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ABSTRACT

Retelling Michel de Certeau

Fabio B. Josgrilberg

This study i1s a thecretical exploration of Michel de Cerrteau’s
theories. The emphasis is placed con his noticn of “tactics”. Some of
the issues tec be addressed are: the tension exisrent in every social
organization in terms of controlled “places” and dynamic “spaces”, and
the theorization of the figure of the “addressee” which, as zhis study
arques, s a central and complementary step to de Certeau’s ideas. The
conclusion suggests an alternative reading of the notion of “-actics”

supperted by concepts developed by rhetorical theory.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRCDUCTION

In Cultural Studies, the relationships between power and
resistance, producers and consumers, media and azudience and similiar
issues are always a fascinating and seemingly endless topic. The
vccabulary around the i1ssue varies greatly. For insctance, one can -a.X

in terms of addresser/addressee, producer/consumer or speaker/audience.

rh

Zach vecabulary will offer different thecretical consequences. One of

{mi)

the central questions concerning such relations s the capacity of power
TC organize Or zZontrol a society. A number of issues can folliow these
concerns such as the power relations involved in the
production/consumpticn of such discourses, the techniques used =0
organize them, their efficacy in organizing scciety, the possibility of
agency, the pessibility of undermining such discourses and many other
issues. All these issues are at stake in this thesis. Such gquestions
will be addressed through the analysis of the status of Michel de
Certeau’s notion of tactics.

Why is it important to focus on the specific idea of “tactics” as
it appears in de Certeau? The notion became somewhat popular in Cultural
Studies to describe resistance against operations that aim to control
and organize social space. In the anglophone world, the way de Certeau
uses this concept is especially known due to his article “Walking in the
City,” which appears in the English translation of L/invention du

quotidien 1. Arts de faire (The Practice of Evervday Life, 1984), and

also was published in The Cultural Studies Reader (1993; 1995). In the



latter, de Certeau’s piece is described by the editor, Simon During, as
being marvelous, remarkable and “very influential in recent cultural
studies just because it works both as an imaginative essay and as a
piece of technical semictic analysis” (During 1995, 25, 151).
Notwithstanding exaggeration of the editor, it is reasonable to say that
de Certeau has had some impact on the field. Nevertheless, this thesis
does not turn to his theories because of their pcssible popularity.
Rather, what moves this enterprise 1s the intention of offering &
reading of de Certeau that concentrates on the performative use of
language. To have the emphasis placed on language is important tecause
to understand the notion ¢f “tactics” within the limits and
possibilit:es of language is to offer a good starting point to think
about resistance or agency. Nonetheless, the noticn of “tactics” does
not offer an agenda, nor a recipe for revolution. Rather, “tactics”
colnt to possibilities that are continuously opened and often escape
thecretical disccurse.

One can think of de Certeau’s notion of “tactics” as a series of
procedures that use and re-use the references of a “proper place” ‘a
space that i1s controlled by a set of operations founded upon will and
upon an uneven set of power relations!. The metaphor for such
procedures, as de Certeau suggests, is the utilization of tropes within
a given language {(de Certau 1990, 34). As such, “tactics” organize a new
“space,” which is a “practiced place;” they imply a movement that
escapes the power operations that attempts to control social space or,
fellowing the metaphor, a given language. According to the author,
tactical operations are also correlative to enunciative processes. He
argues that received meanings, for instance, are subjected to different
uses according to different situations. What is at stake is a plurality
of points of references that will interfere in a specific use. Different
uses will create a prcliferation of meanings, a poetic, which is the

anti-discipline stressed by de Certeau. Therefore, there is a fissure



between the power that imposes a language and the use of such a
language. However, the use of a language is not simply a free act.
Rather, it involves the tension between what is received as admissible
and the act of using it.

Are “tactics” as powerful as de Certeau portrays them? Criticism of
de Certeau has not been very extensive. Ferhaps such an absence

indicates that de Certeau’s theories are less popular than may appear o

th
1

his sympathizers. I his is the case, this thesis 1s an attempt o
promote the author’s ideas. Conversely, criticism may be scarce due to
the strength of his arqguments. As for the more positive responses, it is
necessary to highlight some aspects of these arquments. For example, at
~“imes, the supposed optimism attributed tc de Certeau may be the result

of a specific reading of the author’s ideas, which this paper would like

lace, may

‘0

o question. Tactics, as a series of procedures undermining 2z

Turn out to be a populist argument, where everything which is produced

N

is consumed by an unaffected consumer who follows his or her »wn rules.

The prompt and positive response to de Certeau’s theories may also be

the effect of a2 need to overcome a “hangover” caused by Foucault and

Q

postmodernism or, more accurately, some interpretations that followed
cthem; interpretations that, in facz, have left very lLittle or no space
for agency.

