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Editor’s Introduction:
Writing “Race” and the Difference It Makes

Henry Louis Gates, Jr.

The truth is that, with the {ading of the Renatssance ideal through
progressive stages of spectalism. leading 1o intellectual emptiness.
we are left with a potentally sutcidal movement among “leaders of
the profession,” while, at the same time, the profession sprawls,
without its old center. mn helpless disarray.

One quickly cited example is the professional organization, the
Modern Language Association. ... A glance at its thick program
for its Jast mecting shows a massive increase and fragmentation into
more than 500 categoriest T aite afew examples: - " The Trickster
Figure in Chicano and Black Literature™ . . Naturally, the progressive
irivializasion of 1opics has made these mectings a laughimgsiock
the national press.

—W. JACKSON BATE, “The Crisis in English Studies”

" Language, for the individual consciousness, lies on the borderline

hetween oneself and the other. The word in limguage 1s hall somcone
else’s. It becomes “one’s own™ only when the speaker populates 1t
with his own intention. his own accent, wheun he appropriates the
word, adapting it to his own semantic and expressive mtention.
Prior to this moment of appropriation. the word does not exast in
a neutral and impersonal language (it 15 not alier all, owt of o
dictionary that the speaker gets his words!), but vather i exists i
other people’s mouths, in other people’s contexts. serving other
people’s intentions: it is from there that one must take the word,

Land make 1t one’s own.

—~MIKHAIL BAKITUIN, “Discourse i the Novel”



Hurston herself? As Nathan Huggins writes after an attempt to determine
the sincerity of Hurston's poses and sclf-representations, “Itis impossible
to tell from reading Miss Hurston's autobiography who was being fooled.™
It. as Hurston often implies, the essence of telling “lies™ 1s the art of
conforming a narrative to existing structures of address while gaining
the upper hand, then Hurston’s very ability to fool us—or to fool us
mnto tunking we have been fooled—is itself the only effective way of
conveying the rhetoric of the “he.” To turn one's own life into a trickster
tale of which even the teller herself might be the dupe certainly goes far
in deconstructing the possibility of representing the truth of identity.

If I initially approached Hurston out of a desire to re-referentialize
difference. what Hurston gives me back seems 1o be dilference as a
suspension of reference. Yet the terms “black”™ and “white,” “inside” and
“outside,” continue o matter. Hurston suspends the certainty of reference
not by crasing these differences but by foregrounding the complex dy-
namisn of their interaction.

1. See Zova Neale Hurston, “How Tt Feels to Be Colored Me.” World Tomorrow 11 (May
1928): 21516 vptoin [ Love Myself When I Am Laughing and Then Again When I Am Looking
Mean and Impresstve: A Zora Neale Hurston Reader, cd. Alice Waltker (Old Westbury, N.Y.,
1979), pp. 152-1556; all further references to this work, abbreviated “CM,” will be to this
edition and will be included in the text.

2. See Huarston, "*What White Publishers Won't Print,)” Negro Digest 8 (Apr. 1950): 85—
8O: rptein 1 Love Myself When I Am Laughing. pp. 169-73: all further references to this
work, abbreviated “WP will be 10 this edition and will be included in ihe text.

3. Sce Hurston, Mules and Men (1935 Bloomington, Ind., 1978): all further references
to this work, abbreviaed MM, will be included in the text.

4. Langston Hughes, The Big Sea: An Autobiography (New York, 1963), pp. 238-39.

H. This formulation was suggested to me by a student, Lisa Cohen.

6. Nathan Trvin Huggins, Harlem Renaissance (London, 1971), p. 133,

Racism’s Last Word

Jacques Derrida

Translated by Peggy Kamuf

'I'rans!zllt)r's Note.—“Racism’s Last Word” is a transtation of “Le Dernier Mot
du racisme,” which was written for the catalog of the exhibition Art contrelagainst
A/)(zfthei(l. The exhibition was assembled by the Association of Artists of the ‘W;;r}(l
against Apartheid. headed by Antonio Saura and Ernest Pignon-Ernest, in ("r;;
operation with the United Nations Special Committee rz.qa,z'n,xl', Apartheid. Eighty-
Jroe of the world’s most celebrated artists contributed /);l,in,tingrs and s(:ulf)tu(r(; "f()
t/Lf? exhibition, which opened in Paris in November 1983, In ‘rl.(lzlilion, a 7114;717)r;r
of writers and scholars were invited to contribute texts for the catalog. 1 2 I)r’vrw/zipr
Mot du racisme” serves in particular to introduce the project n} the iinerant
exhibition, which the organizers described briefly in their [)r)?/kl(:(f o the zr(tt(tl();r.: |

The collection offered here will form the basis of a future musewm against
apartheid. But first, these works will be presented in a traveling w’chzﬁg/)i/l.i(;n'
to be recetved by museums and other cultural facilities tln‘mwhm;,t the 11;(};1(/ l
The day will come—and our efforts are joined to those of the mhfmationl(l,./
commumity aiming to hasten that day's arrival—uwhen the musewm thies
constituted will be presented as a gifi o the first free and democratic gr()w'mnulm"l
of South Africa to be elected by universal suffrage. Until then., the 'A\'s'r}rir/zli;n)z
of Artis:ls of the World against Apartheid will assume, through the (l,))‘/)r(l)vflrriul('
legal, institutional and financial structures, the lrmt/f/'.slzfz'/) of the worlﬂr./ /

A .v‘()flmulm,t modfied version of “Racism’s Last Word” was origimally frublished
in the bilingual catalog of the exhibition. '



330 Jacques Dervida

APARTHEID-—may that remain the name from now on, the unique
appellation for the ultimate racism in the world. the lu.s( of many.

May it thus remain, but may a day come when it will only be for the
memory of man. ‘ ‘

A memory in advance: that, perhaps, is the time given for this ex-
hibition. At once urgent and untimely. it exposes itself and takes a chance
with time. it wagers and affirms beyond the wager. Without counting
on any present moment, it ofters only a foresight in painting, very (il()§e
to silence, and the rearview vision of a future for which apartheid will
be the name of something finally abolished. Confined and abandoned
then 1o this silence of memory, the name will resonate all by itself, re-
duced to the state of a term in disuse. The thing it names today will no
longer he.

Buthasn’tapartheid always been the archival record of the unnameable?

"The exhibition, therefore, is not a presentation. Nothing is delivered
here in the present, nothing that would be presentable—only, in to-
morrow’s rearview mirror, the late, ultimate racism, the last of many.

PHE LAST: or le dernier as one sometimes says in French in order
to signify “the worst.” What one is doing in that case is situating the
extreme of baseness, just as. in English, one might say “the lowest of the
.7 Itis o the lowest degree, the last of a series, but also that which
comes along at the end of a history, or in the last analysis, (o carry out
the law of some process and reveal the thing’s truth, here finishing off
the essence of evil, the worst, the essence at its very worst—as if there
were something like a racism par excellence, the most racist of racisms.

THE LAST as one says also of the most recent, the last to date of
all the world's racisms. the oldest and the youngest. For one must not
torget that, although racial segregation didn't wait for the name apartheid
to come along, that name became order’s watchword and won its title in
the political code of South Africa only at the end of the Second World
War. Atatime whenall racisms on the face of the carth were condemned,

Jacques Derrida, professor of philosophy at the Ecole des Hautes
Etudes en Sciences Sociales in Paris, is the author of, among other
works, Of Grammatology, Writing and Difference, Margins of Philosophy, ;n}d
Dissemination. Peggy Kamuf teaches French at Miami University, Ohio.
She 1s the author of Fictions of Feminme Desire.
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it was in the world’s face that the National party dared to campaign “fo.
the separate development of each race in the geographic zone assigned to i1

Since then, no tongue has ever translated this name—as if all the
languages of the world were defending themscelves, shutting their mouth;
against a sinister incorporation of the thing by means of the word, as i
all tongues were refusing to give an equivalent, retusing to let themselves
be contaminated through the contagious hospitality of the word-for
word. Here, then, is an immediate response to the obsessiveness of this
racism, to the compulsive terror which. above all, forbids contact. The
white must not let itself be touched by black, be it even at the remove
ot language or symbol. Blacks do not have the right to touch the flag ol
the republic. In 1964, South Africa's Ministry of Public Works sought tc
assure the cleanliness of national emblems by means of a regulation
stipulating that it is “forbidden for non-Europeans to handle them.”

APARTHEID: by itself the word occupies the terrain like a concen-
tration camp. System of partition, barbed wire, crowds of mapped out
solitudes. Within the limits of this untranslatable idiom. a violent arrest
of the mark. the glaring harshness of abstract essence (hewd) seems to
speculate in another regime of abstraction. that of confined separation.
"The word concentrates separation, raiscs it to another power and scts
separation itself apart: “apartitionality,” something like that. By isolating
being apart in some sort of essence or hypostasis, the word corrupts it
into a quasi-ontological segregation. At every point, like all racisms, it
tends to pass segregation off as natural—and as the very law of the origin.
Such is the monstrosity of this political idiom. Surely, an idiom should
never incline toward racism. It often does. however, and this is not al-
together fortuitous: there’s no racism without a language. The point is
not that acts of racial violence are only words but rather that they have
to have a word. Even though it offers the excuse of blood, color, birth—
or, rather, because it uses this naturalist and sometimes creationist dis-
course—racism always betrays the perversion of a man, the “talking
animal.” It institutes, declares, writes, inscribes, prescribes. A system of
marks, it outlines space in order to assign forced residence or to close
off borders. It does not discern, it discriminates.

THE LAST. finally, since this last-born of many racisms is also the
only one surviving in the world, at least the only one still parading itself
in a political constitution. It remains the only one on the scene that dares
to say its name and to present itself for what it is: a legal defiance taken
on by homo politicus, a juridical racism and a state racism. Such is the
ultimate imposture of a so-called state of law which doesn’t hesitate to
base itselt on a would-be original hierarchy—of natural right or divine
right, the two are never mutually exclusive,

This name apart will have, therefore, a unique, sinister renown.
Apartheid is famous, in sum, for manifesting the lowest extreme of racism.
its end and the narrow-minded self-sufficiency of its intention. its ec.
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chatology, the death ratde of what is already an interminable agony.
something fike the setting in the West of racism—Dbut also, and this will
have to be specitied below, racism as a Western thing.

In order to respond to this singularity or, better yet, to tling back
an answer, the singularity right here of another event takes its measure.,
Artists from ail over the world are preparing to launch a new satellite,
a vehicle whose dimensions can hardly he determined except as a satellite
of humanity. Actaally, it measures itself against apartheid only so as to
remain in no measure comparable with that system, its power, its fantastic
richies, its excessive armament, the worldwide network of its openly declared
or shamefaced accomplices. This unarmed exhibition will have a force
that 1s altogether other, just as its trajectory will be without example.

Its movement does not yet belong to any given time or space that
might be measured today. Irts flight rushes headlong, it commemorates
in anticipation—not its own event but the one that 1t calls forth. Its ilight,
in sum. is as much that of a planet as of a satellite. A planet, as the name
mdicates, is hirst of all a body sent wandering on a migration which, in
this case, has no certain end.

In all the world's cities whose momentary guest it will be, the exhibition
will not, so to speak, take place. not yet, not is place. It will remain in
exile in the sight of its proper residence, its place of destination to come —
and to create. For such is here the creation and the work of which it is
hiting to speak: South Africa beyond apartheid, South Africa in memory
of apartheud.

While this might be the cape to be rounded, everything will have
begun with exile. Born in exile, the exhibition already bears witness
against the forced assignment to “natural” territory, the geography of
birth. And it it never reaches its destination, having been condemned to
an cudless flight or immobilized far from an unshakable South Africa,
it will not only keep the archival record of a failure or a despair but
continue to say something, something that can be heard today, in the
present.

This new satellite of humanity, then, will move from place to place,
it too, like a mobile and stable habitar, “mobile™ and “stabile,” a place of
observation, information, and witness. A satellite is a guard. it keeps
watch and gives warning: Do not torget apartheid, save humanity from
this evil, an evil that cannot be summed up in the principial and abstract
miquity of a system. It is also daily suffering, oppression, poverty, violence,
torture inflicted by an arrogant white minority (16 percent of the pop-

ulation, controlling 60 to 65 percent of the national revenue) on the
mass of the black population. "The information that Amnesty International
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(t().mpiled on political imprisonment in South Africa and on the whol
of the judicial and penal veality is appalling.' (
th,‘whal can be done so that this witness-satellite, in the truth 1
eXposes, is not taken over and controlled. thus becoming another technica
(lCAVI(IC, llile antenna of some new politico-military Sn‘;;legy a lm'ful m"l-
(:l!lncry for the exploitation of new resources, or the (‘2I|(‘ll'l'lti()\llﬂil] vi(-“\
of more comprehensive interests? - ”
» In order better to ask this question. which awaits an answer only
from the future that remains inconceivable. let us return (o i;llll](‘(ii'll(/‘
appearances. Here is an exhibition—as one continues 1o say in the (‘)l(l
l;lllglf‘;lge of the West, “works of art.” signed “creations.” in the prc@vnl
case pl(:lur(,js't or “paintings,” “sculptures.” In this collective and ilrlvlt‘l'—
national exhibition (and there's nothing new about that cither) )l.(‘H”"‘lI
sculptural idioms will be crossing, but they will be ;mcmptinq. llo S ) k
lh¢ other’s language without renouncing their own. And in nr(i([r((tl
effect this translation. their common reference henceforth makes '”
appeal 10 a language that cannot be found, a language at once v‘er : )l{';]
older than Europe, but for that very reason (o be invémcd ()’]‘](‘(T'!l);(il'((‘.

