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Special Issue: The Discourse of Power

Editorial Note by the Editor-in-Chief

In the contemporary world, the ontology of power is undergoing a profound
transformation. Power no longer manifests itself solely through the visible
exercise of military force or the accumulation of material resources; it also
operates through the constitutive structures of discourse within which social
experience is interpreted and collective reality is made intelligible. Power, in this
sense, is not merely an external and observable force but an internal, structural,
and institutionalized dimension of the social world. Through language, symbols,
and narratives, it shapes epistemic and cultural horizons, consolidates norms and
conventions, and participates in the reproduction of hegemonic structures.

This special issue of the quarterly journal NEBRAS approaches this problem
through the ontological entanglement of discourse and power. It seeks to
illuminate the less visible mechanisms through which words, images, and
narratives do not simply represent reality but participate in its constitution. By
penetrating the cognitive and perceptual horizons through which individuals and
societies apprehend the world, discursive formations can simultaneously
reproduce structural and cultural inequalities and open possibilities for critical
reflection and transformation. Discourse, therefore, is not reducible to a collection
of words, linguistic conventions, or communicative rules. It is a complex
configuration of knowledge, practice, and power through which the boundaries
between truth and falsehood, legitimacy and invalidity, and the natural and the
socially constructed are established, regulated, and contested.

The darker dimension of discourse emerges when language and symbolic forms
become instruments of hegemony and domination. Under such conditions,
discourse renders historically contingent arrangements natural, necessary, and
inevitable, thereby narrowing the horizon of social possibility and constraining the
imagination of alternatives. Ideologies penetrate the cognitive and affective
dimensions of social existence and generate interpretive frameworks within which
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injustice may cease to appear as a contingent and transformable condition and
instead be experienced as destiny. Through such processes of symbolic and
cognitive naturalization, socially constructed concepts and historically contingent
norms acquire the appearance of self-evident legitimacy, while the capacity for
questioning, dissent, and critical agency is progressively diminished.
Contemporary Afghanistan offers a particularly stark manifestation of the
entanglement of physical and discursive domination: a condition in which the
exercise of power over bodies is intertwined with the control of language,
meaning, and the very possibility of articulating social reality. The systematic
exclusion of women, minorities, and dissenting voices from the public sphere is
not merely a political or social phenomenon; it also constitutes a form of
“discursive terror” insofar as it deprives those excluded of meaningful
participation in the production of meaning, the articulation of collective narratives,
and the definition of social reality. The ruling establishment, through its
monopolization of quasi-religious and tradition-bound discourses and the
continual reproduction of cognitive patterns centered on obedience and
submission, employs education as a means of shaping the consciousness of a new
generation. Within such a framework, deprivation and obedience may be
represented not as contingent consequences of a particular political order, but as
natural—and even virtuous—conditions of social existence. Consequently,
questioning and the emergence of critical self-consciousness encounter constraints
from the earliest stages of socialization, while collective consciousness is
progressively oriented toward the normalization of limitation and the acceptance
of social and cultural erosion as ordinary and inevitable.

It is precisely within this context that the emancipatory potential of discourse
becomes visible. Discourse can serve as a medium of empowerment, shared
understanding, critical dialogue, and the pursuit of social justice. Language and
narrative need not merely reproduce existing relations of domination; they can also
create spaces for the formation of collective consciousness, the cultivation of
critical thought, the development of reflexive awareness, and the reconsideration
of established norms. Discourse can enable individuals and communities to
reimagine relations of justice, cultivate intercultural dialogue, strengthen ethical
and social capacities, and subject prevailing configurations of power to sustained
critical scrutiny. In this sense, discourse is intrinsically ambivalent: it can
reproduce domination, yet it can also generate the conditions of critique,
resistance, and emancipation.

The contributors to this special issue have sought, through critical examination of
the relationship among language, mind, and society, to illuminate the mechanisms
through which language becomes entangled with power in the production of
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meaning, the formation of perception, and the organization of social relations.
From this perspective, language cannot be regarded as a neutral medium of
communication. It is itself a site in which power is constituted, exercised,
negotiated, and contested. Within this discursive field, social reality acquires
meaning, the boundaries of the possible and the impossible are drawn, and
asymmetrical relations may be stabilized and reproduced. Yet language also
retains the capacity to open spaces for critique, dialogue, dissent, and the
emergence of alternative horizons of possibility.

Accordingly, this special issue draws upon social philosophy, philosophical
anthropology, critical theory, media and communication studies, and human rights
scholarship to render complex theoretical questions accessible without
compromising their intellectual depth. For the recognition of the concealed
mechanisms of power constitutes a precondition for their critique and,
consequently, for the possibility of transformation. Social awakening, in this sense,
signifies more than the accumulation of information or an increase in awareness.
It entails the capacity to perceive, interrogate, and critically disclose the structures
embedded in language, consciousness, and everyday social relations—structures
that often remain invisible precisely because they present themselves as self-
evident, ordinary, and unquestionable.

This issue of NEBRAS is therefore an invitation to reconsider the relationship
among language, power, and society: to ask how discourses are constituted and
acquire authority; how certain voices are granted the conditions of audibility while
others are marginalized, silenced, or rendered invisible; and how language can
function simultaneously as an instrument of domination and as a terrain of
resistance.

Within this horizon, the study of the discourse of power becomes a pathway toward
understanding how meaning is produced, how social relations are constituted, and
how structures of domination are reproduced, negotiated, or challenged.
Language, in this sense, exceeds its conventional function as a medium of
expression. It becomes a contested field in which struggles over meaning, truth,
identity, recognition, and power are continuously enacted. To study discourse,
therefore, is not merely to examine what societies say about themselves; it is to
inquire into how societies come to know, interpret, legitimize, exclude, and
ultimately govern themselves.



