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Dear colleagues and friends from around the globe! 
 
With Ian Parker, the Managing Editor of the journal, we have agreed to use the 2023 issue of 
ARCP (Annual Review of Critical Psychology - http://www.discourseunit.com/annual-
review/) for presenting work about: 
 

(Critical) Psychology as politics by other means – or: human action/agency is always 
political. 

 
First of all, we would like to invite you to contribute/participate by submitting a paper for 
the issue! 
 
We are grateful for your feedback and ideas and for any suggestions of additional colleagues 
we could invite to participate in this project. 
 
The ‘idea’ for this issue is quite simple:  
 
Today, more than 100 years after its establishment, psychology constitutes a huge industry. 
This industry produces with its international corporations, local spin-offs and derivatives 
knowledge, interventions, and social outcomes. The production and dissemination of 
knowledge as well as psycho-social interventions and their effects are practices that are 
inherently political. However, the psychological industry frames these practices as neutral 
technologies aimed at helping and improving. In doing so, the psychological industry 
deliberately disguises its ongoing participation in measures aimed at social and societal 
control. 
 
To be sure, the connection between psychology and ‘the political’ (as an ostensibly separate 
sphere of application) has many facets. These include, but are not limited to, psychology and 
politics (e.g., personality and culture, personality and society, authoritarian personality), 
psychology in politics (e.g., conflict resolution, political action and communication, 
conformity, citizenship, stewardship), political psychology (e.g., collectives/coalitions, 
‘masses and mobs’, political socialization and movements), or politics in psychology (e.g., 
positivism, de-contextualization, variants of critical psychology). 
 
Despite this range, the political character of human action is generally conceptualized as an 
add-on value, to be provided from the outside by the individual psychologist according to 
their political-ethical orientation and investments. The examination of the political character 
of any human action is ignored because it resists being subsumed under a specialized sub-
discipline of psychology. The ‘political,’ conversely, is handled exclusively by ‘political 
psychology.’ (Of course, the qualifier ‘political’ in ‘political psychology’ implies, absurdly 
enough, that its complement, ‘a-political psychology’, exists as well.) 
 
The political character of human action results from its social contextualization. It frames 
human action as constituting, and being constituted by the social and as extending out to 
sociality through planning, organizing, caring, prevention, foresight, etc. The political is a 
constitutive moment of every human action (including psychological and academic labor) 
and encompasses ‘transcendent’ references beyond the concrete acting individual and the 
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individual act. Agency cannot simply be equated to the performing, executing, or carrying-
out of certain (given) tasks. 
 
Indeed, we must recognize its capacity to answer (given) questions and to solve (existing) 
problems. However, we must also recognize agency in the capacity to formulate questions, 
i.e. its anticipative and creative dimensions, which identify phenomena as problematic and 
demand corrective action. Human action maintains, sustains, and pioneers alternative social 
relations — and thus is always political. Human action can be understood only by always 
recognizing and reflecting on its pre-figurative qualities and dimensions. With this 
understanding, (critical) psychology is also always political. Ultimately, then, (critical) 
psychology is politics by other means. 
 
Our Call for Papers for this special issue of ARCP assumes this lens of approaching 
psychology as politics by other means - as opposed to a view that treats the political as an 
individual add-on to human agency, psychological theories, or psychological practices. We 
are inviting you to delve into the broad and deep relationship between psychology and 
politics. Possible approaches include the political assumptions embedded in our 
psychological theories and practices (be they professional or popular), the emergence of 
distinct subjectivities and subjects together with their individual points of view within 
psychological theory and/or practice, and the surfacing of the distinct – explicit or tacit – 
interests of these subjects. 
 
Next steps: 
 
● Initially, please submit a statement of interest with a working title and a brief 
summary of your planned contribution to this eMail: marvakis@eled.auth.gr  
 
● Since most authors probably won’t write their contribution in English initially, we can 
handle the review-process – as in previous journal issues – in the original language. Authors 
can draft and revise their papers in the original language and only need to provide an English 
final version. 
Thus, we will save precious resources (labor, time and money)! 
 
● We will share our emerging list of participations with all contributors to give the 
opportunity to reach out to each other for clarification and collaborations. The list will stay 
open while we are extending our outreach based on additional suggestions from you. 
 
● The electronic format of the ARCP allows us to be flexible both with regard to the 
length of individual contributions and in terms of the overall number of contributions (Our 
2019-special issue of ARCP comprised 1,400 pages and more than 60 contributions from all 
over the world!). 
 
We are looking forward to your statement of interest and our collaboration on this project! 
 
Athanasios, for the editorial team 
marvakis@eled.auth.gr  