Contrary to such apparent optimism, some criticism aims exactly at
de Certeau’s “anti-disciplinary” theory. At this peint, then, some
questions concerning his theories will be presented to introduce
problems that we will be dealing with. Later, in the chapter “Practicing
a Place,” such questions will be addressed more attentively. The first
question to be presented here is raised by John Frow (1991;. As he
suggests, are not tactics related to a system of discourses (Frow 1991,
59)? In other words, are not tactics alsc organized by the texts
preduced and controlled by a society? Do they not end up being

recaptured or absorbed by hegemonic discourse? This suggestion may



appear reasonable if one considers that de Certeau arques that tactics
do not have their own space; that they operate in the space of the
other, the place, le lieu (de Certeau 1990, 60~1}. Such absence of vower
or of space is also at stake in a question raised by Morris (1980), If
tactics, as de Certeau observes, cannot retain what they conquer ide
Certeau 1990, XLVI), should one then not be suspicious of :zhis category
which does not take the other (who is a weaker position) anywhere
{(Morris 199G, 367

This pessimism may not be fully justified. In respect to Frow — who
argues that the absence of text in the procedures described by de
Certeau will end up being reconstructed by the z2nalyst as an object
{Frow 1991, 59 - Schirato argues cthat the fcrmer is influenced by the
scientificity that de Certeau criticizes (Schiratc 1993, 289). To put it
differently, Frows’s cbjection appears tc ke that because the procedures
de Certeau describes cannot be identified <heoretically, they lose their
efficacy. Nevertheless, it i3 curious to notice that Frow dces =cuch
upon a central issue that allows tactics to operate. He recognizes, burt
appears not to accept it, that tactics profit from the “death” zhat
haunts scientific discourse or any other hegemonic discourse. As he
writes “it 1s the possibility of Indeterminacy [author’s emphasisj, in
the long run, that offers the best chance of popular resistance to
technocratic rationality” (Frow 1991, 36). Frow is right, but it seems
that this 1is not the whole answer. As this thesis wants to suggest, one
needs to consider the performative use of language as xey to understand
the notion of tactics. In this sense, performative should be understood
as a creative and productive use of language. Such a use is possible
because of, among other factors, a dissociation between the terms of
language and their referents.

Meaghan Morris — who in general has a more sympathetic position

towards de Certeau — bases her critique in the division between place



and space, strategies and tactics. As she writes, “polarities
(elite/popular, special/general, singular/ “banal”) mark not only the
semantic crganization of de Certeau’s work but the narrative thrust of
his text {Morris 1990, 37). However, such divisions, as Buchanan
observes {Buchanan 1993), may be seen in a different way. Rather than
cpposites, such distinctions should be read as being part of one single
process: the attempt of a society to organize itself.
In addition, Certeau’s critique of theoretical discourse appears to

Create some uneasiness for Morris. As she writes,

The immediate practical disadvantage of zhis

construction of analysis is to reinscribe

alienation [auchor’s emphasis] from evervday

life as a constitutive rather than contingent

feature I the scholar’s enunciative place
{(Morris 1990, 37)

Perhaps, de Certeau’s cbservations do not point 0 3 cOnSTiTucive
alienation. Rather, the author calls attention te the necessity of
considering the limits and possibilities of lLanguage:; Limits and
possibilities that are not restricted tc everyday uses of language ktut

also affect theorezical discourse. In fact, theorericai discourse zand

~he everyday life practices are founded in one common ground: ordinary
language .de Certeau 1990, 13).

Jacques Caroux also indicates a possible blindspot in de Certeau’s
theorization of everyday practices. He argues that de Certeau dces not
pay enough attention to the fact that the disciplinary apparatus may be
pushing, or has pushed, the anti-disciplinary practices to a private
realm; an anti-discipline does exist, but has very little influence in
the public realm. He also adds that it is necessary tec think about an
anti-discipline in a strategic mode (Caroux 1982, 151). Caroux does not
dismiss de Certeau’s analysis, whose works he considers an excellent
theoretical and methodological tocol to analyze what the former calls

“pratiques informelles de résistance” (Caroux 1982, 149). However,

Carcux writes that “il reste & expliquer pourquoi, avec les bandes, la



‘perruque’, la solidarité [created around such practices] cotoie
1’illegalité” (Ibid., 147).

Caroux’s observations are subtle and need further analysis.
Nevertheless, for the sake of this introduction, it is sufficient to say
that there is a difference between opening new possibilities and a
radical reorganization of the disciplinary apparatus. In addition, to
assume that tactical procedures have an informal, and possibly, a
private character 1is perhaps to think in terms of the division between

place and space — or to have a clear distinction between rthe public and

13y

the private sphere. Yet, power and subiects depend cn sach ather. For
instance, 1if subjects are escaping the sphere cf power, :f rhey are at
the edge of illegality, 1t may te the case that the organization of
power will, one way or another, be re-organized in order to keep its
efficacy.

