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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this paper is to explore, based on theoretical propositions of the Bakhtin 

Circle, some relations between discourse and ideology, taking the scientific dissemination 

discourse of Ciência Hoje [Science Today] magazine as our object of investigation. 

Operating with the idea that the concrete utterance is the main locus of creation of 

ideology, we focus on two editorials of that magazine (one from the 1980s and the other 

from the 1990s), trying to show how ideological clashes of contemporary society manifest 

in the architecture of those editorials. 
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RESUMO 

O objetivo deste artigo é explorar, com base em proposições teóricas do Círculo de 

Bakhtin, as relações entre discurso e ideologia, tomando como objeto de investigação o 

discurso de divulgação científica da revista Ciência Hoje. Operando com a ideia de que 

o enunciado concreto é o locus privilegiado de constituição da ideologia, o artigo 

focaliza dois editoriais da revista (um da década de 1980 e outro da década de 1990) 

procurando mostrar como embates ideológicos da sociedade contemporânea se 

manifestam em sua arquitetura. 
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Introduction  

 

The argumentation developed below, taken from the doctoral dissertation 

defended by the author in 2014, is guided by two premises. The first is that the conception 

of language resulting from the conjugation of the work of Mikhail Bakhtin, Valentin 

Voloġinov and Pavel Medvedev (members of the Bakhtin Circle), characterized by a 

specific appropriation of the notion of ideology, represents a useful theoretical support 

for an approach that is interested in understanding the modes by which, in contemporary 

society, forms of thought (as well as the ethical, esthetic and cognitive references), 

materialized in enunciative practices, are related to the political and economic processes 

and mechanisms of domination inscribed in the production and circulation of discourses. 

The second is that the forms by which scientific knowledge is incorporated in 

contemporary social life, marked by a specific combination of the functions of science 

simultaneously as ideology and as productive force, make the discourse of scientific 

dissemination/popularization a privileged area for the manifestation of the ideological 

conflicts of current society. 

To show the plausibility and relevance of this reasoning, two editorials of the 

magazine entitled Ciência Hoje [Science Today] (one from the 1980s and the other from 

the 1990s) will be analyzed. The choice of utterances at two different moments intends 

to show, by means of a comparative analysis, how changes in the ideological 

configuration of society can be perceived in the enunciative architecture of the magazine. 

 

1 Ideology in the Theory of the Bakhtin Circle  

 

That the issue of ideology constitutes an important substratum of the work of the 

Bakhtin Circle has already been indicated by studies affiliated to different traditions, 

among which the authors Bernard-Donals (1994), Gardiner (1992), Alpátov (2003), 

Tchougounnikov (2005; 2008), Lähteenmäki (2005; 2006), Tihanov (1998), Tylkowski 

(2010), Faraco (2009), Miotello (2005) and Zandwais (2005; 2009) can be mentioned. 

A point from which the incorporation of the ideological phenomenon in the work 

of the Circle can be traced is the project that, during the 1920s, Medvedev and Voloġinov 

intended to undertake toward the construction of a science of ideologies. This project, 
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developed in dialog with the Marxist tradition, was in line with the agenda of the Institute 

of Comparative Studies of the Literature and Languages of the West and East-ILIaZV.1 

It is in the course of the reflections developed in the scope of this project that they came 

to formulations about the material and signic nature of ideology, as Bakhtin/Medvedev's 

following passage illustrates:  

 

Nor do philosophical views, beliefs, or even shifting ideological moods 

exist within man, in his head or in his 'soul'. They become   ideological 

reality only by being realized in words, actions, clothing, manners, and 

organizations of people and things ï in a word: in some definite 

semiotic material. Through this material they become a practical part 

of the reality surrounding man (1991, p.7; my emphasis).2 
 

In the same sense, the inseparability between sign and ideology will be stated in 

an even more categorical manner by Voloġinov:  

 

Everything ideological possesses meaning: it represents, depicts, or 

stands for something lying outside itself. In other words, it is a sign. 

Without signs there is no ideology [...] The domain of ideology 

coincides with the domain of signs. They equate with one another. 

