"Displacement and the Discourse of Woman"

(Spivak on Derrida)

· My position is generally a reactive one. I am viewed by Marxists as too codic, by feminists as too male-identified, by indigenous theorists as too committed to Western Theory. I am uneasily pleased about this (Post-Colonial Critic).

· [Deconstruction] is not the exposure of error. It is constantly and persistently looking into how truths are produced (Arteaga interview).

· Although I make specific use of deconstruction, I’m not a Deconstructivist. (Post-Colonial Critic).
"Displacement and the Discourse of Woman" (Spivak on Derrida, 1983) 
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General Questions: 

1. Can/How Derida’s critique provides us a network of concept-metaphors that does not appropriate or displace the figure of woman?

2. How do Nietzsche and Freud in this essay help to provide evidences to argument of the double displacement of woman? 

3. Is it possible to undo this phallocentric scenario by staging the efforts of a critic who seeks to discover the name of the mother? (173) What is the difference between homosexual vision of mother and the phallic mother of fetishism?
4. Can there be a creating ‘purposively’ a discourse of the woman to match an official discourse of the man whose strength is that it is often arbitrary and unmotivated?

Main Arguments: 
1. Deconstruction for Spivak is problematic because it uses the figure of the female as its model of uncertainty, although it criticizes phallocentrism or the sovereignty of consciousness. 
2. Examples of double displacement: 
1) Nietzsche’s originary displacement of woman: the artistry of woman is her capacity for masquerade; women can simulate orgasm.  Derrida uses Nietzsche’s formulation of women’s faked orgasm as a model of writing.  
2) Derrida’s idea of hymen –which is undecidable, both inside and outside( the underlying ideology of virginity and mastery of phallus through marriage.  

3) Freud’s description of a girl-child’s development. 

4) Search for the mother in Glas.  

-- Man can problematize but not fully disown his status as subject. The “feminization” of philosophizing for the male deconstructor might find its most adequate legend in male homosexuality defined as criminality, but it cannot speak for the woman.  
--In the phallocentric scenario of a critic’s seeking to discover the name of the mother, the mother cannot be named. As the possessor of the fetish, she carries a substitute of the thing itself, the trace of the thing it self.  She remains the miraculous hypothesis—‘the supposition, …”
5) Spivak’s own solution: 1) not by proposing hysterocentric discourse, but by posing as a questioning subject, producing social texts which take account of the social and political history; 2) not by posing as fetish, faking orgasm, but by producing fake but creative readings  
General Concept: 

Nietzsche’s points

1. Within the historical understanding of women as incapable of orgasm, Nietzsche is arguing that impersonation (fake orgasm) is woman’s only sexual pleasure. (This leads to the originary dis-placement of woman.) 
2. Woman is twice model, like writing… But, insofar as she does not believe, herself, in truth… she is again the model,… woman plays dissimulation, ornament, lying, art, the artistic philosophy…
Freud’s points

1. The subject is a question.

Freud’s displacement or distortion, dream as a whole displace the text of the latent content into the text of the manifest content. For Freud, the notion of the displacement of the dream-work as the psychoic apparatus. 

2. Frued’s woman’s originary displacement: One of the crucial predications of the place of displaement is that the girl-child must change the object of her love. For the boy it never changes. 
3. The beginning of sexual difference is also given in the language of subject and object.
4.  The penis is ‘the normal prototype of the fetish.
Derrida’s Points