If a division between place and space may have led some aurhcrs to
criticize de Certeau, ironically such division may aiso lead to an
optimistic - perhaps too optimistic - approach such as Fiske’s (1988) .
Among other considerations, Fiske argues that factical procedures can
oppose cor exploit the system without necessarily confronting it and,
vet, that they can never be defeated (Fiske, 13988, 298). The author’s
argument, following his reading of de Certeau, is that “everyday lLife”
implies a change of practices in relation =o what pecple receive and
what they do with it. In his words:

This change of relationship to the text when
its moment of power is not its strategic
original production, but the tactical
reproductions from its resources, is
accompanied by a change of relationship to
lanquage itself, a change from the scriptural
to the spoken, from the éncncé to the
énonciation, from langue to parole (Fiske 1988,
301)

The relation between place and space here finds its correlative in the

pairs scriptural/spoken, langue/parcle and énoncé/énonciation. Fiske's



optimism could be thought differently if it is taken into account that
the spoken exists only within the scriptural or that langue and parole,

or enoncé and énonciation must be thought of together. If, on ocne side,

(]

lanquage sllows for different uses, it alsc constrains these uses. Faor

instance, a focus on langue will result in a more stable use of
meanings, whereas a f{ccus on parcle may cpen up new possibiliries.
However, in de Certeau, such a division does not exist. Langue and
parole must be thought of together., This i1s one of the reasons why
ianquage offers at the same time limits and pcssibilities. All these

N

riticism towards de Terteau will be dealt with later in this thesis.

-

The intention of introducing Frow’s, Morris’, Carculx’ znd Fiske’s
analyses at thils point seeks t©0 present scme -f the issues rhar are at

In addition to the questions already raised above, T would like to
add scome cof my own. De Certeau’s theorizatilon of tactics concerns
essentialily lanquage. Most of the terms he uses as correlatives -o
tactics have a lingquistic origin, such as “tropes” and “enunciaticn”.
Even when the issue at stake is walking on the street or cocking, the
authors use a linguistic metapher o describe such practices. Such
practices can be brought together in a discussion of language if
language s considered one of the determinant facters in the percepticn
of reality and, therefore, in the performance of such practices. Thus,
de Certeau metaphorically employs concepts such as fiction, stories and
rhetoric that are based in language. The importance of language in his
work is also clear if one locoks at some of the main influences in de
Certeau’s theorization of tactics: Ludiwig Wittgenstein, Sigmund Freud,
and authors related to the development of the mystical thought-.

If we consider that de Certeau’s theories are concerned with

As de Certeay explains, "Il faut préciser que , dans le vocabulaire
du temps {the time of the mystics], 'mystique'’, désigne essentielment un



language, and that there are no categorical divisions between place and
space, énoncé and énonciaticn, or langue and parole (points that will be
arqued for in the following two chapters), one can extend de Certeau’s
arguments. The fundamental question that will be considered here
concerns the function of the addressee or the interlocutor in de
Certeau’s theory. If de Certeau is right in describing the enunciative
process as correlative to tactical procedures {de Certeau 1990, 56-7),

what i1s the function and the status of the addressee, which any

ct
"

enunciative act implies? To what extent is the addressee important <o

.

(=1}
t

the efficacy of tactical procedures? The guestion of the addressee may

rn

De an important facter to think about when addressing the noticns o
tactics, although de Certeau pays little attention =o its function. In
the analysis of the function of the addressee dwells an important aspect
for understanding how tactical intervent:ions may succeed, backfire or
occur without the tactician’s acknecwliedgement. Yet, such an analysis may
nelp to understand how tactical cperations may .ead to other forms of
crganization, marginalities and solidaridarities.

The analysis presented here wil: profit from some i1deas develcped
oy the North American School of Rhetoric. This opticn implies that I
wilil be re-telliing de Certeau from a different place, or from my place
and the way Certeau and Rhetoric have reached me. But, then, one should
ask, why 1s Rhetoric the chosen partner to perform this enterprise? The
reading that is presented here will argue that de Certeau’s notiocns of
tactics, strategies, places, spaces point to a sociai tension of a
soclety trying to organize itself. Understocd in this sense, the
suggestion will be to try to think of de Certeau’s metaphors as part of
different arquments where the referent of the object discussed is
absent. This kind of dispute is in the realm of Rhetoric.