Wherever a sign is present, ideology is present, too. Everything 

ideological possesses semiotic value (1973, pp.9-10; emphasis in the 

original).3 

 

In this line of reasoning, the word (not the word in dictionary form, but the 

utterance-word) will be thought as being an element in which the ideological and 

dialogical are mutually presupposed. Understood as the ideological sign par excellence, 

the word is also the dialogical meeting point whereby the subjective, intersubjective and 

social are linked simultaneously, as 

 

It is determined equally by whose word it is and for whom it is meant. 

As word, it is precisely the product of the reciprocal relationship 

between speaker and listener, addresser and addressee. Each and every 

word expresses the óoneô in relation to the óotherô. I give myself verbal  

                                                 
1 Concerning this institute of Leningrad and its importance in the intellectual context of the Soviet Union 

in the 1920s, see Brandist (2012). 
2 BAKHTIN, M./ MEDVEDEV, P. The Formal Method in Literary Scholarschip: A Critical Introduction 

to Sociological Poetics. Translated by Albert J. Wehrle. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins 

University Press, 1991. 
3 VOLOĠINOV, V. N. Marxism and the Philosophy of Language. Translated by Ladislav Matejka and I. 

R. Titunik. New York and London: Seminar Press, 1973.  
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shape from anotherôs point of view, ultimately, from the point of view 

of the community to which I belong. A word is a bridge thrown between 

myself and another (VOLOĠINOV, 1973, p.86; emphasis in the 

original).4 

 

Thus, far from being opposed, ideology and dialogism meet in the sign (and, 

therefore, in the concrete utterance). This idea will be subjacently incorporated in many 

formulations of Bakhtin, who, especially from 1929 onwards, will develop a view of 

language in which ideology, articulated with the conception of dialogism, will appear as 

an element of great importance. Thus, just as Voloġinov did, he will confirm the dialogical 

nature of consciousness materialized in the utterance-word: 

 

The idea lives not in one person's isolated individual consciousness ï if 

it remains there only, it degenerates and dies [é] Human thought 

becomes genuine thought, that is, an idea, only under conditions of 

living contact with another and alien thought, a thought embodied in 

someone else's voice, that is, in someone else's consciousness expressed 

in discourse (1984, pp.87-88; emphasis in the original).5 

 

And thus it is that he will refer to living language as ñideologically saturated, (é) 

as a world view, even as a concrete opinion, insuring a maximum of mutual understanding 

in all the spheres of ideological lifeò (BAKHTIN, 1981 [1934-35], p.271; emphasis in the 

original).6 

The conception that emerges from the articulation of the work of Voloġinov, 

Medvedev and Bakhtin indicates that language is inseparable from historical-social 

reality. From this point of view, ideology is understood to be a mesh of meanings and 

senses materialized in sign-objects and in utterances in which the injunctions from the 

economic and political structures are reflected and refracted.7 

 

 

                                                 
4 For reference, see footnote 3.  
5  BAKHTIN, M. M. Problems of Dostoevskyôs Poetics. Edited and Translated by Caryl Emerson. 

Minneapolis and London: University of Minnesota Press, 1984.  
6 BAKHTIN, M. M. Discourse in the Novel. In: The Dialogic Imagination: Four Essays by M. M. Bakhtin. 

Edited by Michael Holquist. Translated by Caryl Emerson and Michael Holquist. Austin and London: 

University of Texas Press, 1981. [1934-35]. 
7 Concerning the concepts of reflex and refraction, see Bondarenko (2008). 
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2 Concrete Utterance and Ideological Environment 

 

In the development of the formulations presented above, the concrete utterance 

appears in the work of the Circle as a privileged locus of constitution of ideology. Having 

the word (ideological sign par excellence) as raw material, the concrete utterance is the 

place where the individual consciousness and social ideology meet.  It is in it that the 

predominant ideas in society (including those whereby the processes of domination are 

actualized) are prototypically materialized. 

