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Perhaps, too, we should abandon a wl!ole tradition that allows 

us to imagine tbat knowledge can exist only wherc the power rela
tions are suspcnded and that knowlcdge can develop only outsideits 
injunctions, Î!S demands and i!S interests. Perhaps we should aban
don the belief that power makes mad a)'ld that, by the same token, 
the renunciation of power is one of the conditions of knowledge. 
We should admit rarher that power produœs knowledge (and not 
simply by encouraging it because it serves power or by applying it 
because il is useful); that power and knowledge directly imply one 
another; that Ûlere is no power relation without the correlative 
constitution of a field of knowledge, nor any knowledge tbat does 
not presuppose and constituee at the same time power relations. 
These 'powcr-knowledge relations' are to be analysed, therefore, 
not on the basis of a subject of knowledge who is or is not free in 
relation to the power system, but, on the contrary, the subject who 

knows, the abjects to be known and the modalities of knowledge 
must be regardcd as so many effects of these fundamental implica
tions of power-knowledge and their historical transformations. In 
short, it is not the activity of the subject of knowledge that pro
duces a corpus of knowledge, useful or resistant to power, but 
power-knowledge, Ûle processes and struggles that traverse it and 
of which it is made up, that derennines the forms and possible 
domains of knowledge. 
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