The Other and Kriteva’s Abject 

Starting Questions: 

1. How do we define difference, “Other” and othering – in post-structuralist, psychoanalytic and postcolonial terms? 

2. How does Kristeva relate the abject to the other, or Other?  How do we relate the semiotic to the abject? 

3.  What are the consequences of abjection on psychoanalytic level and social level?  

Introduction: 

1. From the Semiotic to Abjection: (ref. Smith 28-29) 

a. Kristeva deals with the biological ‘feminine’ in The Tale of Love and Power of Horrors.  

b. Abjection: “The abject subject is the speaking subject in revolt against oedipal identity and sexual specificity.  Abjection can be experienced as disgust which is a bodily form of revolt or as a phobic reaction against the polarized experiences of fusion and separation.  Total revolt is impossible and this impossibility is the very condition of abjection.” 

c. Abjection of three kinds: i. the sacred rituals of “exclusion, transgression and taboo”; ii. the literary “sublimation” of abjection (the maternal body); iii. Melancholic incorporation of the lost.  [iv( Strangers to Ourselves: foreigners]   

2. The Abject as the Stranger: (ref. McAfee) 
a. Kristeva sees the foreigners as stranger to the stranger within ourselves. 

b. Abjection on two levels –psychoanalytical; political and ethical

c. McAfee – (117) Reading Heidegger through Kristeva, I will consider how difference could be seen as an ontological possibility for subjectivity—how the dread of the foreigner can be transformed into a welcoming of difference.  [hospitality in Derridian sense?]

i. Construction of identity through two kinds of repression: primary and secondary. 

ii. The repressed can return as the uncanny.

iii. We are destined to be stranger to ourselves.  (p. 126) What might be involved, in the final analysis…is extending to the notion of foreigner the right of respecting our own foreignness and, in short, of the privacy that insures freedom in democracies.”  ( This solution is flawed for McAfee. Useless to the foreigners without native country.  

From Filth to Defilement (Powers of Horror 248-)
Mother Phobia and the Murder of the Father 

1. The sacred is tied to taboo; two taboos: murder and incest.  (248) 
2. Freud’s slippage from dread of incest to dread symptom, not dealing with incest 

The Two-Sided Sacred 249 

1. One founded by murder, the other “like a lining, more secret still and invisible, nonrepresentable, oriented towards those uncertain spaces of uncertain identities, toward fragility… 

2. there are similarities between religion and obsessional neurosis.  

3. The rituals and discourses involved in making up the sacred—notably those dealing with defilement  

Prohibited Incest vs. Coming Face to Face with the Unnameable.

The feminine – “Other” 

1. appended to the triangulating function of the paternal prohibition

2. the solid rock of jouissance and writing 

Narcissus and Murky Waters 

1. two structures: a. prohibition – contact avoidance; hostility and paranoid protection.
2. the state of fear and impurity—referred to primary narcissism, laden with hostility that does not know its limits.  

Incest and the Preverbal 

1. the Preverbal projection: “the outside is elaborated by means of a projection from within, of which the only experience we have is one of pleasure and pain.  An outside in the image of the inside, made of leasure and pain.” == the unnameable. 

2. The advent of language—to name the pain, and distinguish it from pleasure.// the murder of the father 

3. Poetic language: a reconciliation of the verbal with the preverbal (252)  

4. The ego of narcissism p 252 –uncertain and subject to spatial ambivalent. ( defensive and horrified ( incest dread.  

Defilement as Ritual Rescue from Phobia and Psychosis 

1. the function of incest prohibition – cut short the temptation to return, with abjection and jouissance, to that passivity status within the symbolic function . . . (254)

The Poverty of Prohibition – George Bataille 

1. The weakness of prohibition which produces social order( the production of the abject  

2. the abject mother (the abject or demoniacal potential of the feminine), not dammed up.   

The logic of exclusion: Mary Douglas 

1. Body // social system – against defilement 

2. Symbolic order ( subjective symbolic dimension 257 

In the Same Fashion as Incest Prohibition 

1. Abjection is universal, but has different codings according to various “symbolic systems.” –its defilement, food taboo, and sin.  

The Margins of a Floating Structure – p. 259 

e.g. corporeal waste, menstrual blood and excrement – incarnate the “objective frailty of symbolic order.” 

Between Two Powers 

1. religious prohibition: ritualization of defilement accompanied by a strong concern with segregation of the two sexes, to give men power over women. 

2. the feminine – synonymous with a radical evil that is to be repressed.  

Excrements and Menstrual Blood   

1. always relate to corporeal orifices 

2. a. excrement and its equivalent – decay, infection, disease, corpse( danger from without; b. menstrual blood—danger (social and sexual) from within.  

In common—from the maternal and/or the feminine, of which the maternal is the real support (261) 

Maternal Authority as Trustee of the Self’s Clean and Proper Body 
Maternal authority – frustration and prohibition  
Defilement Ritual – a Social Elaboration of the Borderline Patient? 
The rites surrounding defilement “illustrate the boundary between [maternal]semiotic authority and [paternal] symbolic law”
Defilement = boundaries of the clean and proper bodies = all the abject 
Defilement ritual – scription, an inscription of limits  
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