of
language,” Ricoaur seems to believe that we all have access
together to an entire preingtitutiona ream of “living-
together” that would only subsequently become instituted.
How one can “live together” without or “before the
institution” remains a mystery, and in fact it is just an
incoherency, even from the psychoanalytic viewpoint,
Castoriadisinsists: “that’ snot living-together but ‘killing one
another’ or ‘having incest with each other.’”*

But where Ricaaur’ shermeneutically harmonizing act
of privileging continuities perhaps best reveds itself as a
failure or refusal to recognize socia creations is in the
continuation and completion of his previous statement: such
legacies, he says, “provid[€], if | may put it thus, the basso
continuo,” that is, the harmony underlying Baroque musical
performances. In early July 1997, for one of his very last
public interventions before his hospitalization and death,
Castoriadis spoke at alast-minute colloquium improvised by
thegreat jazz and classical composer Ornette Coleman during
a La Villette Jazz Festival series organized in Coleman’s
honor.* Castoriadis chose to speak about musical creation,
reminding the audience in particular of an extemporaneous

A better way of examining the problem than a smple affirmation or
denia of “the hermeneutic circle’ would perhaps be to recognize that
Ricoaur is always trying and failing to square the phenomenological-
hermeneutic circle. When phenomenol ogical descriptionfallsshort, hehas
recourse to a cultural-hermeneutic interpretation, and when cultural
hermeneutics poses a problem, he returns to phenomenology’ sinsistence
ondirect experiencein order to rule out cultural creations deemed beyond
its scope. The only way out would then beto become effectively aware of
the vicious cycle in which one is engaged by forming the desire to break
the repetition of this to-and-fro movement.

“Curtis' stwo Castoriadis volumes published in English that year, CRand
WIF, included cover art provided by Coleman. Castoriadis had attended
an earlier Parisian concert by Coleman at the invitation of Coleman’s
longtime collaborator, the dancer-choreographer Clara Gibson Maxwell.
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element in early modern music: the basso continuo was an
improvisational, often collective or at least multiple, musical
form and feature (practiced by the instrumentalists of the
“continuo group”) that was instituted prior to the full
rationalization of written composition in classical Western
music.”” If an improvisatory practice like the basso continuo
sounds to Ricoaur as some sort of drone element requiring
acknowledgment and perhaps interpretation but no further
reflections on its distinctively creative and improvisational,
historical mode of being, one ultimately wonders whether
Ricoaur has the ears to hear and the wherewithal to think
creation as it happens. He may have been—according to
Michel’s borrowing, in his “Repéres biographiques,” of a
phrase that served as the title for a collection of Raymond
Aron interviews®—simply an “engaged spectator” at a
spectacle, unaware of or indifferent to what istruly involved
in a risky collective effort at harmonization.*® By way of
contrast, Castoriadis, constantly frustrated by Ricoaur’ sblithe
assurancesthat they both share the sameideas (so long asthe
word creation is not admitted into the conversation), finally
blurts out what should have been evident to every reader of
I1S including Ricaaur, since 1975: “Asfor me, | amtrying to
think a social imaginary, that is to say, a creativity of the

4"Concerted efforts to revive such improvisational elements in “serious
music” began in the twentieth century, especially in the “Third Stream”
movement, and also in thework of composer Coleman, who combined the
“free jazz" forms he invented in the Fifties with classical compositional
features he taught himself (with instructional help fromthe inventor of the
term Third Stream, Gunther Schuller). A Lincoln Center Festival
celebrating Coleman’ slife (1930-2015) and work took placein July 2017.

“Michel also describes Ricaoaur there (p. 74) aspart of the “antitotalitarian
left,” asweet-smelling yet wholly negative whiff of a praiseful phrasethat
ranks him among the likes of Bernard-Henri Lévy—»but not Castoriadis,
who insisted on the need to bring out “the positive content of socialism”
beyond any critique of totalitarianism.

“Coleman’s musical theory, Harmolodics, accords equal value to
harmony, motion (or rhythm), and melody while alowing all
instrumentalists to intervene at any time to move the music in new
directions.
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socia-historical field, of the social-historical collectivity as
such.”

