“Différance”
Jacques Derrida
[image: image1.jpg]



‘I will say, first of all, that différance, which is neither a word nor a concept, seemed to be strategically the theme most proper to think out[…]in what is most characteristic of our “epoch”’. (389)
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· Questions:
1. What is différance ? Tell us what you know about it.
2. How does the idea of différance play in Freud, Heidegger, Levinas, Nietzsche and Saussuare? 

3. As Derrida puts it, “no transcendent truth present outside the sphere of writing can thologically command the totality of this field.” (389) Can we only apply différance to “writing?” Can we materially or visually practice “différance?” outside of literature? Your own example for différance?
4. “Ironically, a differnce (between ‘e’ and ‘a’) meant to be perceived only in writing has become, in English, recognizable in speech: ‘Derridean différance’ does not escape the previleging of voice that it was designed to counteract.” (Quote from Norton Anthology)
 Do you agree with the comentator that the word différance cannot justify the role of writing just because of a liguistic difference?
· Introduction:   
· Key words: différance, difference, spacing, temporalization, play, presence, self-presence, trace, protowriting, detour, retention, protention, Being 
· The problem of the word “differ” [différer]: It indicates difference as distinction, inequality, or discernibility; it express the interposition of delay, the interval of a spacing and temporalizaing that puts off until “later” what is presently denied, the possible that is presently impossible[…] yet there must be a common, although entirely different[différante], root within the sphere that relates the two movement of differing to one another . (385) 
· What is différance?--- the irreducibility of temporalizing; neither a word nor a concept; the origin of differences; the difference between differences; the play [jeu] of differences; the difference of forces in Nietzsche, Saussure’s principle of semiological difference, differing as the possbility of facilitation, impression and delayed effect in Freud, difference as the irreducibility of the trace of the other in Levinas, and the onticontological difference in Heidegger. (385)
· Assemblage: 
1. the general system of all the schematas; 
2. the structure of an interlacing a waving , or a web (386)
· Deliberate Misspelling: 
1. “to aggraviate its obstusive character”--- An intervention that remains graphic, that cannot be heard. The “a” of differance: a mute mark, a tacit tomb, a pyramid, the production of the economy of death. (386-7)
2. Denial of phonetic writing to the closure of presence: 

“This silence that functions only within what is called phonetic writing, which can only function by incorporating non-phonetic “signs” (punctuation, spacing)
Saussure: the play of difference was the functional condition of possibility for every sign; and it is itself silent. 

ig. The inaudible opens the two present phonemes to hearing, as they present themselves. (387) 
· The traits of différance  
1. Différance resists the funding opposition: intelligible/sensible
2. It cannot be exposed. différance is not, does not exist, and is not any sort of being-present. Any exposition would expose it to disapearing as a disapearance. It has neither existence nor essence. It thus encompasses and irrevocably surpasses onto-theology or philosophy. (388)
3. Différance is a strategy without finality. The concept of play remains beyond logico-philosophical opposition; on the eve and adtermath of philosphy, it designates the unity of chance and necessity in an endless calculus.(389)
· Différance as Temporalizing and Spacing:
1. Temporalizing: “the action of postponing until later […] that implies a economic reckoning, a detour, a respite, a delay, a reserve, a representation. (whereas the difference with an “e” cannot refer to it)
2. Spacing: the sense of not being identical, of being other, of being discernible. (390) 

· Questioning the secondary and provisional character of the sign:
Classical semiology: The sign represents the present in its absence, and it would thus be a deferred presence.  
Derrida: “Différance can no longer be understood according to the concept of sign, which has always been taken to mean the representation of a presence and has been constituted in a system determined on the basis of and in view of presence.”  He questions the value of Being as presence, of sign as absence of a presence. (391) 
· Saussure’s principle of semiological difference
1. the correlative defining features of the sign: aritrariness and differential character.
2. In language there are only differences (392)
· Questioning Saussure’s static structure---“historically, the fact of speech always comes first.”
1. Differences are themselves effects, and différance will thus be the movement of play that “produces” difference, these effects of differences.
2. Différance is no more static than genetic, no more structual than historical. 
3. signification as the différance of temporalizing (394) ( conjoining the temporalizing and spacing by constiduting and dividing by interval itself
· Example: Koyre’s translation of Hegel’s differente Beziehung
· Who or What differs? Questing the privilege of consciousness as    

meaning in self-presence.

“We thus come to posit presence […] no longer as the absolutely metrical form of being but as a “determination” and an “effect” [in the system of différance ] (397)
· The difference of forces in Nietzsche
“We shall therefore call différance this active discord of the different forces and the differences between forces which Nietsche opposes to the entire system of metaphysical grammar, wherever that system controls culture, philosophy, and science.”(398)
· Differing as the possbility of facilitation, impression and delayed effect in Freud: (Questioning the primacy of consciousness)
1. There is no facilitation [Bahnung] without difference and no difference without a trace.
2. All the differences invovled in the production of unconcious traces and in the process of inscription can also be interpreted as moments of différance.
Differance in Freud: as spacing, also as detour or temporization.  Concept of trace and memory as trace.  Effort of life to protect itself by deferring the dangerous investment.  
·  Difference as the irreducibility of the trace of the other in Levinas   
Absolute alterity: the Other
the trace of the other as the trace of “a past that has never been present” (401)
· The onticontological difference in Heidegger
1. Everywhere, the dominance of beings is solicited by différance; however, Différance is not a being. 
2. Q: Is différance the ontological difference? ---- > “There is no simple answer to such a question.”
“différance is older than the ontonological difference ot the truth […] it is a play of traces or différance that has no meaning and is not, a play that does not belong. There is no support to be found and no depth to be has for this bottomless chessboard where being is set in play ”(401-2)

3. “The forgetting of Being is the forgetting of the difference between Being and beings.”--- > the difference between Being and beings, forgotten by the metaphysics, has disappeared without leaving a trace. 

4. sustaining use (Brauch) as trace: sustaining use remains itself and at the same time an abandonment of presence, to discord (403-4)
· How do we deal with the metaphysical name of différance?
“If it is unamable, this is not simply provisional; it is because there is no name for this, not even essence or Being- not even the name ‘différance,’ which is not a name, which is not a pure nominal unity, and cintinually breaks up in a chain of different substitutions.” (405) 
· Conclusion: “Being/ speaks/ through every language;/ everywhere and always/.” The possibility of re-reading the text and find new meanings to fill in the empty space in language and speech.

· My example: parodies of American Gothic