E)

] \'\llhy n].(?l.lli()l‘l the European age in this fashion? Why this reminder
::f :}l]l: l\,\‘;lc;;;v"ll fact—that all these words are part of the old language
Because it scems 1o me that the aforementioned exhibition CcxXposes
’}ll‘)(l commemorates, indicts and contradicts the whole of a Western i)iﬂl(;l‘ A
I h;?t a certain white community of European descent imp(mc‘% (1/)(1;'1)11'7'y)
on l()u.r-Ali[l.hs ot South Africa’s population and maintains (u )‘u'llni)l ]")'8‘(’)"(/
the official lic of a white migration that preceded black lni‘rl“ni(h |s .
the only reason that apartheid was a European “creation "&]\‘Im' fm“ ':‘,‘"
().lh.cr such reason: the name of apartheid has m;m;lgcd. to l)(‘(‘()m((‘ ’:"
simister swelling on the body of the world only in that place wll(;‘;(‘ Iuﬁni
politicus europaeus lirst put his signature on its tattoo. The prinun'v’r("ﬁm/]
however,' 1s that here it is a question of state racism., While 'lli r'u‘*i.smj
have their basis in culture and in institutions, not all of 1h¢‘~|;1 gi\(/e ~ris:‘
to state-controlled structures. The judicial simulacrum and (vhc )()]ili(‘ill
theater of this state racism have no meaning and would h;wé“rul n'(
(:I.mn(:c outside a European “discourse™ on the concept of 1"1;'(‘ "l'h'u)
(llS(i()l{l‘SC belongs 1o a whole system ot “phantasms.” to a (‘Cl‘l'(lill ‘rc )r;‘
sentation of nature, life, history, religion, and law, (o the vc;‘ (‘uhlur(:
which succeeded in giving rise to this state takeover. No ("l()ul)zl there i
also here—and it bears repeating—a contradiction internal (o the Wesr
.'m(.l t().thc assertion of its rights. No donbt apartheid was imn’mlv;! 'm.d
mamtained against the British Commonwealth, following a l()l;q ;1(1\'0111‘1"'0
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that began with England’s abolition of slavery in 1834, at which tume the
unpoverished Boers undertook the Long Trek toward the Orange Free
State and the Transvaal. But this contradiction only confirms the occidental
essence of the historical process—in its incoherences, its compromises,
and its stabilization. Since the Second World War, at least if one accepts
the givens ol a certain kind of calculation, the stability of the Pretoria
regime has been prerequisite to the political, economic, and strategic
cqudibrinm of Europe. The survival of Western Europe depends on it.
Whether once is talking about gold or what are called strategic ores, it is
known to be the case that at least three-fourths of the world’s share of
them is divided between the USSR and South Africa. Direct or even
indirect Soviet control of Sonth Africa would provoke, or so think certain
Western heads of state, a catastrophe beyond all comparison with the
malediction (or the *bad imagce™) of apartheid. And then there’s the necessity
of controlling the route around the cape, and then there’s also the need
for resources or jobs that can be provided by the exportation of arms
and technological infrastructures —nuclear power plants, for example,
cven though Pretoria rejects international control and has not signed
any nuclear nonproliferation wreaty.

Apartheid constitutes, therefore, the fivst “delivery of arms,” the first
product of Kuropean exportation. Some might say that this is a diversion
and a perversion, and no doubt it is. Yet somehow the thing had to be
possible and, what is more, durable. Symbolic condemnations, even when
they have been official, have never disrupted diplomatic, economic, or
cultural exchanges, the deliveries of arms, and geopolitical solidarity.
Since 1973, apartherd has been declared a “crime against humanity” by
the General Assembly of the United Nations. Nevertheless, many member
countries, including some of the most powerful, are not doing all that’s
required (that’s the least one can say) 1o put the Pretoria regime in a
difficult situation or to torce it to abolish apartheid. This contradiction is
sharpest no doubt in today’s France, which has provided more support
for this exhibition than anywhere else.

Supplementary contradictions for the whole of Europe: Certain
Eastern European countries —Czechoslovakia and the USSR, for ex-
ample—maintain their cconomic trade with South Africa (in phosphoric
acids, arms, machinery, gold). As for the pressures applied to Pretoria
to achicve the relaxation of certain forms of apartheid, in particular those
that are called petty and that forbid, for instance, access 1o public buildings,
one must admit that these pressures are not always inspired by respect
tor human rights. The fact is, apartheid also increases nonproductive
expenditures (for example, each “homeland” must have its own policing
and administrative machinery); segregation hurts the market economy,
limits free enterprise by limiting domestic consumption and the mobility
and training of labor. In a time of unprecedented econormic crisis, South
Africa bas 1o reckon, both internally and externally, with the forces of
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a liberal current according to which “apartheid is notoriously ineflicien
fmm'thfz point of view of economic rationality.™ This 100 will hnvo 1¢
remain i memory: it one day apartheid is abolished. its demise will no
be credited only to the account of moral standards —because n‘u‘)r'nl stal
dards should not count or keep accounts, to be sure lv)mAzllm h((*(“‘« ls]
on the scale which is that of a worldwide computer lil(‘ law ;)i' the ‘1“: (~
ketplace will have imposed another standard of (:ul("ululi(m. o

'I'he.ll‘lc()logi(‘o—poli!i(:al discourse of apartheid has difhiculty keeping
up sometimes, but it illustrates the same economy, the same il"‘l"i-l“lll; ! % ;
contradiction. o

It is not enough to invent the prohibition and 10 cnrich every da
the most repressive legal apparatus in the world: in a brculhlcﬁ‘f‘r}"/(-*nf/y
of ()bSCSS.lVC Juridical activity, two hundred laws and ;nnoﬁdmér%tc w >r:y'
enact(?d n twenty years (Prohibition of Mixed Marriage Act l‘)4;)' I(( (
morality Amendment Act [against interracial sexual rol;uin‘nei (l )”“
Arcas .A(:u Population Registration Act, 1950: Reservation ol: Sc x"i;"“t‘j
Amenities [segregation in movie houses, post offices swimnm; rl)‘( (Tl:
on be-;u:hes: and so forth], Motor Carrier 'I’r;msport;‘uion Amci«ln;m};
Act, l',xt('?nsum ol University Education Act [separate lmivcrsiticéj 1955;
segregation in_ athletic competition has already been widcl'y‘ p(xl‘)li'(‘i;c:(i;'
) Ihls_lz.iw s also founded in a theology and these Acts in Scri )t‘ur g
§m§§ po]mc.al power originates in God., it remains indivisible '\I'n 'I('(‘()ril.
‘x‘ndxvxdual rights “to immature social communities” and t()'thos‘(c Mm

openly rebel against God, that is, the communists”™ would be a u !
agamst'(}od." This Calvinist reading of Scripture condemns dcr(n()(‘l;'w') |
that universalism “which seeks the root of humanity in a set ;)l" V\‘mrldlu‘/li(‘ly:
i(;ve'relgn relation:s that includes humanity in a whole.” It points out th(n(r
51;;*:_{}::'6 and History each demonstrate that God requires Christian

T'he charter of the Institute tor National Christian Education (1948
sets out the only regulations possible an gov et

for a South Afric;
. . a rican governme
It prescribes an education ; "

in the light of God's word . . . on the basis of the applicable

of Scripture. principles

For each people and each nation is attached to its own native soil
which has been allotted to it by the Creator. . . . God w;mtc((l nations
and peoples to be separate, and he gave separately to each l;’lli()l;
and to each people its particular vocation, its task and its ‘gif't.:‘..



Christian doctrine and philosophy should be practiced. But we desire
even more than this: the sceular sciences should be taught from
the (lhriﬂi'.m-N;\ti(mul pcrsp('('\ivc on life. ... (1<mscqucmly. s
Hnportant that teaching p(rrsmm(‘l be made up of scholars with
Christian-National convictions. - .. Uinless (the pr()fcssm'] is Christian,
he poses a danger to cveryone. . . . This gu;n'(li;mship unposes on
he Afvikaner the duty ol assuring that the colored peoples are
cducated in accordance with Christian-National ]n*in(‘ipk\s‘. ... We
helieve that the well-heing and happiness of the colored man resides
in his recognition ol the fact that he belongs toa separate racial

‘(_’;H)l]]),

| theology inspires its militants with an

[t happens that this politica
National party excluded Jews

sl form ol anti-Semitisme thus the
il 1951, This is because ihe “Hebrewistic™ mythology of the Boer
coming out of 1ts nomadic-origins and the Long Trek, exdudes
= None of which prevents {see above) all sorts

origi
up v
prople.
any other “Chosen People.
ol worthwhile exchanges with Isracl.

But let us never simplify matiers. Among all the domestic comra-
and capitalized upon by Lurope.

dictions thus exported. maintained,
one among others: apartheid 1s

there remains one which is not just any
upheld. 1o be sure, but also condemmned in the name of Christ. There
are many signs of this obvious fact. The white resistance movement n
South Africa deserves our praisc. T'he Christian Institute, tounded alter
in Sharpeville in 1961, considers (,l,parl/u?i(l in('mnpulihlc
with the evangelical message. and 1t pul)li(‘]y supports the banned black
political Jmovenents, But it should be added that it 1s this same Christian
din 1977, notthe Institute for National,

the slaughter

Institute which was, inturn, banne
Christian Educaton.

All of this, of course. is going on under a regime whose formal
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exhibition, to be sure; it may even have inspired the idea for the exhibition.
Guernuca denounces civilized barbarism, and from out of the painting’s
exile. in its dead silence, one hears the cry of moaning or accusation.
Brought forward by the painting, the cry joins with the children’s screams
and the bombers™ din, until the last day of dictatorship when the work
is repatriated to a place in which it has never dwelled.

To be sure: stll it was the work, if one may say so, of a single
individual, and also Picasso was addressing—not only but also and first
of all—his own country. As tor the lawful rule recently reestablished in
Spain, it. like that of so many countries, continues to participate in the
system which presently assures, as we have been saying, the survival of
apartheid.

Things are not the same with this exhibition. Here the single work
is multiple. it crosses all national, cultural, and political frontiers. It neither
commemorates nor represents an cvent. Rather, it casts a continuous
gaze (paintings are always gazing) at what I propose to name a continent.
One may do whatever one wishes with all the senses of that word.

Beyond a continent whose limits they point to, the limits surrounding
it or crossing through it, the paintings gaze and call out n silence.

And their silence is just. A discourse would once again compel us
to reckon with the present state of force and law. It would draw up
contracts, dialecticize itself, let itself be reappropriated again.

This silence calls out unconditionally; it keeps watch on that which
is not, on that which is not yet, and on the chance of still remembering
some faithful day.

V.o See Pobtical Daprisonment in South Africa: An Amnesty International Report (London,
1978).

2. Howard Schissel. “La Solution de rechange libérale: comment concilier défense des
droits de Phomme et augmentation des profits™ [ The liberal alternative as solution: how
to reconcile the detense of human rights with increase in prolits], Le Monde diplomatique,
Oct. 19749, p. 18, For the same tendency, of. René Lefort, “Solidarités raciales ct intéréts
de classe: composer avec les impératifs de I'économie sans renoncer au ‘développement
séparé” " [Racial solidarity and class interests: meeting economic imperatives without re-
nouncing “separate development™], Le Monde diplomatique, Oct. 1979, pp. 15-16. For the
same “logic” from the labor-union point of view, sce Brigitte Lachartre, “Un Systeme
d'interdits devenu génant ™ [A system of prohibitions become a nuisance), Le Monde diplomatique,
Oct. 1979, pp. 1617, and Marianne Cornevin, La République sud-africaine (Paris, 1972).

3. The Fundamental Principles of Calvimist Political Science, quoted in Serge Thion, Le
Powvoir pale: Exsai sur le svsteme sud-africam (Paris, 1969).

4. Sece Poliical Imprisonment i South Africa.




No Names Apart: The Separation of Word
and History in Derrida’s “Le Dernier Mot
du Racisme”

Anne McClintock and Rob Nixon

Jacques Derrida’s “Le Dernier Mot du Racisme” (“Racism’s Last Word.”
pp. 329-38) leaves no doubt as to his signal opposition 1o the South
African regime.! Certainly the essay is tendered as a call 1o action, an
urgent injunction to “save humanity from this evil” apartheid; besides
exposing the “truth” of apartheid, its purpose is to “fling back an answer”
(riposter). 1f, then, Derrida secks not merely to prize open certain covert
metaphysical assumptions but also to point to something beyond the text,
in this case the abolition of a regime, then the strategic value of his
method has o be considered seriously. This entails, in particular, pondering
the political implications of both his extended reflection on the word
apartherd and his dilfuse historical comments.

As it stands, Derrida’s protest is deficient in any sense of how the
discourses of South African racism have been at once historically constituted
and politically constitutive. For to begin o investigate how the repre-
sentation of racial difference has functioned in South Africa’s pobtical
and economic life, it is necessary to recognize and track the shifting
character of these discourses. Derrida, however, bluys historical differences
by conferring on the single 1evin apartherd a spurious autonomy and
agency: “T'he word concentrates separation. . .. By isolating being apant
in some sort of essence or hypostasts, the word corrupts it into a quasi-

1. The English wanslaton of the tide—"Racism’s Last Word™—docs not qunte do
justice to the original. “The Last Word tn Racisin™ might have been a preferable rendition,
at least keeping in play Derrida’s double sense ol apartheid as not mevely the last remaining
word of racism buat also racism’s apogee.



ontological segregation™ (p. 331). Is 1t indeed the word, apartheid. ov is
it Dervida himsell, operating here in “another vegime ot abstraction™ (p.
33D removing the word (vom its place i the discourse ol South African
vacisin, rasing tto another power. and setting separation itselt apart?
Darvidas repelled by the word. vet seduced by its divisiveness, the division
i the wner strocture of the torm itself which he elevates 1o a state of
being.
Fhe essay's opening analysis of the word apartheid 1s, then, symptomatic
of aseverance ol word {rom history. When Derrida asks, “Hasn’t apartheid
always heen the avchival record of the unnameable?™ (p. 330). the answer
i strightforward nod Despite irs notoriety and cirrency overseas, the
rerm apariherd has not always been the “watchword” of the Nationalist
regime (p. 330). 1ehas s own hastory, and that history is closely entwined
with o developing ideology of race which has not only been created to
detiherately vatonalize and temper South Africa’s image at home and
ahroad. but can also he scen to be mumately allied to different stages of
the country's political and cconomic development. Because he views
aparthend as o tunique appellation™ (p. 330), Derrida has little to say about
the politically persuasive function that successive racist lexicons have
served m South Africa. 'To face the challenge of investigating the strategic
role of representation, one would have to part ways with him by veleasing
that pariah of & word, aparthend. frony its quarantine {rom historical process,
examining 1 instead m the conext of developing discourses ol racial

difference.