It is in concrete utterances (as well as in the other sign-objects) that the ideological 

environment is materialized (BAKHTIN/ MEDVEDEV (1991 [1928], pp.13-14),8 this 

being the place where moral values, religious and cognitive references, forms of 

knowledge and political and philosophical conceptions circulate. Expressing the 

historically possible adjustment between the forms of economic exploitation and the 

processes of political and social regulation, the meanings and senses present in the 

ideological environment provide a minimum of stability and consensus necessary to 

ensure hegemony and the exercise of domination. 

In contemporary society, as shown by Featherstone (1995; 1997), Jameson (1996; 

2006), Lyotard (2013 [1979]), Castells (2012), Lévy (1996; 1999), Lipovetsky (2004a; 

2004b) and Harvey (2008; 2010), among others, the constitution of this main core of 

meanings and senses is inseparable from certain transformations occurring in the 

productive forces. In connection with them, in the last four or five decades, modes of 

economic, political and social regulation are crystalized in line with redefinitions in signic 

and enunciative production in different spheres of ideological communication and activity. 

Presupposing a great advance of communication and information technology and 

a specific form of incorporating science and knowledge in economic and social life, these 

transformations are executed in a set of processes, such as: a) the development of forms 

of organization of work and production based upon the  compression of time and space; 

b) the establishment of a productive system supplied by an uninterrupted movement of 

technological innovations; c) the breathtaking advance of microelectronics, telematics, 

digital technology and wireless communication; d) the intensification of the demand for 

performance and productivity; e) the exacerbation of individualism and competition. 

                                                 
8 For reference, see footnote 2. 
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In view of the central importance assumed by knowledge in these processes, 

significant implications are felt in the sphere of science and discursive production 

associated with it, as it is the case, rather illustrative, of the discourse of scientific 

dissemination, in which the sphere of science is articulated to other spheres, especially 

those of the media and education. 

 

3 Science, Media, Education and New Ideological Configurations 

 

A symptomatic aspect of the aforementioned processes is the fact that the 

cognitive schemata, the patterns of representation and the models of reasoning that are 

typical of the production world and of economic relations have penetrated social life as a 

whole in proportions never seen before. They have installed a productive drive and 

spatial-temporal references oriented to the here-and-now (speed, instantaneousness, 

volatility, simultaneousness, ephemerality, etc.) in the core of the systems of interaction, 

intersubjective relations, forms of sociability and, therefore, of signic and enunciative 

production in which and by which the ideology of society is constituted. 

The need for acceleration of the time of working capital, the intensity of the 

rhythm of work and the imperative of performance and productivity (HARVEY, 2010), 

being reflected and refracted in signs and relations of several spheres, make clear the tight 

relationship between senses in circulation in society and the logic of the production of 

goods. Furthermore, they show the close correspondence between values, references, 

cultural, ethical, aesthetic and cognitive practices and the principles of organization of the 

productive forces. The dissolution of spatial and temporal frontiers, eclecticism, 

relativism and the primacy of the present, the contempt for propositions of universal 

validity, the rejection of rationalizing and totalizing narratives and political projects, the 

appreciation of mobility rather than fixedness, multiplicity rather than unity, nomadism 

rather than sedentarism, discontinuity and fragmentation rather than totality and 

ephemerality rather than permanence are some of the most important consequences of 

this historical process (JAMESON, 1996). 

In the main spheres involved in the discourse of scientific dissemination, this 

gradual subsumption by the productive system of goods is shown in several ways. In the 

case of science, two processes can be emphasized: a) technologization, whereby scientific 



 

Bakhtiniana, São Paulo, 11 (2): 37-56, May/Aug. 2016. 43 

 

knowledge, initially instrumentalized as the dominion of nature, is increasingly applied 

as productive force of capital, and b) commercialization, which is expressed in a series of 

political, economic and social injunctions whose main effect is to progressively link 

knowledge to productive and profitable purposes, to the detriment of the conception of 

science as a public intellectual asset (cf. OLIVEIRA, 2008).  

In the field of the media, the continuous technological revolutions encompassing 

digital communication, microelectronics, telecommunications and processes of  

production, storage and transmission of data and information, along with the  

institutionalization of the Internet, World Wide Web and wireless communication, lead 

to the constitution of a society globally interconnected in the form of multiple networks. 