At the start of “Marxism and Revolutionary Theory”
(11§ p. 14), Castoriadis had declared that “we have arrived at
the point where we have to choose between remaining
Marxist and remaining revolutionaries.” Later in that same
concluding S ou B. article, when exploring autonomy’s
relation to the Freudian psychoanal ytic project, he madeakey
distinction (11S pp. 104-105) that applieseven to “those who
have made the most radica attempts to pursue the
interrogation and the critique of tacit presuppositions to the
end—whether this be Plato, Descartes, Kant, Marx or Freud
himself.” Recognizing a tendency toward a return to a
heteronomous attitude, Castoriadis aso noted that “there are
indeed those who—Iike Plato and Freud—never gave up this
pursuit, and there are those who stopped.” Keeping in mind
the (far from exhaustive) background information we have
provided here, the reader of our trandation of this radio
dialogue may begin to consider on which side she would
place Ricoaur.

_~

Aswe explained in the first Anonymous Translator’s
foreword, each of Curtis's Forewords

set the book in perspective, provided information the
reader might not otherwise have available to her,
anticipated common questions and criticisms,
presented thetranslator himself and hismotivations so
as not to hide these essential aspects of the process of
presenting the work of another in the International
Republic of Letters, and yet carefully avoided taking
advantage of the trandator’s position as the first
reader in a foreign language of the writings being
presented so that the labor of autonomous
interpretation and creative reception of the author’s
ideas would remain within the [reader’ s| purview.

In turn, each of the Forewords composed by the Anonymous
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Translator® has endeavored to follow along this path while
attempting, in variousways, to expand it and blaze new trails.

In light of the foregoing, we may now wonder why,
even though it was preceded by “labor of” and qualified by
“autonomous’ as well as immediately supplemented by
“creativereception,” theword inter pretation appeared in that
first Anonymous Transator’ s foreword.>* Curtis himself had
explained the above-mentioned obligation of thetranglator to
provide an account of hiswork experience (so that the reader
may be well informed when judging not only his translation
work but also the character of his labor) as follows in his
Trandator's Foreword to Claude Lefort's Writing: The
Political Test: “If 1, as first reader in English of a foreign
author’ s writings, had indeed been moved by his work (and
what would my translation be worth if | hadn’t been?), |
should also be able to express in my introductory remarks
some of that moving experience, to face up to that risky
épreuve [test], as Lefort himself might say.” In other words,
self-reflection on hissalf-transformation should, eachtime, be
integral to the translator’ s own account of his self-activity. In
this respect, it may be asked whether phenomenology and
hermeneutics might foster self-understanding on the
translator’s part and whether the trandlator, who is said to
trans-fer (“carry across’) meaning from one language to
another, must himself be regarded as a hermeneutician of
sorts whose accounts of his experiences of meaning-
displacement (if that is indeed what is involved) would
necessarily be phenomenological in character. After all, a
trandator—for example, one of those people wearing
headphoneswhilewhisperinginto amicrophoneat the United
Nations—is called an interpreter.

See the updated list, above, p. ii.

lIn alater Foreword where we quoted this first Anonymous Translator’s
Foreword, we deliberately added the following foothote (pp. XXxv-xxxvi,
n. 55) when quoting Castoriadis's “Marxism and Revolutionary Theory”
about linking “an elucidation . . . and atransformation of theworld”: “The
elided phrase, ‘a comprehension (but | prefer the term elucidation),’ is
there to indicate the limitations of a merely interpretive understanding.”



http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf
http://kaloskaisophos.org/rt/rtdac/rtdactf/rtdactfwriting.html
http://www.notbored.org/ASA.pdf
http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf
http://www.notbored.org/RTI.pdf