The word apartheid was coined by General Jan Smuts at the Savoy
Hotel, London on 27 May 1917 but had barely any currency until it rose
o prominence as the rallying cry of the Nationalist party's victorious
clectoral compaign of 1948, Derrida has reflected on the word’s “sinister
venown,” but as far back as the mid-fifties the South Africans themselves
began to recognize that the tevm apartheid had become sutficiently stig-
matized to be ostentatiously retived. The developing history of South
Afvican racial policy and propaganda highlights the inaccuracy of Derrida’s
clanm that South Afvican racism is “the only one on the scene that dares
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Lo say its name and present itsell for what 1™ (p- 330, For in strivinge
bml.l o wmn greater fegitimacy for wself and 1o justily f(’(’()fﬁ”l-("\l“\" l.hij
Nationalist bantustan policy. South African racism has long si;(‘(: ('(‘"N'd
1o pronounce its own name: apartheid. (he 1erm Devrida r‘nis‘lc'uli:)A sy
calls “the ovder's watchword™ Onot d'ordrey (p. 330). was (fi%mi\'lsv 'l g
vears I)Q(‘.k from the lexical rvanks of the regiine. From liw I“)”)(').\‘ 4()1:::,!'(!;"11\
the N;Fn(malis‘l party has radically r(,‘phrus.(‘d its ideology, filix.l l;‘m )v;‘?iz: ,
fhc grim vhetoric of apartheid into 1alk of “separate (I(.-\valnpmmn " th :
nto lh(? even more insidious language of “multinationalism™ ;nu.! “w(Hl
(k“l‘(ii'n]lll&lll()n.“ and most recently mio the self-congratulatory disconrse
ol “democratic federalism.” These changes in the lu.ngu;u_{c nl‘/ru*»ix-n) are
closely. though no always symmerrically, allied 10 (‘h;fmgn"s‘ m N"ui;m' ‘il']'(
party policy. / B o
‘ I /\: van Alél}l‘]‘SV(fl(l. an apologist for the Nationalist regime, divides
S(mynh African racial policy since 1948 into three phases. l"n?m 1948 nnli‘l
1958, hc_ argues, there was the “ideological, doctrinaire and ne satve”
phase of apartheid, a period he admits war “severely racist” \Lf !
between 1958 and FI66, this mellowed into the “l]:in]l(tl'lz}(i v\}('(‘)‘”( i.'
separate 'd(‘,vvl()l)lncnl." a phase he characterizes as one nlT “il]!{lw':)"llsl((l(‘)-
('nlm.ns;nmn." Third. the peried from 1966 onward has seen WIl“Il l:‘
cousiders to have been “the unobtrusive dismantling of /I/.)III‘//H’N/ . “lhz‘
movement away from discrimination.” “the climin(nlinn of ’("<Y)I(‘).r as a
(fctcrmm;ml."‘;m(l the introduction of “"democratic pluralism.™ Asy vn‘v
general way of periodizing changes in the official diseonyse v;u; ]'n;'gv(‘i I's
schema may ')(?_il{sll‘ixl"riv<'. But if one is to understand Iir(? [)(\)]‘il'i(‘;ll n()h.'
I‘hal fh(t' regime’s justificatory idcology has played, one musi expose the
((.)nn;l(h('t‘mn between the uneven, somersaulting evolution of (he official
(hsum‘rsc‘m a“democratic™ direction and the ;l(‘l;ull process of deepeni ( ,
brutalization and oppression which it belies. penme
. Prior (o the tnexpected Afrvikaner victory in 1948 South Afvic
soctety had been rife with racial (liscrimimui(m/, but I]Hl('il of 1t had | “'f”
ad !m(‘ vather than legislated. From 1948 onward, however llw( : H?('(’-';
policy of apartheid ensured in a doctrmaire, 1111;1;;r>l¢)g"<‘lir l."min'm) :(l l"’
.lhc f)l(l colonial racist edifice was buttressed with more Ill('l]‘];)(“ "]l ] T"”
lslzltl(flt. :”l;n aparthed came o supplant the carlier English l(\“‘”"““(‘i‘
regation " was symptomatic of the waning influence of l'?rlé"lis‘h s )(*'J&(*‘L";
m political Jife: ever since 1949, (he feadership and lnm‘\nl‘lrriul'vv')r \I
been sccurcly in Afrvikaans hands. The F950s were an era nl“ sl/ri(l‘(r'/(t
/{(I(L.Y.\:/&’,(l/) “mastery” or “domination™). hut as carly as 1953 4 ('(‘1';'|in d'j
fensiveness began to creep into the regime's I‘(‘])]‘(‘.;(‘Hl;lli!)ll nl'i.ts p‘ulivi('(;

) 2. We here follow FI]( practice of using the term “hantustan® in place of the more
glamorous and cuphemistic “homelands,
3. Our transiation fr. i ;
3. s om the Afyikaans. F. AL van Janrsy e I oV
‘ ! ans b Acvan faarsveld, Die Evolusio Van - g
(Cape Town, 1070 I i wolusic Van Apartheid
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The attempts by Prime Minister . F. Malan to rationalize the language
of aparthend can be seen to prefigure the movement toward abandoning
4 rhetoric of racial {or one of national difference:

Farope, itself the matrix of Christian civilization, 1s the out-
standing example of apartheid. The map resembles a Joseph's coat
of some twenty-live sections, cach represented by its own nationality,
and for the most part also its own race with its own tongue and
its own culture. ... Apartheid is accepted in Furope as natural,
sellzexplanatory. and right.!

Such efforts to improve South Africa’s image abroad were, however,
hampered by the word apartheid itself. which was already dragging a train
of sinister connotations. It was in 1958, with the election of Dr. Hendrik
Verwoerd as pritne minister, that a truly decisive turn took place in the
rhetoric and ideology of South African racism. References in the official
discourse of the regime to the inferiority of blacks 1o whites started to
be phased out. and the country was no longer referred to as “multiracial”
(which would imply asingle political entity) but as “multinational.” White
leaders were careful to speak of the “peoples™ of South Africa, not the
“people.” and, most important, the rhetorically more benign “separate
development™ came to veplace apartheid. Here is Dr. Verwoerd's plodding,
patronizing explication of the new language before a group of black

councillors:

“Separateness” means: something for onesell. The other word refers
to what is bigger still, viz. “development™, which means growth. . ..
Development is growth brought about by man creating something
new in a continuing process. Therefore, separate development
means the growth of something for oneself and onc’s nation, due
to one’s own endeavours.”

The ingeniously bipartisan phrase, “separate development,”™ expresses
in miniature the acute schizophrenia which marked both the ideology
and practice of South African racism under Verwoerd, proclaiming to
the world at large that there would be changes and whispering to the
white folks at home that there would be no changes at all.

Verwoerd's attempts to whitewash the rhetoric of racism were closely
bound to his Promotion of Bantu Self-Government Act of 1959, which
involved the extension and deepening of the migrant labor system mnto
the bantustan policy. After 1959, under Verwoerd, the restructuring of

4. D, F. Malan, Die Burger. 6 Mar. 1953, quoted in Martin Legassick, “Legistation,
Ideology and Fconomy in Post-1048 South Afvica.” in South African Capitalism and Black
Political Opposinon, ed. Martin ] Murray (Cainbridge, Mass., 1982), p. 5056 n. 74.

5. Quoted in M. Wo Arnheim, South Afvica after Vorster (Cape Town. 1979), p. 23.
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the bantustans gathered momentum. overlapping broadly with the ideo-
logical shift from apartheid (o “separate development.” From 1963 unul
1964 there was a major overhaul of the urban arcas legistation in order
1o provide a more powertul apparatus for channeling the flow of labor
and controlling its every movement. Under Vorster in 1966 the system
was deepened. General Circular No. 25 of 12 December 1967 became
the basis for massive forced removals and rescttlements. As the civeular
noted:

As soon as they |Bantu] become, tor some reason or another. no
longer fit for work or superfluous i the labour market, they are
expected to return to their country of origin or the territory of
their national unit where they (it in ethnically.” /

Since the development of the bantustan policy. the Nationalist party
has strained to couch its policies in the language of nationalities rather
than that of color, creating the impression that South Africa’s difficulties
are the same as those of modern Furope and that it could overcome
them similarly. As one cabinet minister put it

The problem in South Africa is basically not one of race, but
of nationalism. which is a world-wide problem. There is a White
nationalism, and there are several Black nationalisms. . .. My Gov-
crnment’s principal aim is to make it possible for cach nation,
Black and White. to achieve its fullest potential. including sovereign
independence, so that cach individual can enjoy all the rights and

. privileges which his or her community is (‘111);!‘)](‘ of S(?(il;l‘illq for
him or her.’ ‘

. Verwoerd's rcp.lu(tcm(fnl. of the alienating racial language of apartheid
wn.h the more conciliatory rhetoric of multinationalism was sustained by
Prime Minister B. J. Vorster. But neither Verwocerd nor his SUCCESsOT
managed to create a perfectly watertight discourse of multinationalism.
caulked against any seepage of racism. For the dominant ideology of
race in white South Afvica proved so insistent that it could not be suppr'v;scd
entirely, even at the level of discourse. Despite the Narionalists’ contention
that their new cgalitaran ideology of multiple nations had supplanted
the purportedly outmoded ideology of race, it was manifest that the two
ideologies coexisted. often in grinding contradiction. as dramatized by
references o “biologically demarcated tribal states.™ Contradictions asicle.
the genceral drive toward a more palatable idiom continued and, during

6. Quoted in Legassick, “Legistation. Tdeology and Economy.™ p. 496,

7. R.F. Botha, The Star, 2 July 1976, quoted in No Sizwe, One Azama, One Nation:
The National Question in South Africa (London. 1979), p. 12.

8. J. A. Coetzee, quoted ibid., p. 85,



the Latter vears of Vorster's rule {(from roughly 1970 onward). the (llS()t(jurjc
of multinationalism graduated, m tarn, in.l.()' l‘ll(,‘, even m(»n‘l(idcr".)(.‘;\:?\,Z
appeasing vhetoric of “plural democracy. The ]?.‘1(.(:)(‘)[‘ L ns( 15‘(1;)‘ Wv
tansformation has increased markedly undgr Vorster's successor, P W.
Bothi. By the end of T8 1, South Africa h.nd nnplcm(rl’ncd the ba'l\;l;slftl‘l
policy so relentlessly that the majority ()f Ih(‘“(.'mmlry s l)l;u"’k? ’h(l)(. ()l(c(::
ni'li('i/ully declared citizens cither of the four: m(lcp.cn(lcp‘l, ls‘ldltcs)) e
he six “selfopoverning” territories. In the ideological vealm, .()(f‘[" he
Nationalist regime had moved well beyond V(’\’\Y()(?\‘(l—l)?/ l‘ll)W‘ l‘ts 0 u 4
discourse had, as far as possible been purgcd.o( open rcic.lcn( cs o l(l'(L..
© Under Botha, the domestic and illl.(‘l'll;lll().n'dl campaign 1o g;m; ‘;(v—‘
ceptance for the Nationalists’ wr(-l('h.cd, lll(f(]l‘lll.ul)lc p;nlll!f)‘nl:‘lg ()] 1 11(
e s been conducted notso muchin the snh(‘l‘l()us 1'110!()!1(. 0 l]llj l-l.p ¢
nationalities as in the new proud language ol (.lCln(:(il"(lll(i (cdm.x'h.s‘n.\.‘
Verwoerd's was a language of promiscs, ol “1};1(\()115 l()“l)C', “l?‘l)‘.h-,d: 15
the Linguage ol achievement. of an ;lllcgcdly tull-blown (()1‘1 19\.:?(‘)1':?“
of independent states.”™ I the words of one government publicatiotl:

200 years ago it was postulated that . . . the need for chll‘(‘igi;nl(?n
o ) i M il y - M P My
or diserinmination, as i protectve measure for Whlllu. W()llll d )til,:

- i ac : R . have thewr o
1o fall away, since the Black p(,()pl(,,s wnukl‘..

