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9) Bill Readings (1996), The University in Ruins, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
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11) J. T. Klein (1996), p. 12.

12) Jerry A. Jacobs and Scott Frickel (2009), “Interdisciplinarity: A Critical Assessment”,
Annual Review of Sociology 35, p. 48.

13) Angelique Chettiparamb (2007), Interdisciplinarity: A Literature Review, Inter-
disciplinary Teaching and Learning Group, pp. 13-17.
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17) J. T. Klein (1990), Interdisciplinarity: History, Theory, and Practice, Detroit: Wayne
State University Press, p. 20.
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the Active Pursuit of Community”, History of Intellectual Culture 3, p. 6.
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24) Joe Moran (2006), Interdisciplinarity, London: Routledge, p. 3.

25) Allen F. Repko (2008), Interdisciplinary Research: Process and Theory, Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage, p. 31.

26) Bill Readings (1996), p. 6.
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the US”, European Journal of Education 41, pp. 245-248.
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30) J. T. Klein (2005), Humanities, Culture, and Interdisciplinarity: The Changing
American Academy, Albany: State University of New York Press, pp. 55-56.
31) Jack M. Balkin (1996), “Interdisciplinarity as Colonization”, Wash. & Lee L. Rev.
53, p. 953.

32) Joe Parker (2012), “The Ethico-politics of Dedisciplinary Practices”, Interdisciplinarity
and Social Justice: Revisioning Academic Accountability, (ed. by Joe Parker, Ranu
Samantrai, and Mary Romero), Albany: State University of New York Press, p. 176.
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Abstract

The Different Scenarios and Dilemmas of

Interdisciplinarity

Kim, Hyena*

Interdisciplinarity has been established as a useful way of legitimization
for the university, which is presently facing an identity crisis.
Accompanying rhetoric, such as flexible, free, innovative or resistant, tes-
tifies to its stratagem to assimilate diverse political and epistemological po-
sitions through dereferentialization. This paper presents a critical examina-
tion of different discourses surrounding interdisciplinarity, categorized into
technocapitalism, liberalism, and radicalism, in order to debunk the
‘interdisciplinarity myth’. Among these discourses, technocapitalism seems
to dominate the battlefield of interdisciplinarity with the hype of in-
novation, problem-solving, and accountability. Despite its disguised neu-
trality, it successfully achieves accumulation of capital by technocracy in
a broad sense. Liberalism, as a descendant of the Humboldtian idea of the
modern university, pursues liberation of humanity based on the unity of
knowledge. But such nostalgia has lost its sway in the posthistorical uni-
versity, leaving the existing system intact. As a more recalcitrant counter-

part to the aforementioned approaches, radicalism challenges all dis-

* Assistant Professor, College of General Studies, Daegu University



440 E:=% A74E A4 (2017.11.30)

ciplinary divisions in the world predicated on boundary work. However,
it has also been disempowered in a contradictory relationship with the
system. Meanwhile, interdisciplinarity, armed with inclusion rather than
exclusion, has developed into an excellent instrument to satisfy the desire
of the capital. A critical reflection on the different scenarios of inter-
disciplinarity leads to the conclusion that interdisciplinarity shares the cog-
nate pathologies of disciplinarity, including the division of labor, pro-
duction, and abstraction. The question that lies before us is whether or not
we still need another new script to struggle with the simulacrum of inter-

disciplinarity and to eradicate the pathogen of repetitive restructuring.