Trandator’s Postscript IXXix

Might we draw upon Ricoaur as “phenomenological-
hermeneutical source” here in order to answer or at least
investigate this twofold question? When Ricoaur talks about
tranglation in his radio dialogue with Castoriadis, however,
thewell suddenly driesup. Certainly, heintroduces*“absolute
dterity” as another foil, as he had done with “absolute
novelty”—thus “overdeterm[ing],” as Castoriadis had said
about Merleau-Ponty, his “philosophical decisions’ via the
maintenance of an illusory (in fact, theological) standard for
the understanding of socia-historical creation: “What
language reveals to us, what is manifested in language more
exactly, isnot only that transl ation has been possible but also
that it has been successful. We will never be faced with a
tongue [langue] that would be absolutely untrandatable.”
Castoriadis swiftly responds, in characteristic fashion: “No
more than being faced with an absolutely trandlatable text,
except if it’ saseries of mathematical formulae.” But instead
of continuing along his phenomenol ogical-hermeneutic line
that involves for him an explicit denial of human creation,
here Ricoaur erects, as an obstacle to further concrete
communication, a Habermasian communication-theory
version of Kantian Idealism. What he says next has little to
do, it seems, with either phenomenological description or
hermeneutic interpretation: “To speak of the limits of
tranglation,” hereplies, “ supposesthat onewould haveat least
been able to begin and, to a certain extent, to succeed in this
operation.” This yields but a bare tautology—the translator
translates—that offers no understanding of the experience or
process of any effectively actual trandlator faced with choices
of meaning and confronted with possibilities of
misunderstanding. Thereisinstead saidto bea*trand atability
in principle’ that itself (1) “makes there be one humanity.”
What about flesh-and-blood translators and their instituting
activity in al this? Their social doing via social saying is
alienated to an abstract principle.

Curioudly, here Ricaaur finally pronounces the word
creation, at least in the form of “recrest[ion].” It is this
“trand atability in principle”—not the work of any particular
trandator, but, in mathematical terms, themere proposition of
nonnull success ( > 0 )—that allegedly “recreates the
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continuity of meaning within the discontinuity of the
productions and strokes of configuration.” Later, evoking
Donald Davidson’ s“very ideaof conceptual schemes,” which
he (mis)trandlates as schemes organisateurs (*organizing
schemes’—yes, the abstract principle of nonnull success in
actual fact guarantees very little when it presumes to replace
human activity), Ricoaur elaborates on his formal view of
minimum trandlation achievement, arguing that if such
schemes

were radically other, we would not even know them;
we know that they are other only because we have
encountered the Ilimits of trandation—but a
trandation that, as a consequence, has, as we have
already said, succeeded. We must really place at that
moment one’ srelationwithwhat isdifferent, doing so
in terms of the idea of humanity as the model for
successful communication.

Ricoaur admitsthat such a“model” is“anidea, inthe Kantian
sense of the word, that is to say, a regulative idea,” He
reaffirmsthis alienating Idealism when he claimsthat “[i]tis
this regulative idea that makes humanity hold together, that
gives it the signifying coexistence of not being severd
humanitiesbut, rather, asingle humanity.” No explanation, of
course, how that might really work, on the experiential or
interpretational level. It may be doubted, moreover, that the
Nazi racia designation of Jews as subhumans concerned
primarily or principally a problem of Yiddish-German/
German-Yiddish trandation, or that increased understanding
through better trandlation ( > 0 + X, where x is a positive
rational number) would have prevented the Final Solution. Or
asCastoriadis, bringingin Aztecs, Greeks, Nazis, and Russian
totalitarians one last time, put it in reply to Ricoaur’'s
subsequent Kantian evocation of “a practical Reason”:

No, thereis ahuman making/doing [un faire human],
a reflective making/doing, which raises itself to the
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level of the political® and that, as such, absolutely has
to incorporate ethics, the ethical moment. Thinking
the unity of humanity? Y es, but the human sacrifices
committed by the A ztecs, the massacre of the Melians
by my ancestors, the Athenians, Auschwitz, the
Gulag—I don'’t seethetrandlation that could bringme
close to that humanity. The monstrous is too easily
evacuated; Hannah Arendt, in her book on
totalitarianism, said that the phenomenon of
totalitarianism collapses the traditional categoriesfor
understanding history. And she was right.

Those “traditional categoriesfor understanding history” that
have “collapse[d]” under the weight of the monstrousness of
totalitarianism arewhat Castoriadis considered the“inherited
thought” present in what Michel pompously called “the
hermeneutic sciences.”

There is, however, another sense in French of the
word interpr