H 0
hases for political hegemony and sovereignty.

y T
The pages of such publications r(‘snu‘ml with choice pln'a..sf‘,s.h:(‘nn !&()il:‘i\z
new lexicon: “the policy of multinational development [?s] d.ssumln;?ﬂ e
dimensions of what may be called a plural (\(fn\.()(“l‘n(‘.y—‘l.f‘.. a (,I’Ll‘(l)n;)(,l d]ll.(‘
wlution to the plural population structure of South Africa. ‘ ll;/t\;;s)
vein, the Department of Bantu Administration and l)cvcl()pmux'l ( ADY
was rechrisiened Plural Relations and l)c_vc!npmcm. ;m.d 'thc' n.n}mu (l))
other state departments were similarly (llillnlc(‘lc(l. Al.l(‘l \1‘n an (lTl)L‘mplei(
ground the rhetoric of “plural democracy i a \cs‘s p()hm..(ll. mm(l, 30;‘]‘. ]);
idiom. Botha persistentdy deseribes his regime s‘fclmu)n‘.m |l. ul )d(
pscudostates within South Africa’s ])()I‘(!(TI'S as one of 'g()od‘ nc;ghf;‘(jl. mcls:ls
a phrase that banshes all thought of race and racisim. anc () 'Uh.l]ll] ‘".‘
steac images ol the lending ;ulll(l horrowing of lawn mowers man at

phere of suburban goodwill. .

m().\ll)ll"](u:)( (-(:;unin;ni(m n(;? South Africa’s rcprc‘.x‘cnmtinn of 1';-1(:,1;?! (ll'“'t‘l‘()flt'i.
is to be at all politically enabling. the changing h(:gc?nm‘lvu; 1}111‘(,;12)‘1‘\5‘1(‘)0
the word apartheid and s kindred terms must \‘)c ln\/(,:sn‘},lmttx ‘g
context of an active, social language. Here, wu.h (,;1?'(:111151(( m.,,lin‘ ]()nc,
we should underscore the prefigurative capaaty of political discourses,

y : ol Year hanneshurg, 1988), p. 210,
O, South Africa 1983 ()[/u,m,/ Yearbook ( Jo A ' ' o
10 "\'u'u(h C\/nm 1979: Official Yearbook of the Republic of South Africa ( Johannesburg,

1970, p. 211

their power not merely 10 address preexistent constituencies but to re-
constitute them, or even to generate new ones.'t While the new discourse
of South African racism may seem pitifully transparent. they have proved
far {rom imnocuous in bracing and rationalizing policies at home and in
marketing them abroad. Conventently for the Nationalists, theiy latest
set of vocabulary—that of democratic federalism—is consonant with the
political idiom of the country they need most urgently to impress: the
United States. Reagan, for his part, has capitalized on this correspon-
dence, at times even hinting that bencath thenr common language the
two countries may have comparable histories—all the more reason for
sympathy and patience. Complaining of “a failure to recognize . .. the
steps they [the South Africans] have taken and the gains they have made™
in moving toward the abolition of racial discrimination. Reagan has de-
clared, “As long as there's a sincere and honest effort being made, based
on our own experience i our own land, it would seem to me that we
should be (rying to be helpful.™™ In following a diplomatic conrse eu-
phemistically described as one of “constructive engagement.” then “quict
diplomacy.” and most recently “active constructive engagement,” Reagan
and his subordinates in the State Department too often have given credit
to the claims of that insidious Nationalist idiom which conveys the illusion
of bodying forth democratic progress, reform, and “self-determination.”
This complicity between the Reagan administration and Botha's regime
reached a new pitch with the State Department endorsement ol South
Africa’s constitutional changes. Far from paving the way for full democracy,
this new constitution scaled the disenfranchisement of the country’s biack
majority and centralized power to an unprecedented degree. granmiing
Botha personally, as state president, trightening authority. Yeu George
Shultz could say of this very constitution:

We have tatlored our programs, our diplomatic exchanges, and
our rhetoric to the facts. Let us be candid with each other. Changes
are occurring. . .. South Afnica’'s white clectorate has given solid
backing to a government that defmes itselt as committed 1o evo-
lutionary change.'

As the past two years have shown, white South Africa’s endorsement
of Botha’s new constitution did not open the sluice gates of political
reform. But it has proved a pivotal event in the development of a legii-
imating language of reform. For the centerpicce of the new constitution

I1. See Gareth Stedman Jones, Languages of Class: Studies v English Working Class
History 1832-1982 (Cambridge, 1983), pp. 2824,

12. Ronald Reagan. “Interview with the President: Question-and-Answer Session with
Walter Cronkite of CBS News, Mar. 3, 1981, Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents
17, 10:235.

13. George Shuliz, Department of State Bulletin 84, 2085 (Apr. 1984): 12,



is the noton of “power-sharing,” whereby seleat Indians and Coloreds
are admitted as junior members to the previousiy afl-white parliament
andd govern the country in unison with the whites. With the advent of
this attempt to disperse the regime’s oppounents by coopting the Indians
and Coloreds, the resihent ideological opposition between white and
nonwhite becaume more unpronounceable than ever. Hthe Coloreds and
lndians were to be persuaded that they were entitled to white privileges,
thev could not be lumped together with the disenfranchised blacks under
the category “nonwhites.” So the opposition was (theoretically) to be
hetween a “power-sharing”™ nonblack alliance and the blacks. Of course.
the ruse has tailed politically. Neverthieless, the discursive reforms remain
and are ganged 1o present policy as pragmatic, reasonable, and tran-
scendent of mere vacial ideology.

T'he fatest phase in Botha’s attenmipts to nstitute a nonracial language
has corresponded not only to the strategy of coopting Coloreds and
indians but also to the regime’s unprecedented concern with persuading
hoth foreign mvestors and the liberal, predominantly English-speaking
capitalists at home that the old brittle racism has been vationalized into
a flexible responsiveness to the “law™ of the marketplace. Correspondingly,
the regime’s most pressing crisis—how to appease the millions of urban
blacks barred from power under the constitution—has been transformed,
through Botha's new technocratic language, into a crisis which has nothing
to do with blacks, with South African racism, or even with politics. Where
in the mid-seventies the Nationalists would tatk of the need 10 remove
mnproductive, unwanted “toreign citizens” (that is, blacks) from the cities,
the crisis s now couched as a purely structural one of a generic Third
World sort:icis, in Botha's favortte carchphrase, a problem of “orderly

wrhanization.”

Derrida’s indictment of Western complicity with South Africa is possibly
the most valuable contribution of “Le Dernier Mot,” but his passionate
condemnation remains troubling for a manber of reasons which stem
fargely from his blindness 1o the unfolding of the racial discourses in
their historical context. Rightly denouncing the discrepancy between
rhetorical condemnations of South Alvica and the West's economic and
strategic stakes in shoving up the regime, Derrida suggests that pressure
on South Afvica for liberal reform may be prompted by motives less
ennobling than concern for human rights. Far (vom being the lower of
humanist outrage, liberal protest may be nothing more than an cconomic
veflex of “the law of the marketplace” (p. 335). But Derrida’s apparently
pragmatic and economisticargnment—that “segregation hurts the market
ceconomy, linuts free enterprise by limiting domestic consumption and

l,h(f mqfnh[y ;.md aining of labor™ (p. 334)e--is less a lact” than at s
very frayed liberal strand of controversy that has heen 1 fhl!xv we
mto the center of political and cconomic debate on South !:\ﬁ'i’r' "M'I
ihc. I‘.).‘ms. This controversy bears direetlv on the Nattonalist's h'u;‘n:]'”'“
!)()ll(‘y- mm the only context in which one can umlvrsl'nul‘ll; l ] *.‘SM'
ideological efforts the Nationalists have made 1o replace li(] e,
of black and white with a Language of national ;lil"l'vr('nz
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cmerged over the past few decades

»racial bingnag
.
Pl an history have
4 . - The debate turs ‘hether
l';m.ml);ll h‘m:(‘s of capital are in contradiction with Ih)vl)i\l‘lf;)l'lli(::ll'll(l [l‘::’:‘l "h'(
policies of white racism. or whether apertheid can profutably ('(;(“.(lf%l :j”l(
nm(lcr_n (;;\].)ilulism. The liberal-reformist school, which ('m('l‘qc(ll (‘lu:"\"” ]
an Uplnmsu.(: period of llllilll(‘l‘l’ll])l(‘(l growth in the l‘);%()w 'h'ﬂ ary ”j%
”?“F (L/)zn‘/luf{rl’s cumbersome rvacial laws serve only 1o \I;;n;).})(“rl!;n:&;'l((n(*
;\/(;l;:)[—‘l!llfll:ﬂ‘ll‘]f{ l)n(»‘nu"nn_l‘m ol the country’s (‘;lpi!;lli/s: cconomy. Since the
J0s athas been a liberal 1enet of faith that the “progressive foree”
an ethcient marke cconomy will incvigably compel South A‘l“ri(’ ot
off the h(.‘avyH‘;x.ppings ol white racism 2lll(/f spellihe demise of apartheid
In the late Gifties carly sixties. in the wike of the /\ii‘i("m{r |: ”'(’l.' '
movements, the Sharpeville massacre of 19650, and the reson v
and throughout a decad .
resistance, a powertul co

atosiough

. : Treason Trial
¢ of brutality, bannings. torture, and <:x‘ushwi
st s pertut (;ll‘l(‘l';lliglllln‘(-].ll l)(-g-;nl to be raised. The “revi-
oy ving-lor the most part in exile) has avgued that apartheid
atic mm{crn captitalisim are bound in 2 Houvishing hln‘()d brotherho !’ :
pPragmatic and Hexible alliance which is ("()ll;ll)«)l‘;;tiV(- and of spe ’,‘( ('N ]" '
l]lllll‘l.'l] benefit. The revisionists arguc, against D(‘I'l'i(i‘l lh"ll,(!‘( "(“fl‘l N
hln"lmg lhc.m;n'!u‘l cconomy. “racial ani(“y is an hismnfi(.‘ul (:rm(flllu-lmm
(lc.sllgn(‘,d primaritly o facilitate vapid capital accumulation I
l()li'l.(‘kl”.y'!)(‘(‘n used thus by all classes with access 1o st ‘
Alrica.”™ They charge that South Afvica's .
explained on economic grounds
must be seen in terms of

Cand has his-
ate power in South
“economic miracle™ canno be
o fllnnc].]‘;ls the liberals would have 1. but
: . ashuung allince between canital - aci;

ideology which has. (o he sure, created acute illl(?l'll;llIl‘(flll.'ﬁli:,)ll‘l‘J ‘ll>ll]|(ll v:/(lu'lflll
hus. n(}\/('l.'lh(rh‘ss successtully safeguarded hoth economic n ilege "” ]
white racial supremacy, 't s and

Witk I Ilnl, l‘ll)(‘].ll e I}nnn.sl litcrature is legion. Some representative examples are: Moniea
mh/_.]m» lAn( \ATHI];IHI 1 |lfnnpstm. eds The Oxford History of Sowth Africa, 2 vols (N:‘-w Y{»Jl\'
W,” );- es) J;;mu;u’d, Liberalism in Sonh Afrce ( {uh;umvsburg FOGS): and M. GO Do {‘
e Stages ol Economic Geowth and the : 'S SR K o

D . : e Frtare of South Afvica in ¢
et Eens o o i . AMncac e Change. Reform and
He ot e South: Africa. o, Lawrence Schlemmer o Cddddie W
1078y 1 s and Tddie W
(s 5. Dan O Meara, “The 1946 Afvican Mine Workers' Strike and the Politic
ol South Atvica,” in South Aprican Caputaliom, . 362 .

chster (_]nh.mmwhurg.

al Economy

16, The revistomsts, how Qnot prese a ol 8 4] { AV
SONIStsS, v
ts, hoy ever, d 1 m nt 1ol Hront. See Davad Yudehn

Industriatization, Race Relations and Ch it

ange i South Afvica: An Ideological and Academic



348 MeClintock and Nixon

The Nattonalist bantustan policy. central to any understanding of
this debate, places in perspective not only Derrida’s assertion that “apartheud
also incveases nonproductive expenditures (for example, cach ‘homeland’
mast have its own policing and administratve machinery)” (p. 334) but
also the changes in the racial discourses ol successive regimes as outlined
above. It is misleading to clain, as Derrida does, that “no doubt apartheid
was mstitnted and mamtained agamnst the British Commonwealth”™ (p.
333). A color-caste system became deeply entrenched after the abolition
of stavery in 1834 through vagrancy laws. a pass law, and the Masters
and Scrvants ordinances (1841, 1856, and 1873) preventing strikes and
desertion. Moreover, as carly as the mid-nineteenth century two Britsh
governors, George Grey in the Cape and Theophilus Shepstone in Natal,
had recogmzed the bounty 10 be reaped from creating native reserves
from which white farmers could draw labor at will. The discovery of
diamonds (1867) and gold (1886) dramatically increased the need for
more African workers, and hut and land taxes were levied on African
farmers 1o loree them to enter the white wage economy. An intricate
system of Tabor controls subsequently developed, laying the ground for
modern apartherd. The Land Acts of 1913 and 1936 allocated to blacks
thirtecen percent of the most arid and impoverished land, reserving for
whites (sixteen percent of the population) eighty-seven percent of fertile
and productive South Africa. 'The bantustans consist of cighty-one scattered
pieces of land divided along artificial “ethnic” lines, where people live
under conditons ol deprivation that are barely possible to describe. There
18 virtually no running water or clectricity and health conditions are
disastrous, with malnwrition and discase resulting in an infant mortality

rate of 220 per thousand. According to Nationalist policy this meager
thirteen percent of the land is 10 be the destined home of all South
Afnica’s black people—seventy-two percent of the population.

The reserve system canme 1o serve two major functions. It coerced
mto existence a malleable and imnuserated black migrant force to guarantee
a constant. controlled source of labor. At the same time it drove the costs
ol reproducing kibor as low as possible. Since it was argued that black
workers could supplement their wages with food grown in the reserves,
“family”™ wages rather than individual wages were paid. These were forced
lower than the minimum needed to eke out a precarious survival, thereby
reaping disproportionate profits for white farmers, industries, and mines.

[he system yields a number of other advantages. The bantustans are

Debate™ African Affans: fowrnal of the Royal African Soctety 74 ( Jan. 1975): 8246, Sece also
Harold Wolpe, “Capitalistn and Cheap Labour-power in South Africa: From Segregation
1o Apartheid™ Econvomy and Society 1 (Nov. 1972): 425-55: Frederick A. Johnstone, “White
Prosperity and White Supremacy in South Afvica Today.” African Affairs: Jowrnal of the
Roval African Sociery 659 (1970): 124 -40; and Barbara Rogers. White Wealth and Black Poverty:
American nvestments in Southern Africa (Westport, Gonn,, 1976), pp. 60-83.
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compromise hetween capital and state apariherd. The Wichahn Commission
proposcd the legal recognition of black vmons which would bring them
into the industrial conetliation system while tghtiv cartathng then activiry
through legal vestrictions, vetoes, prohibitions on political activity, arresis.
detentions, and murders. The Rickert “retorms™ amounted 1o a refimemen
of state labor control by means ol two principal factors: controlling jobs
and limiting housmg o certam privileged groups of trban Afvican workers,
As Kevin Danaher puts it

At no time werve the proposed reforms aintended to improve
the lot ol the African magority. Rather, the changes were designed
to 1) meet the needs ol the white busimess community {or a more
well-regulaed Afvican workforce, and 2) divide rthe Afvican workers
into several distnct sirata with o hierarchy ol rights and wealth,
thus dividing Afvicans along class as well as ethnic lines,™

Ultimately. the athance between capial and aprrthend was vefined, no
undermined, and the overall goals of apartheid vemained the same. As
the Rickert report declared: “Every black person in Soath Alvica s
a member of his specitic nation. .. Fhe fundamental ciizenship vights
may only be enjoyed by a Bantu person within his own ethnie homeland.™

In this way. the bantustan system. constantly rehimed and strengthened,
has buttressed the capitalist economy while simultancously serving the
ideological purpose of justifying Nationalist claims that then policy 1s no
longer one of racial discrimmanon but of safeguarding the sovercignry
of distinet “navons.” The deliberate eltorts to fragment the black com-
munity into mutually antagonistic “cthnic” conmunities, into those with
limited residence rights and those without, teed the perverse argument
that South Africa is indecd a “working democracy.” By pointing to ihe
ten bantustans, the government can canm that “numericallv the White
nation is supenor to all other natnons m Souwth Alvica, It demonstraies
the (olly of saying that a minority government is valing others in South
Africa.™!