In this new context, the means of communication operate in an omnipresent manner, 

contributing, on the one hand, to the acceleration of the economic, administrative and 

financial flows (cf. Castells, 2012) and, on the other, to the reorganization of the forms of 

sociability, sociodiscursive interaction and identity. Assimilating the procedures of 

communication in network, interaction in fluid environments and situations as well as 

handling of transitory, fragmentary and unstable realities, these forms of sociability, 

sociodiscursive interaction and identity incorporate some of the axial elements of the 

universe of productive forces and material existence.  

In the case of education, a significant implication of all these processes is the 

increasing agencying of activities of this field for the training and qualification of labor 

for the labor market. Under the influxes of the reorganization of capital in recent decades, 

the educational sphere is strongly invaded by injunctions that mobilize it for the 

promotion of total quality (GENTILLI; SILVA, 2002), i.e., to its submission to the logic 

of productivity and performance, lessening the importance of its role as humanistic and 

emancipatory instance. 

 

4 The Scientific Dissemination of the Magazine Ciência Hoje [Science Today] 

in the 1980s 
 

Created in 1982, the magazine Ciência Hoje [Science Today] established itself, 

during the 1980s, as an instrument of the Brazilian Society for the Progress of Science-

SBPC to restate the commitment of science and scientists to the development of Brazil 

and, at the same time, to show its intent to maintain a direct channel of communication 
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with the other sectors of society, taking an active part in the discussion concerning the 

redemocratization of Brazil. 

Responding to the demands of the historical and social situation, the discursive 

performance of the magazine in its first decade of existence is integrated with a strategy 

of modern-illuminist performance that reiterates the understanding of science as 

knowledge committed to the future, to development, to a systematizing view of human 

experience and to the building of a society that is clarified by rational thought. 

In the following decades, nevertheless, the harassment of references and 

parameters associated with the new forms of management of production is translated into 

discontinuities, fissures and reorganizations that are reflected and refracted in the 

enunciative architecture of the magazine as a whole and especially in its editorials, given 

the strategic nature that this genre presents in the discursive production of the magazine. 

To start a comparative analysis, let us take one of the most representative 

utterances of the magazine in the 1980s, published in the edition of March-April of 1984 

(Fig.1). 

At first, it should be pointed out that the utterance in question is produced in a 

genre (the editorial) that fits perfectly in the discursive aim of the enunciators in the sense 

that they state the importance of science and scientists at a specific moment of Brazilian 

history. Thus, the repeatable elements of the genre, as the opinionative nature, succinct 

size and structural simplicity are joined to other features that this utterance shares with 

practically all the editorials published in the magazine during the 1980s: 

 

¶ Authorship assumed by a supra-individual subject (the editors), who speaks in the 

name of a collective instance and evokes meanings and values related to society as a 

whole, configuring an enunciative ethos9 similar to that of the educator; 

                                                 
9 The notion of ethos is used here in the sense attributed to it by Aristotle and, generally speaking, the 

theories of contemporary argumentation inspired by Aristotelian rhetoric. It refers, therefore, to the 

character of the orator, i.e., to the image that he produces of himself in order to gain credibility and to ensure 

the confidence of the audience to whom he is directed. The use of categories related to rhetoric in this 

analysis takes into account that, beyond their differences, the Bakhtinian theory and the theory of 

argumentation, while sets of principles, categories and procedures articulable to the study of discourse, 

point, each one in its manner, to the eminently dialogical nature of discourse, since both of them assign a 

fundamental role to the relationship between the addresser and the addressee in the discursive elaboration. 

Furthermore, the reasoning presented here retakes the idea, developed more fully in Costa (2010), that, 

along with politicization, one of the characteristic aspects materialized in the editorials of the magazine 

Ciência Hoje in the 1980s is precisely rhetorization, i.e., the orientation of discourse for persuasive 
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Fig.1 ï Editorial of the magazine Ciência Hoje [Science Today] ï March-April 1984.10 

 

                                                 
purposes. Concerning rhetoric, see Aristotle (1990); Perelman/Olbrechts-Tyteca (1996); Perelman (1993); 

and Meyer (2007), among others. 
10 English version in the Appendix. 