1. The deconstructive philosopher suspects that all (phallogocentric, referene and meaning) longing for a transcendent truth (ego), woman’s style becomes exemplary.
2.  Derrida’s primary conclusion about the deconstruction; he asks us to notice that all human beings are irreducibly displaced althought, in a discourse that privileges the center, women alone have been diagnosed as such; correspondingly, he attempts to displace all centrisms, binary oppositions, or centers.
3. He suggests that Western discourse is caught within the metaphysical or phallogocentric limit. The deconstructive discourse of man can declare its own displacement by taking the woman as object or figure. Man can problematize but not fully disown his status as subject. 
4. For Derrida, double displacement is the substitution of undecidable feminine figurations for the traditional masculine ones and it rewrites the primal scene as the scene of writing.  
5. Textual operation (173 line 4-7) and text effects; textual operation is the phallus that learns the trick of coming close to faking the orgasm here, rather than the hymen coming into its own as the indefinitely displace effect of the text. Thus the hymen is doubly displaced. 
6. Derrida’s most radical breakthroughs; to discover the name of the mother. The name of the Genet’s (homosexual vision of, different from the phallic mother of fetishism) mother can displace herself ad infinitum. She has stolen a march on the false price of the phallocentric Idea – which can merely repeat itself self-identically to infinity. She has taken phallus out of the circuit of castration. (Derrida’s jealous) 
7. Derrida supplements the accusation of Hegel about African savage and Kant, the Categorical Imperative has the same initials as the fetishistic notion – saving the mother jealously from the father’s phallus – of the Immaculate Conception; The negation of the negation ( Aufhebung, or sublation), at once denying a thing and preserving it on a higher level. It allowed Hegel to keep both presence and its representation. Marx also relates Aufhebung to supporting the Christian ‘desire for maternity as well as virginity’. The distance between deconstrution’s project of displacement and the dialectic’s project of sublation may be charted in terms of the son’s longing for the mother. (not the homosexual vision of mother)
8. Rather than negating the thing itself deconstruction gives it the undecidability of the fetish. The fetish is a substitute - of the thing itself, the thing itself becomes its own substitue. So it is Derrida’s project to presents the way things are, in not merely to locate the fetish in the next of the precursor, but also to de-fetishize philosophy. This leads to She cannot be named. 
Spivak’s points

1. Spivak’s suggestion, however, that the woman who is the “model” for deconstructive discourse remains a woman generalized and defined in terms of the faked orgasm and other varieties of denial. 
2. The ‘deconstructive’ is ‘affirmative’ by way of Nietzsche’s woman, who is a ‘power of affirmation,’ we are already within the circuit of what I call double displacement; in order to secure the gesture of taking the woman as model, the figure of woman must be doubly displaced. 
3. A deconstruction discourse must displace the figure of the woman twice over. woman averts and averts herself from herself….in what she is, in what one believes she is, which therefore she is not, the sign of an abyss. 
4. In the discourse of affirmative deconstruction, women are a female element, ‘ which does not signify ‘female person.’ 
5. The ‘feminization’ of philosophizing for the male deconstructor might find its most adequate legend in male homosexuality defined as criminality, and that it cannot speak for the woman. 
6. The text’s semens (not full subject) are scattered irretrievable abroad. But , by a double displacement of the vagina. Textual operation is back to position one and fireworks on the lawn with a now “feminized” phallus; 
I. Spivak’s views of deconstruction

1. deconstruction – a critique of phallocentrism;

2. it is an argument against the founding of a hysterocentric to counter a phallocentric discourse;
3. However, feminist’ practice itself is caught on the other side of sexual difference (sexual difference is a thought, sexual differential between ‘man’ and ‘woman’ remains irreducible.) 
4. Deconstrution puts into question the “purposive” activities of a sovereign subject.
Conclusion

1. Aminimal historical network must be assumed for interpretation, a network (history of Western metaphysics, a history inseparable form political economy and form the property of man as holder of property) that suggests that the phallocentric discourse is the object of deconstruction. 

2. The male users of the phallocentric discourse all trace the itinerary of the suppression of the race.

3. The collective project of our feminist critic must always be to rewrite the social text so that the historical and sexual differentials are operated together. This rewriting of the social text of motherhood cannot be an establishment of new meanings. It can only be to work away at concept-metaphors that deliberately establish and cast wide a different system of ‘meaning.’
4. Since deconstruction successfully puts the ideology of ‘correct reading’ into question, this move helps to undo double displacement, to produce useful and scrupulous fake readings in the place of the passively active fake orgasm.