The progressive force/revisionist debate has a oumber ol crucial
mplications which are left our of Devrida’s account. The crux of the
matter for the liberals is thar the tramph of the tpersonatl “law of the
market™ over racial ideology will take an evolutionary vather than a rev-

gnvcnm‘\t‘l“'()luliun;n'v course and will be aided and abeted by deepening capial
avenewed

19 td.. p. 15
20, Quored ihid., p. 19
21 HAD 11 (13 Oa. 1966), quoted in Legassick, " Legislation. Tdeology and Feonomy”



the power o the Brush mining capitalists, I never upp()svd the devel-
()g}!Y;i’l!! of South Afrcan (’11})“;1“511:."'7 It was rather a question ol who
was 10 control the process,

After 1948 the Notionalists chose a route which gives the cJearest
sense of how aparthed policy has adapted wselt o the double goal ot
retaining access to black labor for manulacturing while protecting white
cultinat and political power. I apparent confhot with the manufacturing
mdustry's need forastablesurban work force. they chose to expand the
system of igrant labor. Leis m the context ol this extremely profitable
compromitse between capital and apartherd that the allied changes in the
astificatory Nationalist wdeologies can be seen.

fn 1952 the reserves were systematized on e national basis by the
Onwelliaon Natives (Abolition of Passes and Coordination ol Docuiments)
Act. which hars from urban arcas blacks who arce not “ministermg 1o the
Hecds of whites,™ The svstem was enforced by a ruthless and constantly
refined machinery of stare fegslation: through the hated passes which
Dlacks lave to Gy at all times, by the registration of all black workers
throngh Labor burcaus which cantermimate ciploymient at their own
discrenon, by Laws hinding farm workers 1o then jobs and making desertion
4 crume. by the job reservation system, by the mesh of influx control
tegisttion which nakes it illegal for blacks to stay i a white urban arca
fon ore than seventy-fwo hours without government permits. and by
forced removalds 1o the bantustans.

Fhe finchpin of Nationadist policy became the gradual enforcement
of black atizenship i the banwustans, with the mtention of depriving
biacks Torever of the right 1o demand the benehits of South African
cnizenship while not torgoig then libor. As the Minister of Bantu De-
velopment piet it ina 1978 speechs " owr policy is taken to its full Togical
conclusion as Lar as the black people are concerned, there will not be
one black man with South African dtizenship.™™ Since 1960, the gov-
ernment has foreibly resettled 3.5 million Afvicans and etfectively deprived
2 million of thew citizenship by means ol statutes carefully worded 1o
avord detining citizenship on racal grounds.

In the mid-seventies vadical governiments came to power in Angola
and Mozambigue, internal and external resistance increased, and large-
ceale civil unrest culminated in the Soweto riots of 1976, Certain elements
i big business and the military began o press tor abor policy changes
that would relieve some ol the tension by creating a black middie-class
elite with a stike m shoring up the capiialiststate. In 1979 the government-
appointed Wichahu and Rickert Commissions set the stage for a renewed

17 toeh Milkmaae, Caparthesd Feonomic Growth, and ULS. Foreign Policy in South
Alvica.” o South Afvican Capitalvon . p. 427.

18, Cuoted in Kevin Danaher, in Whose Interest? A Guide to U.S.--Sowth Africa Relutions
(Washigron, Do, TA84), po3d

compronuse between capitad and siate apartheid. Ve Wichahn Commussion
proposed the legal recognition of black umons which would bring then
into the industrial conciliation system while tughidy curtatding then aenvite
through legal vestrictions, veroes, probibitions on political acuvily, arvesis
detentions. and murders, The Rickert “reforms™ amounted to a refimemen
of state fabor control by means of two principal factors: controlbing job
and limiting housing to certain privileged groups ot urban Alrican waorkers
As Kevin Danalier puis

At no time wete the proposed reforms intended to mmpirove
the tot of the African majority. Rather, the changes were designer
(o 1) meet the needs of the white business community for a more
wellvegulated Afvican workloree, and 2) divide the Atvicm worker
into several distinet strata with a hierarehv ot vights and wealth
thus dividing Alvicans along class as well as ethnie fines ™

Ultimately. the allance between capial and aparthed was vebmed, no
undermined, and the overall goals o aparthewd vemained the same. A
the Rickert report declared: “Every black person in Soath Abvica .o
a member of his specific nation. . .. The fundamental citizenship right
may onlv be enjoyed by a Banto person within his own ethnic homeland.”™

[0 this way, the bantustan system, constantly refined and strengthened
has buttressed the capitalist cconomy while simultancously sevving e
idcological purpose of justilying Nationalist claims that thewr pohicy 18 ne
longer one of racial discrinimation but of safeguarding the sovereignn
of distinet “nations.” The dehberate efforts 1o ragment the black com
munity into mutually antagonistic “ethnic” communities, into those witl
lhnned residence rights and those without, leed the perverse argumen
thar South Africa is indeed a “working democracy.” By pointing o the
ten bantustans, the government can claim thar “numerically the White
nation is superior to all other nations in South Afvica. .
the folly of saying that a minority government is vuling others in Soutl
Africa.™!
The progressive force/revisionist debate has a number o crncal

i demonstrates

implications which arc left out of Derrida’s account The crux ol tw
watter for the liberals is that the trinmph of the pnpersonat “law of the
market” over vacial ideology will take an evolutionary rather than o vev.
olutionary course and will be aided and abetted by deepening Capital

1O, hid, po 15,

20, Quoted ihid. p. 149,

1. HAD 1113 O 1966y, quoted w Legassick, cgistation, Ideolagy and Feonomy”
p- 506 n. B8,
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mvestment—that is, they believe that one can invest one’s way to nonracial
democracy. For the revisionists. on the other hand, as Martin Legassick
points out, there is something troubling m the a priori faith (which
Derrida appears to endorse) that such beneficial fruits as the demise of
apartheid might he horne from the mere fact of capitalist growth alone.*?
Of paramount importance, morcover, is the influence of the debate on
forcign mvestment policies toward Soutlt Africa. Derrida’s optimistic
vision of apartherd hrought to its knees by a libervalizing capitalism has
been staunchly defended by many in the South Afvican business com-
munity: by Michacl O'Dowd, for example, {or whom capitalism is an
“equalizing™ factor with a “strong tendeney™ to overcome the color bar.
fndecd i Derrida takes to s fogical conclusion his argument that apartheid
may be abolished by the imposition of the “law of the market,” he will
find himsell in the position ol advocating accelerated international in-
vestment i order to hasten the collapse of the regime.

Bur the business community's faith in the logic of capitalisin has iost
miuch of its dout over the years for, as Greenberg points out, “the historical
record on Afvican living standards is reasonably clear: nearly a century
ot capitalist development between 1870 and 1960 brought almost no
gains o the Afvican majority.” Despite South Africa’s “cconomic miracle,”
the “basic pattern ol income inequality and racial income shares has
proved remarkably stable in this century,” and the discrepancy in living
standards remains staggermgly disproportionate by almost any inter-
national standard. !

It must be emphasized that to question the strength of Derrida’s
method 18 not 1o question his commitment to change m South Africa.
His repugnance for the policies of the Pretoria regime is never in doubt.
However, we have argued that for anyone concerned with the cultural
component in national and internatonal politics, it 1s crucial to supplement
the kind of symbolic vigilance embodied in the Exhibiuon with another
kind of watchtuliiess entirely absent {rom “Le Dernier Mot,” an alertness
to the protean forms of political persuasion. For most ol the essay, Derrida
allows the solitary word apartheid 1o absorh so much of his attention that
the changing discourses of Sowh African racism appear more static and
monolithic than they really are. Paradoxically, what is most absent from
Dertida’s essay 1s an attentiveness to racial and class difference: is insights

22, See Legassick, “Legislation, Tdeology and Economy.™ p. 468,

23, See Stanley B. Greenberg, “Feonontic Growth and Political Change: 'The South
Advican Case”™ The Journal of Modern African Savdies 19 (Dec, 1981): 669,

24, Ihid.. pp. 678, 680.
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are prenused on too uniform a conception of South Afvica's discourses
ot racial difference, while his historical comments are 100 generalized 1o
carry strategic force., ‘

l'o remedy these shortcomings, an alternative approach is required
one which integrates discursive, political, cconomic. and historical analyses.
“?C.hnc:lm(‘nts of such a method are traced by Stedman Jones when he
enjoins us ‘

o s.l.ud.y the production of interest, identification. grievance and
aspiration within political languages themselves. W(?n(‘cd 0 ma )
out these successive languages ... both in relation 1o the pnlili(‘;}l
languages l,l!cy replace and laterally in refation 1o rival political
l;.mglmgcs.m_/uh which they are in conflict. ... 1t is clear that par-
ticular political languages do become tapposite in new situations
How and why this occurs involves the discovery of the pr('ris:(:
pomt at which such shitis occar as well as an mvestigation of II‘I(‘

specific political circumstances in which they shif #®

For an analysis of racial representation, at least, this would mean aban-
doning such favored monoliths of post-structuralism as “logocentrism™
and “W(’sl‘crn metaphysics,” not to mention bulky h()nmgc'mrili(‘s such
as ‘the (4)(‘(:1(1611(;11‘ essence of the historical ln‘m‘css"/(p. .‘53’»4‘) and a “l"‘um_
pean ‘discourse’ on the concept of race” (p- 333). Instcad one would i]‘l\/(’
to regard with a historical eye the uneven traffic between political imm';‘sm
;{ll(i an array ot cultural disconrses—a traflic ar times ("luh(l«‘%lil)v u
tumes frank, at times symmetrical. at times conllicting and rivulr;)m in‘n
at ;11.1 l_imcs intimate. Derrida’s call 1o fling back an ;1;|swcr to (L/)(t)'//;(:i(l is
mspiring, but until one recognizes, with Dan O'Meara, that “racial pnll(v
IS open to a sequenceof somersaults, deviations. and permutations which
en(.ll(:s.sly contuse those who regard it as the product of a mm‘mlilhi‘
racial ideology.™ and until one embeds the analysis of racial policy in lh;
(‘lCnSC everyday life of South Africa. such calls (o action will remain of
limited strategic worth. 2" (
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25. Stedman Jones, Languages of Class. p 22,
26. Dan O'Meara. “The 1946 Afrvican Mine Workers' Strike," p. 363,



But, beyond . ..
(Open Letter to Anne McClintock

and Rob Nixon)

Jacques Derrida

Translated by Peggy Kamuf

Dear Anne MeGlintock and Rob Nixon,
We have never met bat, after reading your “response.” 1 have a sense
of something familiar, as it our paths had often ('mss‘(t(l at (‘()”()(]lll;l.()l’
in some other academic place. So Thope you will not mind my addressing
vou divectly—in order to tell vou without delay how grateful Tam to you
and 1o avoid speaking of you in the thivd person. Wln.-ncvvr.l take part
in a debate or, which is not often, m a polemic. 1 make it a point o quote
extensively from the rext Fam discussing, even though thisis not s.t:m(lzn‘d
practice. Since 1 am going to be doing that here, by ;l(lfl}'(rs&lﬂg you
divectly T will save the space (and I'm thinking also of Critical 171‘.{/7“"3’5
hospitality) otherwise needed tor lengthy f(.mnul;ls ”511(:11 as A.l‘\l\(‘_
MeClintock and Rob Nixon go so far as to write .. .. the authors of
‘No Names Apart’ claim that ..007 “my interlocutors have not understood
that . ... 7 and so forth, . .
Yes. that's vight, Lam grateful. Youn have brought ll!s‘(j‘lll details to
(e attention of ill-informed veaders. Many who want to fuzhi ({/)m'l/mz(l
i South Atrica still know linde of the history of this state racism. No
doubt vou will agree with me on this pomt: the lel.cr informed. lhg
more lucid. and, 1 dare say, the more competent lhp fight, the l?cllcl‘ i
will be able o adjust its strategies. Tam also gr;lll(.‘,(ul 1o the editors of
Cratical Inguiy. By publishing your article and mviting me l().rC:s‘p()n(: l()
it. they have chosen to continue the debate that I hegan here ma modest

) i elebrated liberalisim atism which open
way. Despite the duly celebrated liberalism and pluralism 1

the pages ol this excellent jowrnal to the most diverse and opposed
mtellectual corvents, ithas m the mam been devoted until now to theoretical
vesearch such as voes on for the most part i espeaally academic envi-
ronments, Now, bere is o case where this journal has organized and given
free rem o a discassion on a violently political issue, one which has the
appearance at least of being barely acudemic, Tam very pleased with ths
development and even congratulate mysetf for having been the occasion
for it But T must add. 1o the credic of certain Amencan colleagnes and
students, thav apartheid 1s becoming a serious issue on several campuses
[see “Postscript” below ], and T regret that the sime 18 not the case elsewhere,
in other countries. Given ths. academic journals have the obligation to
speak about it is evenin thew bese interest. Ininallv, my short text was
not mtended tor Crieal igrary (and ina moment T will come back 1o
this criterion ol “context”™ which yvour reading entirely neglects). Never-
theless. T agreed toits republication m Critical reguary with this in nind:
1o engage a retlection or provoke a discussion about apartheid in a very
visible and justly renowned place—where, in general, people talk abow
other things.

Reading vou, 1 very quuckly yeahzed that you had no serious objections
10 make to me, as T will try 1o demonsirate in a moment. So [ began to
have the following suspicion: what tf you had only pretended 1o find
something to reproach me with in order to prolong the experience over
several issucs ol this distinguished journal? Thar way, the three of us
could fill the space of another twenty or so pages. My suspicion arose
since you obviously agree with me on this one point, at least: apartheid,
the more s talked about, the better.

