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 Foucault had some really interesting ideas on panopticism in Discipline & Punishment. I 

especially found the idea of the tower most appealing. 

“…Bentham laid down the principle that power should be visible and 

unverifiable. Visible: the inmate will constantly have before his eyes the tall 

outline of the central tower from which he is spied upon. Unverifiable: the 

inmate must never know whether he is being looked at at any one moment; 

but he must be sure that he may always be so” (page 4). 

 The idea of a tower like this being used today is very interesting to me. Some questions that I 

had were whether or not there are examples of prisons that use the Panopticon concept? If these prison 

do exist or were to be used, would they be considered ethical? Also, have they ever tested the 

Panopticon theory out? I think the idea of power in Panopticism really says something about people and 

the fact that they tend to not do something they’re not supposed to do when being watched. I think the 

best example of a type of Panpticon is the neighborhood watch. Areas with neighborhood watches most 

likely have a lower crime rate because you never know who is looking and when. It’s hard for burglars to 

ransack a place if they don’t know the patterns of everyone in the neighborhood.  

 Another concept of Foucault’s that really struck me was his idea when it came to education. On 

page five he brings up the idea of splitting children up and teaching one set that 2 and 2 is not 4 and that 

the moon is made is of cheese, then having them come back together in their 20s. I think that he makes 

a very good point when he says “these discussions would be a great deal more than the sermons or 

lectures on which money is spent” (page 5). I could only imagine what it would be like to listen to each 

group try to explain their reasoning as to why they are right and the other is wrong. It makes me think of 
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questions like is learning just what we’re taught? Yes, we can say this is why something works or this is 

why this has the name that it does, but didn’t someone come up with those names and processes? For 

example, didn’t someone make up the names of everything on the periodic table—they didn’t just name 

themselves. And look what happened to Pluto, it was a planet and now it’s not; however, all students 

that were taught that it was a planet have a hard time believe the reasoning to why, after all these 

years, it’s not. If everyone in the world was taught differently, our whole world would be different—and 

very secluded/separated. If this type of teaching were to happen, what would we base our beliefs on 

then?  


