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8) Jan C. Schmidt (2007), “Knowledge Politics of Interdisciplinarity: Specifying the Type
of Interdisciplinarity in the NSF’s NBIC Scenario”, Innovation 20, p. 313, 317.
9) Bill Readings (1996), The University in Ruins, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, p. 3, 40.

10) Jean-Frangois Lyotard (1984), The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge,
Geoft Bennington and Brian Massumi, trans., Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press, p. xxiv.
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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.

14) Angelique Chettiparamb (2007), p. 15.
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16) Bill Readings (1996), p. 32.

17) J. T. Klein (1990), Interdisciplinarity: History, Theory, and Practice, Detroit: Wayne
State University Press, p. 20.

18) Alison Hearn (2003), “Interdisciplinarity/extradisciplinarity: On the University and
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.

27) Mitchell G. Ash (2006), “Bachelor of What, Master of Whom? The Humboldt Myth
and Historical Transformations of Higher Education in German-Speaking Europe and
the US”, European Journal of Education 41, pp. 245-248.



Aalk /7 wiske] g3 Alvel et o deut 427

UAFY AA stoll A, HE2lE ke v=e] FHde L 9
AH oz HHYSIE 3h=o] Apoll= Hsol o tieke] o idoleh= A
o] °H+°ﬂ AR A2 A=A, 2Ae Pt TR E A
BRYS RojAaor £ W9l opdx|ol tha) WA Azs) &
aast et
o] XA SIAFOR TR e Tejse] RZhd FANS B
oq ixﬂ/\%o]a}_ﬂ SF X~ mgx] ﬂ_ﬂ 1 ;‘_<‘ Lo] 11’4].4 xl/\]-ﬂ ojﬂ/\é
(aggregated totality)o]] thgt TARS F2 A2 ofd |9 A= AAZs]
oF & Aotk Lol7} Juch 1e)20] BhEo] Zhe WA StAlet 3] 5}
o w BHo) Weke 715s M oA 7] Alsl Tz, el
3 Y Lejav) g3e) x|ujEo] ofs) Hr o] Una A u
o 3l WK Wast ok AT Bl gigt 7]gomA Lalad
Hiet Ae] e BB 0 B st gl A ] uhye) il
A0 H QL TleAtREoE el uls) FHAOR B 4
QAR SHE A el o] 5l wster AR APsha glom,
Sk ARl Hisll, 12)ar wisl/ehEyt Ael/ehd Fholl sk Aol
tisf oj® vzl Exﬂxﬂﬂi SHA] =ttt sHl(disciple)o] HiRh
(instruction)& =3k, & wpet Y9 FES AR She 3ok
(disciplina) ©] 01%41—1 4 17} oA7s] AL Sl Aol sl e o
Aol AN HAl A etk ATk 2] e REde
FHA Ao g 7HASI Qtts JHx v|gHtolof & o)
85 =0 RS B o]50] §Esks Yol tA] I ofulE
Aol AAG7IE Bl Q= AAE Hloh shARt wef, 2ot
=M A Fo] ZRdHAL Sl TS 23]Y wFe] o)4te] HAI3
1ol S5 e= Boae Aol Exsith o] 72 gt it A+
28) Mitchell G. Ash (2006) p. 248.
29) ZAEEQ2011), To]Fe |2y, F4: AUk 345, p. 7, 11

R
o
fi

N




428 Q=% A747 A4S (2017.11.30)

o)2] Fgo) dd2e] BHY ofu] AthEeAe o] Ho| A5
DTS

Fo)z 7
Yo7 MR, ohl et v e el 719 A
QHABHE A

¥} ﬁiﬂ%ﬂ %%E é—‘?ﬂ"’# NP2 thAslaL, e AAY] geilst &
oMABlE |3FelThi0 1 EAL LERlY] 8l sHAAo] u]mA olale
$A]01E Eo]|A W critical interdisciplinarity) RFSHZEAJ(antidisciplinarity,
counterdisciplinarity), W]8-ZA(nondisciplinarity), BFeH=*J(dedisciplinarity,
undisciplinarity, postdisciplinarity)®} Z-2 7Jgo] AME-E7|%= 3ich
olo} e FAH QL FAle] FEARR S vfekris o 7]
2Ao® Fogith AR E “discipline’®] o= 352, HAlH
Ao 71 A S oozt WA Lerh} upxutelof ujge] Bt
(branch of learning)2h= Z=0] AA|HTED AAR LS YRf& Lz
W Arala Apslete] ollA BAlo] glold HAAR FauLe]
B W TSkt ol&3ke] wAU S0tk 19 ool A Q17T

30) J. T. Klein (2005), Humanities, Culture, and Interdisciplinarity: The Changing
American Academy, Albany: State University of New York Press, pp. 55-56.
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53, p. 953.
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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
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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.