But who will do the talking? And how? These are the questions.

Because talking about it is not enough. On such a grave subject, one
must be serious and not say just anything. Well you, alas. are not always
as serious as the tone ol your paper might lead one to think. In vour
impatient desire to dispense a history lesson, you sometimes say just
anything. The effect you want o produce 1s quite determimed. bui in
ovdet to arrive at it you are withing to put forward any kind of countertruth,
especially when, in your haste to object. you project into my text whatever
will make your job casier. This 1s a very Funiliar scenarto. as T will oy to
demonstrate as brielly as possible.

Jacques Derrida, protessor of philosophy at the Fcole des Hautes
Etudes en Sciences Soctales in Paris, 1s the author of, among other
works, Of Grammatology, Writing and Difference, Margms of Philosofiy. and
Dissemination. Peggy Kamuf teaches French ae Miami University, Ohio,
She is the author of Fictions of Feminine Deswre.
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As you ought to have realized, 1 knew well betore you did that an
cight-page text accompanying an art exhibit couldn’t be a historical or
anthropological treatise. By reason of its context and its dimensions (which
1 was not free to choose), by reason also of its style, it could only be an
appeal. an appeal to others and 10 other kinds of action. You're quite
vight when you say squch calls to action will remain of limited strategic
worth™ (p. 3D3). I had no illusions in this regard and 1 didn’t need to be
veminded of it by anyone. What Loon the other hand, must recall to
your attention—and 1 will remind you of it more than once—is that the
text of an appeal obeys certain rules: it has its grammar, its rhetoric, its
pragmatics. U'll come hack to this point in a moment, 10 wit: as you did
not take these rules into account. you quite simply did not read Wy texi,
i the most clementary and qu;\si—gr;unm‘.ui(‘;\l sense of what is called
reading.

As {or the original context of “Racism’s Last Word.™" the catalog of
an exhibit, 1 regret that you didn't read the careful note placed in in-
rroduction o Peggy Kamul's excellent translation. 1ts true, of course,
that if you had taken o account, you would not have written anything,
this debate would not have taken place and that would have been too
bad. On “limited strategic worth,” we're in total agreement, alas. Yet you
know. these things are always morc complicated, more difficult to evaluate,
more overdetermined than people think. My very modest contribution
ensemble which I have neither the time nor the
space to reconstitute. And evenat 1 could, its limits are by definition not
fixed and are in the process of shifting at the very moment 1 am writing
1o you. These overdeterminations should be of interest to historians,
politologists. or activists who are eager o go heyond abstraction and
partial perspecives, who, like you, are concerned not to dissociate words
and history. 11 1 had done nothing more than provoke the present debate
in a place of bigh Aeademic visibility, induce the article which 1 am now
about to discuss, and get the attention of a certain numbey of influental
and competent readers, the interest of “such calls to action” “will remain
of limited strategic worth,” no doubt about that, but it would be {far from
nil. As for its limits, they are no more restricted than those of a “response,”
hich not only supposes the appeal to which it responds in its own
also. without appealing to any action, is content to chronicle

15 part of a complex

yours. w
fashion but

e.—1 might acknowledge receipt here of Anne McClintock's and

1. Transfator’s not
anslated title. Tn fact, however, I had already

Rob Nixon's suggested revision to this tr
considered and rejected The Last Word in Racism™ for reasons which miy now have
hecome itonic. 1o me, the cliché “the tast word ino 7 suggested pop fashions ov fads.
What 1s more, it is often used ironically to undercut the very finality it scems to announce.
1 wanted to avoid these associations in order not 10 undermine. however subliminally, the

cencee and torce of Jacques Devrida’s appeal: that apartheid yemain thie final name of vacism.

the »l\l/()rd {‘;l]);lll'lhcid." while advising that. rather than making history
we all ought to become more like histortans > our conclusion:
“lns\cad.{" you say, “one \)V()ul](l\i(j1';]115::):(I;l:‘tt;.{z[llf(]lllirili(ll:l'(l)lm )"('"“'( fv)“('hl‘“””"
: oA vould : an historical eye the
uneven tratlic between political interests and an array of cultural disce nrses”
(p. 353). By the way, that's also what 1 did, as 1 will remind you i.nl'x
moment. but wi'lhnut stopping there. Tn this domain, as in all (/lmn‘ninsj
no one strategy is sufficient: there is, by definition, noideal and 'ﬂ)\‘(:hn‘(:
strategy. We have to multiply the approaches and conjugate ('!‘ih\"\x’
. My “;\p.pcal" had 1o bedaunched according 1o a certain mod s and
ina determined context. You take no account of them. fsn't this a s'(* “'““
mistitke on l!](f part of those who constantly invoke the r(‘l;ni()11:!)‘(‘:»[\'“‘“'1.s
W(‘)l‘(lS and history? 1f you had paid attention o the context ;m(l>1hv m((;ll()‘
of my text, you would not have fallen into the enormous blunder Ih'n>
led you to take a prescriptive utterance for a deseriptive (theovetical a ‘l
(i(n_xsmuvc).(mc. You write for example (and 1 warned you ‘h'n(l \\n:\
going 1o cite you often): "Because he views apartherd as ‘nn;: ue ‘)‘
pellation,’ Df:l‘l‘idu has little 10 say about the politically persuasive h‘x 1 "tti] "
that succcssnyc racist lexicons have served i South Afri('.u“‘(\ ) "M()l)( IIS”“
[ never considered (or “viewed”) apartheid as a “uniqm“ a )I);*lAl'lli )‘ "“;
wrote something altogether different, and it is even the (irll]s'('n(\m(xz'].‘ i
my text: “Apartheid —que celareste le nom désormais, Punic l.l(’il el \( .
au [‘n(mdc pour le dernier des racismes. Qu'il le demeure llll;liSl(:ll‘(‘ \/I(‘l‘)‘l)lx(‘
qul:(X;ilH [:'I;\;l_lj:ll 'l’cgg’y Kﬂ;:mtu.flr;mslnrcs.in the most rigorous fashion:
. L. may that vemain . . . May itthus remain, but may a <k
come . .. (p- 330). This translation is faithtul because it I.‘ spec ¢ (5 e
N o s cspects (some-
thing you ullnlcx could not or would not do) the grammaucal, rherorcal
;mfl pragmatic specificity of the utterance. The latter is n:)l.'m lxi:ll((“?-.
an’sassertion qmccring the lexicon of the South African r;u"is‘lx“()r { h(A‘ )“ ‘
Vll(tlssnu.dcs of the word apartheid. Tt is an appeal, a call ln‘('(‘)n(lcmlf)dlhl
st{glll;.IIIZ(:, ["_ combat, to keep in memory; it is not a reasonced (li(’fin 'U'
(3( the use of the word apartheid or s pseudonyms m f)/(' discourse ”“;V’
South A/ri({m leadders. One may think such an ;lpj)cul xs ‘i\(m '|"U” .)l‘:ll”/*l['“
one n.my;]udgc its strategic force limited, but does one ll;;vt' llw] u r;(i o
treat it as one would an historian’s observation? 'T'o do so would l)('& “ “;'
Cllhel’.[ll‘dt one didn’t know how to read (by which T mean how to (lis‘tiunp"!l:'):;
a subjunctive, with the value of an imperative, from an indi(*iniv}i)ll ]~
Clsq t'ha(. one was ready to shortchange the ethics, to say n()(hil; y <((" llm‘
polll.lcsr of reading or discussion. What is more, although it i‘i‘ ”()'.L»“ " ‘N]
by the form of descriptive observation, my “appeal™ in no W'\" ‘ "m;!(’(‘
the historian’s truth. Whatever may have been the V ‘“‘“““‘_ e
‘ ' . : be vicissitudes of the
wm.d (ff)(m,heul and especially of the desperate cftorts ot the Pretori
regime’s propagandists and officials to rid themselves of it (1o rid lhcms:v] ; :
of the word, and not the thing, of their word and not their thin r;) e
one can deny that apartheid designates today v the (.y(\ lnl' th(‘%\.v}‘ nl(z
world, beyond all possible equivocation or pscmlonyiny‘;. the l;l)slrwzz:tz‘



racisim on the entire planet wanted therefore simply 1o formulate a
wish: may this word become and yemain (subjunctivel optative or Jussive
maodel) Tthe unique appellation” destined o maintain the mewory of
andd stigmanze this state pacism, Tt owas not a thesis on the genealogy of
4 word hut an appeal. a call to action, as vour put it and first of all an
ethical appeal. as indicated by that which, in both ethics and polides,
passes by way ol memory and promusing, and thus by way of language
and denomination. Besides tand here Fam speaking as a historian, that
is. in the mdcatioe), whatever etorts the ideotogues and official vepre-
contatives of South Afvica may lave made to efface this cmbarrassing
word from theo disconrse, whatever efforts you may make 10 keep track
of their efforts, the tailure s notin doubt and historians can attest 1o i:
the word aparthend yenains and, as [ hope or expect. it will vremain the
“unique appetlaion” of this monstrous, unique, and unambiguous thing.
You say “Devrida is repelled by the word™ (p. 340). No. what 1 find
repulsive 1s the thing that history has now linked to the word, which is
why [ propose keeping the word so that the history will not be forgotten.
Don't separate word and history! That's what you say 1o those who ap-
parently have not learned this fesson. Ttis the South Alrican racists, the
National party. the Verwoerds and the Vorsters who ended up being
afraid of the word (ther wordl), to whom it began to appear too repulsive
hecanse 1 had become so overseas. It's you, and not me, who also seem
(o be frightened by this word because you propose that we take seriously
A the substitures and pseudonyms, the periphrases and metonymies that
the official discourse in Pretoria keeps coming up with: the treless ruse
of propaganda. the e fatigable but vain rhetoric of dissimulation, To
counter 1. 1 think the best strategy is 1o keep the word. the “unque
appellanon™ that (e Souih Alvican racists and certain ol thewr allics
would like to make people forget. No doubt one should also pay attention
(6 the thetorical contortions of the ideologues and ofticial politicians of
apartherd. B should we, because they wishiit, abandon the word aparthed
and no fonger consider it to he the mosi accurate word with which to
designate this political reality, yesterday's and today’s?

i could limit mysell to this remark abont grammar or pragmatics.
i vour haste. vou took or prewended 1o take a subjunctive to be an
indicive. a qussive or optative ntierance to be an asscruon, an appeal
1o be a thests. At the same time. you took no accotnt of what was never-
theless realiiie in my appeal. you missed the way, even inany syntax, the
performative was articulated with the constative (forgive me for using
(his language). Lo sum, Lasked fora promisc: let this “unigue appellation”
“yemain.” which means that it alveady 15 this unique appelation. Who
can deny in? The offical ideologues of South Alrica can denegate it but
they cannot deny that they are now alone m no longer using this ward.
And il i ask that we keep the word, it is only for the future. for memory.
o men's and women's memory. for when the thing will have disappeared.

'.l’hus. my appeal is indeed anappeal because it calls for something whicl
is not yet, but it is still strategically realistic hecause it refers to a massively
present reality, one which no historian could seriously putin quosnmi
It is a call 10 struggle but also 1o memory. I never separate promising
from memory. 4

Here, then, is a first point. T could stop at this: you confused twe
verbal modes. Whether or not they are iighting against apartherd, whether
or not they are activists, histortans must be attentive to rhetorie, 1o the
type and status of utterances. at the very least o their grammar. Ne
good strategy otherwise. Yet, Fdon'tregret your reading crrov. however
clementary it might be. As everything in your paper follows from this
misreading which begins with the fivst sentence—what am T saymg? with
the first two words CAPAR THEID —may ... —just i moment’s Tucidity
would have prevented your bringing owt these docwments on Sonth
African policy, Critical Ingquary would not have opened its pages 1o this
debate., and that would have been too bad. l

So I could stop there, but to prolong the conversation, U will point
out still some other mistakes, just the most serious and spectacular ones,

3!

Another question ol reading, still just as clementary and direatly
linked to the preceding one. You write: “The essay's ()pcnying analysis n/l"
ll.u‘ word apartheid is, then, symptomatic ol a severance of wm‘dl {rom
history. When Derrida asks, ‘hasn't apartheid always been the archival
.l‘(‘('()l‘(l of the unnameable?’, the answer is a straightforward no. Despite
its notoriety and currency overseas, the term apartherd has not always
been l.h(‘ ‘watchword” of the Nationalist regime™ (p. 340). Once ;n.r;ui/n
you mistake the most evident meaning ot my question. 1t did not concert
the use of the word by the Nationalist vegime but its e value i the
world, “its notoriety and carrency overseas.” as you so rightly putit The
word “always”™ in my text referred to this notoriety and there is Titde
matter here for disagreement. But I never said that apartheud had “always”
been the fiteral “watchword™ within the Nationalist regime. And 1 find
the way you manage to slip the “always™ owt of my sentence ("hut hasn't
apartheid always been the archival record of the unnameable?™) and nto
yours (“the term apartheud has vot always been the ‘warchword™ of 1he
Nationalist regime”™) to be tess than honest. To be honest, vou would
have had to quote the whole sentence in which I myscll spl'uk ol the
“watchword™ as such. [ do so precisely inorder to say that this “watchword”
has a complex history, with its dates and places of cmergence and dis-
appearance. T knew this before reading you and T emphasized it despite
the brevity of my text. Here. then., is my sentence—if vou don’t mind. 1
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will quote mysell” whenever you have not done so or whenever you
numipulate the quotations:

i'or one mast not forget that, although racial segregation didn’t
want for the name aparthend to come along, the name became order’s
watchword and won its title in the political code of South Africa
only at the end of the Second World War. At a ume when all
racisms on the face of the carth were condemned, it was in the
world’s face that the Nanonal party dared to campaign “for the
separete development of each race i the geographic zone assigned to it.”
Pp. 3350-31]

I'his sentence, among others. gives a cear enough indication, T hope,
of the historical concern with which Tapproached the questionin general,
and the question of the name apartheid in particular,

And while we're on the subject of this word, T would like to understand
the meaning of a certain “hut™ in a passage I am going to cite at length.
Tis Togic totally escapes me. You write:

Uhe word aparthewd was coined by General Jan Smuts at the
Savoy Hotel. London on 27 May 1917 |I knew it was in London,
but I thought it was at the Lord Russell Hotel. Are you sure about
the Savoy? Check it. 'This is one poimnt of history on which you
would have taught me something.| but had barely any currency
until it rose 10 prominence as the rallying cry of the Nationalist
party’s victorious clectoral campaign of 1948, | This is exactly? what
T was vecalling, incorrigible historian that T am, in the sentence |
just cited above. You might have mentioned that.] Derrida has
reflected on the word's “sinister renown,™ but |my emphasis, J. D]
as far back as the mid-fifties the South Africans themselves began
10 recognize that the term apartheid had become sufhiciently stig-
matized to be ostentatiously retired. [P, 340)

So what? 1o Faglish in the text.]) Why this “but”? Has the word apartheid
ctfaced 1its “smister renown’™ because the South Africans wanted to retire
it trom circulation and precisely because of its “sinister renown™? It so
happens that i spite of their efforts to “retire” this “sufficiently stigmatized”
term, the renown has not been effaced: it has gotten more and more
sinister. This s history, this is the relation between words and history.
It's the thing and the concept they should have retired, and not just the
word, if they had wanted to put an end to the “sinister renown.” So why
this “hut™? What objection is it making? Should I have said nothing about

2 Dransharors note—The exactness is still imore siriking when one recalls that Derrida’s
werm mot dordre. translated as “watchword,” could also have been rendered by McChintock's
and Nixon's terme: “rallying cry.”
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the “sinister renown”™ because the Sonth African Nationalists deemed 1t
advisable to clean up their lexicon?

