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We live in a post-ideological era.

Ideology today appears as opposite from before, but it is not

Today we say that “beneath all we’re the same.” This is an ideological lie.

Ideology mystifies the real problem, not any imaginary problem.

TOLERANCE

Example: Zizek told about this time when he “almost got lynched” in USA, when he suggested that there were positive (?) sides of racism, and that the targets of racism (African-americans etc.) should be racist too, in the other direction.

As an opposite of the notion of tolerance, we should wear the clichés and “over-do” them, not repudiate them (distance us from them).

Otherwise (if you just distance yourself from all clichés and biases), you just control racism. That is, you put in a distance = tolerance.

There must be a minimal step of obscenity between people, in order to break the ice. (Clichés, biases, obscene jokes, etc.) You need the element of obscenity to get close. Otherwise – distance (=tolerance).

Example: Zizek got really close to a friend when the friend one morning told him “I fuck your mother,” and he answered “After I’ve fucked your sister.” They did this every morning as a “ritual” and then acted normal (but as really good friends).

You will always be able to tell true racism from this.

The postmodern boss is a fake. He hides beneath niceness.

Bring domination out in the open (instead of hiding it). “Don’t play ‘we’re equal’ games”

Ideology = implicit unwritten rules

Why not be direct? No, we should stick to appearance – we must pretend to ignore existence of implicit rules.

The system of rules is never flat, transparent. There are explicit and implicit rules.

We are allowed to implicitly break explicit rules. We don’t learn how to violate (explicit) rules, but have to do it (otherwise we are strange – and this is an unwritten/implicit rule).

Something is explicitly permitted – but don’t do it! Example: Offers that are expected to be rejected (I can pay your restaurant bill etc.). = implicit rules

All are hypocrites, but it is wrong to describe it as hypocrisy. 

Another example: Apologies – we can only say that the apology (towards us) is not necessary after we’ve received it.

Example, political paradox: Rules that are themselves prohibited. (It was forbidden to criticize Stalin, but it was even more forbidden to mention that it was forbidden.)

INTOLERANCE

Ideology today automatically translates problems into tolerance/intolerance.

Martin Luther King never used the word “tolerance” (we want tolerance etc.) – he’d think it was ridiculous.

Today we have culturalization of society.

It contains more than it appears.

Idea of harassment.

We are avoiding the other – there is a void between. 

Do not come too close. Protective. I don’t want you as a neighbour. 

The other is not a subject – just abstract. In a purified state only.

Celebrating the other = decaffeinated state of the other (Critique of multi-cultural society)

Remember that Nazi's can be human, Indians burned forests etc. Hard to grasp for tolerant that celebrate the decaffeinated other.

We are not directly evil.

CONFESSION

Bringing out things in the open liberates you?

The stories are the lies that we are telling ourselves (and others).

“I tell you a story…” = ideology

“Language are basically lying. We have to torture language to make it tell you the truth.” Elfride Jelinek

The torture of language. Example: Eisenhower tortured by cutting up the scenes, Tarkovskij by prolonging the scenes. Two methods of torture.

Poets are needed in dictatorships. No matter how authentic they write, they can always legitimate horror.

We should reject move towards humanization. (We are all humans etc.)

Example: Israel army that are portrayed (in Israel) as humans, weeping etc. while they are killing Palestinians and so on.

Taking off the true political state.

Example: Batman – The Dark Knight. It tells us that lies are legitimized (for the survival of ideology). Batman takes blame so that killing politician won’t look bad in front of society.

Another example: Kung Fu Panda. Makes fun of ideology – but nevertheless it functions! Best illustration of today’s state.

On surfaces: jokes, irony. (explicit)

But beneath we take things more seriously than before (implicit)

“It works even if you don’t believe in it.”

How belief can function without anyone believing in it. Belief functions socially anyway (example with Santa Claus – whom no one believes in).

For today’s ideology to function it needs unbelief, uncertainty. It is though a true trauma to discover that the other doesn’t believe as well.

Ecology thinking is humanization ideology. Example: Starbucks. “You’re not just buying a coffee, you’re being ethical etc.”

Helping world without having to do anything. Shopping and at the same time being anti-consumer. So you can be an anti-consumer-consumer (decaffeinated coffee etc.).

ROBERT PFALLER’S ARGUMENTATION

Ideology is not based in ideas, but on identification, materiality. In everyday, naturally.

Ideas can be true and still ideological. If wish is basis of idea, then ideology. So ideas can be both ideological and not. 

We practise something without believing in it. We assume others lucky ignorance. Example: when everyone smoked because they didn’t know it was unhealthy, but now we know so we don’t smoke. (No – they knew back then too.)

This is beginning of ideological process.

((Unhealthy stuff like cigarettes, alcohol is needed to celebrate ceremony.))

About ideology:

ASPECT no 1

Conjunction of social tie – illusion, nobody’s illusion (Santa Claus etc.). Establish illusion and “act as if”

ASPECT no 2

Injunction. Social injunction forces us to …

Find ideology in the describing agent of social injunction and construction.

Allows us to overcome (?)

Basis for pleasure in society = doing unhealthy things and upholding illusion.

Today’s problem: he is smoking and thus unhealthy, how can he do that etc. = degree of deprivation in society, because we do not understand basis for pleasure. We have harder to feel pleasure.

ZIZEK’S REPLY

He conceptualizes my thinking. 

Today’s society proclaims itself (spiritual) hegemony. “Be true to yourself etc.” It is a false hegemony.

We are not ready to accept structural injunction for pleasure.

Inter-passivity.

You can see this in Lacan – “Antigone” but he didn’t have the concept yet (as Pfaller has / is starting to have).

You can sit back while others do things for you. But others can also be passive for you. Delegate onto others my passivity.

Example: American TV-series “Friends”. Laughter as social injunction. Others interpreted it was imitation (laughter on TV, so I laugh too). But no. I don’t laugh, but afterwards it feels like I’ve laughed.

MARX

We have to understand Marx in a real way. 

He actualizes commodity fetishism. 

Marx’s theory is not inverted perceptions of this, but demystification.

We are not directly fetishists (like when we are talking about money etc.)

Mystification (fetishism) is materialized de facto when we are doing it (handling money etc.), not thinking about it.

Mechanism of materialized illusion.

This mystification appears ordinary, so we have to bring out the “magic element”/mystification out in the open = important today.

Global capitalist process generates both individualism and fundamentalism (freedom and terror). We have to understand that. (There is no “us” and “them” – wrong kind of war.)

Understand Kansas and you will understand USA: there were all leftists in Kansas, now the fundamental part of USA. 

PFALLER: Civilized people do magic as savages do. Savages know they do magic – civilized don’t know.

ZIZEK: You are saying “modernism is an illusion.” Is then modernism an irreducible system of conjunction?

PFALLER: There is something new. New type of ideology. We really believe in something. The more we really believe in something, the fewer objects. The more you believe in God, the less he is present. More and more belief in something today.

We started fighting for the sake of nations, instead of more basic causes. Now we fight for the sake of ideology – comes from increasing belief in something.