The unfortunate thing is that your entire text is organized aronnd
the incredible “logic.” it one can call it that, of this “but™; it is cven
oricnted by the stupetying politics of this “but.”™ You are asking that we
regulate our vocabulary by the lexical strategies of the South African
regime! For, immediately alter the passage just cited. vou go on 1o write:

The developing hisl(n‘.y of South African racial policy and propa-
ganda highlights the inaccuracy ol Derrida’s claim that South African
racism is “the only one on the scene that daves to say its name and
present itsell” for what 1t 1s.” For in striving both to win greater
legitimacy for itselt and to justify ideologically the Nationalist ban-
tustan policy, South African racism has long since ceased to pro-
nounce its own name: apartheid, the term Derrida misleadingly
calls “the order’s watchword” (mot d’ordre). was dismissed many vears
hack from the lexical ranks of the regime. [Pp. 34041

What do you want? That everyone stop considering that apartheid is—and
remains, as far as I know, sull today—the watchword, the rallying cry.
the concept, and the reality of the South African regime? And ceven that
cveryonce stop sayig it, on the pretext that the South Afvican racists deem
it more prudent to utter it no more, this word which you yoursclves
recognize to he the “proper name” ot this ractsm, the word it has given
itself, “its own name™ (“South African racism”™ you clearly say, “has long
since ceased to pronounce its own name: apartheid ... [p. 341D? Come
on, you're not being very scrious, ecither as historians or as political
strategists. Where would we be, where would all those struggling against
apartheid he if they had considered that apartheid ccased to he the watch-
word of the South African regime on the day that. as you put it so well,
“the Nationalist party . . . radically rephrased its ideology™ (p. 341). Be-
cause that happened in 1950, it would have been necessary to stop talking
about apartheid trom then on! Thanks all the same tor your strategic
advice and your reminder of historical reality! You speak of a “quarantine
from the historical process™ but it's you. coming on the heels of the
Nationalist regime, who want to put the word apartheid in quarantine! 1.
on the other hand, insist that we continue to use the word, so that we
may remember it in spite of all the verbal denegations and lexical strat-
agems ol the South African racists. I. on the contrary. insist that we
remember this: whether or not the term is pronounced by South Afrvican
officials, apartheid remains the effective watchword of power in South
Africa. Sull today. 1fyen think, on the other hand, that it’s necessary 1o
take account of the diplomatic prudence or the lexical ruses of this power
to the point of no longer speaking ot apartheid as a watchword, well, then
you're going to have to ask the whole world 1o go along with you and



Pistorical reality, dear comrades, is that m spite of all the

ROt just e
sower in South Afvica

lexicological contortions yor point out, those in |
managed 1o convinee the world, and fust of all because. still

frave not
{1 change the read, ctlective, fundamental meaning

today, they bave redised
of their watchword: apartheid. A watchword is not just a namc. This too
4s vou should know since you're so concerned with

history teaches ns,
concept and a reality. The relation among

Distory. A wald hword is alsoa
che veahity, the concept, and the word is always more complex than you
<een Lo SUPPOSe. The South Africans i power wanted to keep the concept
aud the reatity while effacing the wordoan evil word, their word. ‘They
foave aanaged 1o doso i their otficial discoutse. that's all. Lverywhere
clee in the world, and fivst of all among black South Africans. people
Have continued to think that the word was indissolubly—and fegitimately—
welded 1o the coneept and 1o the reahity. And if you're going 10 struggle
against this idoraral concept and this historical veality, wells then you've
cot to callathing By its name. What would have happened it throughout
i Furope. in Al Asta. or in the Americas—people
Had sworn ol fspeaking of ractsin, ant-Semitisi, or slavery on the pretext
that the oftenders never spoke of these things ov did not use those words,
2 used those words? In the best hypothesis and assuming
it of simple complicity with the adversary, such

the worid-

hetter yetno longe
one didn’t want to aceuse
a4 strategy would have heen both childish and disastrous.

i, One must be attentive, and 1 was, 10 the
(o their history. One must be attentive Lo
also to what can dissociate

Go 1 stand by what 1 sa
word, to the watchword, and
what links words to concepts and to realities but
them, Now it ever as it kept the coneept andd the reality, the power in
South Africa has tried 1o get rid of the word, nobody has been fooled.
i he concept and the veality persist, under other names, and South African
yacism. | reprat, s the only one on the scene that dares 10 say its nanic
and present itsell for what it is” which is 1o say a state racism, the only
one in the world today which does not hide 1ts face. When 1 wrote that
i dares 1o say its name.” T wanted to yecall simply this: apartheud may
cech or from the dispensarics

have dis;l])])(';n'(‘(l since 1950 from official sp
ki as i by magic, but (his changes nothing in the tact (“tacts
are stubborn.” you know) that the system ol apartheid is not only practiced
bt inseribed 1 the constitution and fnan impressive judicial apparatus. In
other words., it is declared. assumed. prublicly approved. 1o speak one’s name.
i politics (as history has shown over and over), 18 not simply o make
present oneself as such, for what one is, in

of propag:

use ot 4 wthstantive but to
complex disconrses, the texts of the taw ov of sociocconomic, even police
and “physical” practices. In politics, as histovy should have taught you,

4 “watchword ™ is not limited to a lexicon. You confuse words and history.
Oy vather, you wmake poor distinctions berween them.

whiat would have happened it had followed ymn‘"sn‘;\tcgic" advice?

- et the state Tacism named u,pm'l,hni([

(so named at the outsct by irs inventors!): instead [ would have cantiously
murmured as you do: “Carchul, don’t say aparthed ;uwmm'v‘ vt e
l()‘ngm‘ have the right 1o use this word in (;l‘dcr to n;nn("’lh(‘ W'.ll/‘l l‘ ”.‘;
of South African racism because those who istituted klhv x;fn(r(!]ml"u‘
concept, and the thing have not pronounced” the word since i‘)’w(\:" (“)(
maybe this: “Don’t say aparthend anymore, but know rha \:inu‘ I‘-?fi‘%'t }. : '}*
hqv(: been ‘three phases” of racid policy in South /\l’\‘if“.\ ()nlw\‘ 11(1 :( “
of Ih("SC (19483-h8) would have heen an “ideological d(.n-u'ix;' irf '”M'
negative’ phase: the second (1958-6H0) 1 the one lhlml ‘.nu‘ll(me‘(‘l‘ i|(n.( “(‘1”{
hn.nwlzl.nd phase of separate developmeni.” internal (l(\(’n)nnimlinn"‘ 'l“.
third. sinee 1966, would correspond to ‘the unobtrusive (“'il;]"llll]‘nht’f ui‘
apartherd.” the movement away from diserinunavon,” ‘the (‘iixll‘ill'll' B Of’
r.«)]or as a determinant’ and the introduction of ‘dm\.m('m}ln‘ )lm"' Ifﬁ)n =
Should I h;‘l‘V(? said all that cach time in place ot the word (L[}I(l,rllll:'i:;;n;\H
f‘h;u. which istosay what? Well. what vou say by citieg ¥ AL van !;t;n‘s'v(‘lld
“an apologist for the Nationalist regime.” for the “periodizing ch o
!'1 the official discourse™ and for “the regume’s }llslih,(‘;);‘mv i;it‘:l()lf‘l‘f‘m('.\
ﬁ"/l .l ). ‘S]mul(l I have been content to reproduce ths ni’ik.; i.‘yﬂ (iis('mii "J(qlh
is, in fact. the only one you cite at any length—the point of vw‘w’ui'i;l‘.’a"k“
!)f‘lllg less represented i your text than that ol apartheid’s partisans (r : !
il you must admit that their “ruse has failed puli(i(';nlly"" M.‘ V"Z(") e
! m still trying 1o imagine what 1 should have Wl“ill(“\i: Aail ih a I hee
carchully following your “strategic” advice. Perhaps 1 should h':':‘ :((;’
You lf.ll(‘)w, aparthed is no fonger the right word. even racism is n‘;; im‘l:'('.‘
lhc. l'lg".llt word because ever since “the development nlf ”'W‘ h'm‘l lii"(l
p(.)h('y.. ¢ ‘l'hc problem 1 South Aflrica is bastcally not onc Q(' i“‘l('(f ‘l‘”:
of nationalism, which is 4 world-wide problem. There is Whi((i' n‘lli:m' .l' .)“
and there are several Black nationalisms™ (p. 343). Un[m'l\ul\‘n l‘ h;‘n;.
had done that, 1 would have been quoting you quoting V(';“\v\/(t('yl';i‘ :
V()rslmj, or f‘,lsc at best T would have written a paper on the id(‘()i()‘fl('?‘]
strategics n! state racism in South Afvica. But T would not lrnv(“w‘ T (}d‘
F‘ﬁgntml thing, 1o wit: apartheid, as @ state radism and umh:r ih”t“ li(n‘n:(*
nntially chosen by the Nationalist party, thenin control i South /\(;'i("\t
ha's l‘)v(tn and remains the effective and othicial practice. still tod: W
spite of all the dencgations and certain softening lon('h@ ‘ln lh(')(ii‘lz/'; ‘li"-
(which, by the way, 1 also mentioned). And u,/)r/,r‘t/u'ir/ 111{1;;( be l‘()vu ‘rl ‘1““;
.‘ill(f]l.. (,.)11(1' again, iU's a question ot context and of “})1';1\"11‘1'nir§"‘ 1%1 “
a brief text Tor an exhibit entided “Art against Ap;n‘ﬁ)(';d" "il.)(i \1\1::\”'(
paper on V.Cl'W()Cl‘(rS and Vorster’s rhclm*i(;. whatever iﬁl('l'('ﬂ (‘hm‘v i dr
be in knowing the resources of this discourse. And despiic ’lh":‘ (unml‘ "t}-
on the length of my text, Talso spoke of 1he secondary {‘l‘;!l‘l;h)l'i;l‘];‘llt‘ S
Q( (i/)(lT(/Lrii(l (p. 334), ol the discourse. the culture. what 1 (‘21” ’(h(' “n‘]'l: ("'l'];
lie, il}c “judicial simulacrum,” and the “pohitical lhcal(»'x;" (p ‘»”VN) :(ll"l
organize I:hct racist and nationalistideology in South Africa (%vlv.hl) ‘ »“‘m' ?'”
lar parts 3 and 4). 1 you ithink apartheid has eltecuvely griw‘fn w\r;\\]/}'n).::z‘;



nationalism among others, then you ought to have sax(.l so. I you don’t
tink that's the case. well, then T don't see what objection you can have

with me.

o)

In spite of the brevity of my text, [ oever made do with \A./h;ll‘ you
cadl “such tavored monoliths of l)()sl-s(ru('lm';lli.\‘m as logocentrism and
“Western metphysics.” not to mention bulky homogencities sm;h as ‘Illf:
oceidental essence of the historical process’ and a ‘Luropean “discourse
on the concept of race™ (p. 353). To be sure. 1 said, and Tl say it ;lgui.n.
that the history of apartheid (its “discourse™ and its “reality,” the totality
ol its Jext) would have been impossible, unthinkable without the European
concept and the Furopean history of the state, wuhmn.ﬂhlc lﬁur()pcz.m
discotrse on race—its scientilic psendoconcept and its religious roots, 1ts
modernity and its archusms—without Judeo-Christian ideology, and so
fovth. l)n’y(m think the contrary? Hso, Fd like to sce the demonstration.
That said. vou would have shown a littde more honesty if you had noted
that. far from relying on “monoliths™ or “bulky homogeneities,” [ constantly
cimphasized heterogeneity. contradictions, 1ensions, ;m(.l uneven (.lcvel-
opinent. ontradiction™ is the most frequently oceuring word in my
text. You force me o quote myself again. T spoke of “a contradiction
internal to the West and to the assertion of its rights™ (p. 333). 1 even
wrote that one s vight to nsist on these rmm‘;uli('ilvinns (“and it bears
vepeating” [p. 333]) and that one must never simplily (“!)ul. let us never
simplify matters™ [p. 336[). Is that what you call umn()?l(hxsm? 11.1 SP“E
of the brevity of my text, I multiplied the examples of “(:(nn]:ud.utl.l’on ‘
in the theologico-political discourse. off the strategic “(‘(ml,rzl(hcu«.)n’ ()fﬁ
the West. of cconomic contradiction (see pp. 335, 334). Is that a sign of
monolithic thinking and a preference for homogeneity? This wil.l surely
have been the hirst time 1 have met with such a veproach, and 1 fear you

deserve it more than 1 do.

Fo what fevel of bad faith must one stoop in order to palm (.)ff on
mie the credo of anbridled capitalisne by implying that. in my view, 1t
would suflice 1o let the law of the marketplace work to put an end to
aparthed? You have the nerve, for example, o w.l‘ilc the I’(i)l]()wing: “The
revisionists argiie, against Derrida [ that far {rom h'urlmg Ll}() mz‘n'kct
cconamy. racial policy is an historical product . . . designed primarily to
(acilitate rapid capital accumulation, and has hislnri(:;.xl!y !.):‘cn uscd thus
by all classes with aceess to state power in South Africa’™ (p. 347). On

the contrary, 1 have always thought that theve was some truth—ics statimng
the obvious—in this “revistionist” view. I, however, Talo said that, despin
the apparent contradiction. “apartheul also increases nonproductive ex
penditures (for example, cach “homelnd’ muast have s own policing
and administrative machinery): segregation hurts the market econonmy
limits free enterprise by limiting domestic consumption and the mobihin
and training of labor™ (p. 334). 1 did so becanse iUs wue and especidiv o
a reminder that, WWapartheid 1s abolished one day. it will not be for pureh
moral reasons. You {orce me 1o quote myself agan, the passage inmmedi-
ately following the sentence vou have just read:

In a ume of unprecedented cconomic crisis, South Africa has 1o
reckon, both mternally and externally, with the torces of a liberal
current accordmg 1o which “apothed is notoriously ineflicient from
the point of view of cconomic rationality”™ [I'm not speaking here,
this is a quote]. This too will have to remam in memory: i one
day apartheid is abolished. its demise will not be ervedited only to
the account of moral standards—because moral standards should
not count or keep accounts, to be suve, but also because, on the
scale which is that of a worldwide computer, the Law of the mar-
ketplace will have imposed another standard caleadation. [Pp.
334 -35]

After you had read that, ivis guite simply indecent 1o make me ot
10 be pleading for capitalism or suggesting that laws of the marketplace
ought to be allowed free rvein because all by themselves they would take
care of apartherd. You have the nerve nonetheless 1o do just that. Your
argument ar this point reaches such a degree ot bad faith that 1 even
wondered whether T ought to continue our diadogue in these conditions
and respond o Critical Inquiry’s gencerous invitation. You actually go so
far as to speak of “Derrida’s optmmistic vision ot apartheid bronght 1o s
knees by a liberalizing capitalism “and you contunue: “ladeed. if
Dervida takes o uts logical conclusion his avgument that apeartheid may
he abolished by the imposition of the faw of the marketr,” he will find
himself in the postion of advocating accelerated mternational investment
m order to hasten the collapse of the regime™ (p. 352). To be sure, |
defy you to find the least hint in my text of such an “optimisiic vision™
(even supposing that itis optimisue!). Had T such a “vision.™ T wontd not
have written anything “agamst apartheid.” 1 would have thought: feissons

Jarre le capital! That said. here again things are complex. heterogencous,

and contradictory, whether you hke w or not. Apartheid can at the same
time serve the mterests of capitalist accumulation and ger i ithe way of
capitalist. development. One has to distinguish here among diffevens
phases and various capitalisms or different, even contradictory sectors of
capitalism. No more than logocentrisim and the West, capitalism s not



amonaolith ora “huiky homogeneity,” Have vou ever heard of the con-
tradictions of capitalism? Is it really that difficult for you 1o nnagine how
apartherd maght serve capitalism in certain conditions and impede free
enterprise at some other moment, i other conditions? You see. 1 lear
you live a simple. homogeneistic, and mechanistic vision of history and

pofiics,

One last point with which perhaps 1 should have begun. 1Cs about
vour fiest paragraph, that litde word “beyond™ which you underline {(“beyond
the text™ and what you call myv “method.” Once again, it's best that 1
quote you: "I then, Derrida seeks not merely 10 prize open certain
covert metaphysical assumptions but also 1o point to something beyond
the text. e this case the abolition of a regime, then the strategic value
of his method has 1o be considered seriously” (p. 339).

Fam ot sure T dearly understand the extent of what you mean by
my “method ™ I vou mean my “method™ in this 1ext against apartheid,
m the appeal that 1 launch and in my treatment of the word apartheid,
Fhave just answered you and told you what T think of your methods. Bu
if vou ave suggesting 1hat my “method™ in this specific case reveals all
that my “method™ in general and clsewhere could learn from your lessous,
well i that case, there are one or two more things I will have to add. 1
am led 1o think that vou mean to contest, beyond the precise context of
aparthend, vhe “strategic value™ of my “method™ in general by the allusions
or msinuations tied 10 the word “text” (“beyond the text™ 1s no doubt, and
Ul come back to this in a moment, a cever, oh so clever nod in the
divection of something 1 once said: there is nothing beyond the text), by
the use of the word “post-structuralism™ (which 1 mysell have never used
but which is commonly applicd 1o me), or by words such as “logocentrism,”
“Wesiern metaphysies.” and so forth.

A seriaas respouse here would take hundreds and hundreds of pages.,
and we mastn't abuse Critzeal Inguiry’s hospitality. Know, however, that
these pages ave already written. I you wish to continue our correspondence
privately, T will grive vou some exact references.

But one thing a least 1 can tell you now: an hour's reading. heginning
on any page of any one of the texts [ have published over the Tast twenty
vears, shonld suffice for vou 1o realize that fext, as 1 use the word., is not
the book. No more than writing or trace. it is not limited to the paper
which vou cover with your graphism. Tt is precisely for strategic reasons
(set {orth ar length elsewhere) that T found it necessary 1o recast the
conceptof text by generalizing it almost without limit, in any case without
present or pereeptible limit without any it that 5. That's why there
is nothing “bevond the text.” That's why South Afvica and apartheid are.

like you and e, part ol this general texi, which js ot 1o say that 1 can
be read the way one reads a hook. That's why the text s always a field
of forces: heterogencous, ditferential, open,and so on, 'l‘h;u's/whv de-
constructive readings and Writings are concerned not only with Iilﬁ‘;n‘v
books. with discourses. with conceptual and senmanie contents. They are
‘nfn simply analyses of discourse such as tor example, the one vou ;)m;/:« .
i hf')f' are ;1!5({ (,‘”-(?(\l,l.\/(? or fl(iii\"(? (as one says) interventions., in particular
political and instittional mrerventions that transform contexis without
limiting themselves 1o theoretical or constative utterances even thougel
they must also produce such utterances. That's why Ido not go “/u'\w;rl
the wext,™ in this new sense of the word exe. by highting e (.';JHinu‘ for
alight against aparthend, for example. I say “for <rx;irnpl£'" because it also
bappens that 1 become involved with institutional and academie politics
;n‘g‘lcl mysellimprisoned in ¢ zechoslovakia for giving seminars prohibited
wthe authorities. Too bad if 1S SETKES YOu as stranoe or "
I);sllzlvi()l‘ on the part ()l‘)::)‘11[1‘("(‘)!1111'11::]:(l)‘l::“\:)?l(”;il(\'ll\* MMI’]S‘L ”'l ”]“)“",(’M(\
' you, like others. would like 1o
believe remains enclosed in sonie “prison-house of fanguage.” Not only.
then, do I not go “beyond the text.)” in this new sense ul"lh(‘ word text
(no more than amyone else can go beyond it not even the OST Casy-fo-
recognize activists), but the strategic reevaluation of (he coneept nfﬁtc,\'l
;1”()»\'15 e to bring together in more consistent fashion, in the Most
consistent tashion possible, lh('(n'eti('()«philnsnphi(';ll necessities with the
v“pm(’licul." political, and other necessities of what is called deconsiriction,
Fhelaver, by the way, has never presented itself as amethod. tor essential
reasons that 1 explain elsewhere (once again, if YOU CAre to wiite 1o e
I'll send yvou the references). ‘

['his I(;llf_‘l' |s too fong. In order 1o hasten irs condusion, { will give
You my opmion i two words: '

.(, Your “r-(‘sp()nsc" istypical. It reflects an mcomprehension or “inis-
reading™ that is widespread, anc spread about, morcover, for very de-
termmed ends, on the “Left™ and the "Right.” among those who t/hink
they represent militantism and o progressivisg (’mnn‘ximwm as well as
damong neoconservatives. It is in the mterest of one side and the other
torepresent deconstruction as o trning tiward and an enclosure by the
Hinits of language, whereas in fact deconstruction beging by rlu::>:)x{x‘r|(/‘1irrq
logocentrisny, the linguistics of 1the word, aud this very enclosure im'H".
On one side and the other., people get impatient when they see tha
deconstructive practices are also and first of i political and inémmion;il
pracuces. ‘They get impatient when they sce that these praciices are
perhaps more radical and certainly less stereotyped than others, Jess casy
10 decipher, Jess in keepiug with well-used models whose wear and 1(-;;;‘
ends up by letting one see the abstraction. the conventionalism, the
academism, and everything tha Separates.as you would say. words aned
history. In a word., verbalism. On one side aind the other, :lm one hand
and on the other hand (but vou sce now how the two hands ioin e



atain each other joonme les deux mains se fennent, maintenant]),

1 2 i -ctendi believe, or simply n
i an interest i hehevingo {n(undmg 1o helie nply
‘deconstruconses
hers have done.
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sll.,\x§i‘xs; ’sh(' Books and writngs <till 10 be h)_und in l\hl‘;ll*lgs. 153 ls nU
Popuekiv or Badly or to stop learning lm’w 1o 1“9;1(1 ()l]_l(,l wlsn
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o spread the most uneducated inter-

oy just political)y practice and pragnuitic
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tler. iu"swow volling thenalong ma primve fashion. after having erecte
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" H:},”:::.”\:::l‘l‘“.\'l;l;ll‘(f the impatence of those whn_ .‘W‘mm '.\lic fexts 1o
wm;;m mn !Ilw libravies. who would like text to signily ‘l)m)k.. ‘lf\.llfl‘yf:;:
wann this avder maintained: et Al those who concern t‘llcs“n.s(,_vcsl .Vl-

the “deconstructionists 1) remain i
ot no “deconstrue-

A1 know, don’t we.

exts nndorstood this latier sensc |
Sty cotm e nis, hetter yet i ll\(‘i.l }lcp;n'nncnls!‘l
ossts coneeri (hemselves with poliics smee, as we dont v
deconstrrction, difterance. writing., and all that are (in the i.)csl (‘) (4&;(,.“‘
polinally nentral, ahistorical! Those 1)(‘(»1)10 are not .m (‘0.1?(..7(‘1;1‘(]:;:ll‘l‘s(;‘\lzz,.\]
with politics becatse we always l)('l:(‘\f(‘d that 'l.hvv n?vu‘ '( -l(‘ . ‘g Wh(m/‘
Lot such things to the qualified. constous. ;ln-(? Organized B tvis ‘ e
are according to that good old sradition {in English m the I.Lxr
which avone call casily vecoguurze. ()Hu'!'wis.('.. you s_c‘(‘m. 1o bf) xiymf.;‘
whith woutdd he Teft fovus to do? Letihe \h(‘(ln’l,‘il(il{ln.\' of ]nm;!lim(- .((v”,ut'lh
dhemselves with fierature, philosophers with p'ln-lnsopby. hl?“\')\4x4(w\l"1§‘\\]‘l‘.c.
Tastory, Alrcmsts with Alvica. and we, the n.('u\f\x\,‘\“. with p(\i 1?_1.(,.&“. -1(‘.”‘;
hat's the best strategy! Whena “(i(-(-(msl;-U(-lmmsl‘: as one slyx (.f)rm:,‘ 'm
Bunsett with apartheid. even it e is on the “good sidde, his ?“f‘{lq’y‘_ S
vith things that are none of his h.usmu..s
“1 He exceeds the Pmits of has com-

we clearly

wrong., he's geing mixed up v

hecanse he's s “heyond the text

JCCAUSe e s ROIY A nits of -

hecs N riiory] The strategic value ol his method has

netenee. feaves hits own feiriory! L stratey

tr he considered sertousty”™! B .
T short, you are for the division of labor and the

e Each must stick 1o his Tole and stay within t

disciplined respect
he field of his

?

wouldn't go so far as to wish that soime sort of apartherd remam or become
the law of the tand in the academy. Besides, vou obviously don's like this
word. You are among those who don’t like this word and do net wan
it to remain the “unique appeliation.” No,in the homelands of acadenu
culture or ol “political action.” you would favor instead reserved do-
mains., the separate development ot cach community in the zone assigned
1o il
Not me.

COMPELENCe, NONC Ty IFnsyEress the limits of his territorv. Ohy von

Cordially.

Jacques Dervida
6 Vebruary 1986

Postseript (April 1986): 1T am rereading the transhuion of this letter while
in the United States. at several universities (Yale, Harvavd, Columbi)
which have seen an intensification of demonstrations against apparthesd:
the divestiture movement. “shantytowns,” student arrests, and so on. |
want to reiterate my admiration and solidarity. Such courageous dew-
oustrations on campuses are also signs of strategic lucidity because the
problem of apartheid s surely an American problew, as are so many athers,
In a first sense, this means that its evolution will depend from now onin
large measure on American pressure. These sigus of tucidity ave carvied
by an energy and perseverance which cannot be explained simply by the
cconomy of necessarily ambiguous motivations. Sowe wight be tempted
in effect to seek there the mechanism and dynamic of bad conscience.
The latter is always quicker to arise among intellectuals and at the university,
especially in umversities obliged to manage their capital. For here again,
and in «a second sense. apartheid would be an American problem. According
(o this insulficient bhut necessary hypothesis, apartherd might have to he
put at some remove, expulsed. objectitied. held ata distance. prevented
from returning (as a ghost returns), parted with. treated. and carved over
there, in South Afvica. Apartherd might bear too great a reserablance 104
segregation whose image continues at the very least to haunt American
society. No doubt, this segregation has become more urban, industrial,
sociocconomic (the frightening percentage of young black unemploved,
tor example), less immediately racial i its phenomenon. Bur this migh
recall much more, by some o its features. the South African hell,
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