In fact, Certeau’s proximity to Rhetoric can be identified in the

traitment du langage" (de Certeau 1982, 29).



author’s own texts. For instance, tactics is by no means an expression
original to de Certeau’s work. In the military and political vocakulary
tactics coften account for two basic problems: (1)} How to do the right
thing, and (2) when to do the right thing (kairos). In addition, the
concept implies the articulation of an intention tc the dangers involved
in taking a specific actien in a battlefield. Similarly, in Rhetoric,
the notion of tactics alsc refers to the aforementioned “when” and “how”
questions and also te the possibility of making the best possible
decision acccrding to any given situation (che contingent)!. In de

Certeau, in a general manner, Tactics relate to the operations that

escape and undermine a place ‘e.g. hegemonic discourses). Rather than

wn

ym-bolic, tactics are di-abeolic. In a way, all chree descriptions of

o
(=])

tactics relate to a commen problematic, that is, =the ocssibilicy
acting within given conditions - the battlefieid, the contingent or
within hegemonic discourses.

The proximity of de Certeau’s work to Rhetoric is not only in their
common vocabulary. De Certeau himseif identifies Rhetoric as one of the
theories that would better describe the function of ractics (de Certeau
1990, ©3). As he suggests,

Alors que la grammaire surveille la ‘proprieété’

des rtermes, les altérations rhétcrigues

ftropes] . . . signalent l'utilisation de

ianqgue par des locuteurs dans les situations

particuliéres de combats linguistique rituels

ou effectifs (de Certeau 1990, 64)
In short, both Rhetoric and tactics refer to a common issue: uses {(of a
language). It is this hint left by de Certeau (the correlation between
tactics and tropes) that leaves the deor open to advance his argument
and to question the functiocn of the addressee, as was suggested earlier.

A closer look at the classical definition of Rhetoric may be

useful to start understanding how such a task can be performed.

According to Aristotle, rhetoric is the counterpart of dialectic, for

both are not restricted to any science and are knecwn, consciously or



not, by &all men (sic). The Greek philecscpher also states that rhetoric
can be reduced to an art, a system, as one can analyze why one succeeds
or net in proving an argument (Rhet., i. l1,1}. An art, Aristotle
expiains, 1s not intended for specific individuals tut, rather, for
grecups of pecople (Rhet., 1. 2,11). The purccse of the rhetorical art is
ot persuasion itself, put is zo find zhe means of persuasion in each
particular case (Rhet., i. 2,1}. In addition, it is important £o note
that rhetoric is always addressed to a potential judge of one'’s sceech.
Yet, this art is not intrinsically gocd or evil - it is

w

transideological”, toc borrow an expression from Linda Hutcheon {1593,

To sustain her or his argument, the rhetoricia

S
3
Q
o~
®
th
It
t
]
[\V)
3
e}
3
Q

recis Can rLe lnartitlZigl icontracts,

n
u

cther strategies, of proofs.

[

witnesses, etc.) or artificial. Artificial proofs are “invented”, for

instance, when one uses a metaphor 'Rhet., :
kinds of Rhetoric, Aristotle gives special status £o the deliberative
<ind. The deliberative crator is concerned with what :s expedient, and
what is expedient is good (Rhet., i §6,1). Good is whatever desirable for
1Ts own sake :Rhet., i, 6,1 - happiness, iustice, vircue, nealth, are
all examples of what is good.

Already in this traditional description, ane can draw some
comparisons between de Certeau’s ideas and Rhetcoric. As a starter, one
can look at the very title of the most popular text of de Certeau in the
field of cultural studies: L‘invention du quctidien: l.arts de faire
(1990) . Just as the rhetorician “invents” her cor his artificial proofs
in order to sustain an argument (e.g. using metaphors), people on the
Street “invent” their ways (the everyday life) by using tropes (tactical
procedures) suggested by de Certeau. But, as oberved abcve, rhetoric
supposes an addressee, and so does tactics. In this case, who is the
tactician’s addressee? What is the addressee’s importance in the

tactical moment? These are some questions that this thesis aims to

10



answer in order to determine the status of tactics in de Certeau’s work.
To conclude this introduction, the gecal of this thesis is ro
analyze the status of ractics in de Certeau’s work with the focus on
language and with spec:ial attention to the function of the addressee. As
oreviously mentioned, this enterprise will be carried out with a
rhetorical “eye”, and will seek tc clarify the limits and usefulness of
the notion of tactics . Concerning the organizaticn of the charters,
this text will follow the following strategy: The first twe chapters,

“Organizing a Place” and “Practicing a Place :Space)!” affer

v
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®
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de Certeau. While their focus, respectively, will be on “place” and
“space,” they each will point to the centrality of che idea of a

performative use of language in his work. The chapter “Language and -he
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1]
T
I
4]
1]
o
e}
1]

Space of Tactics” will examine the possible paralle
Certeau’s weork and Rhetoric, and develop a detailed analysis of zhe

function of the addressee. The conclusion, “Things to Do with de

3

ot

[

Certeau,” will elaborate upcon de Certeau’s on 2f tacrtics and develop

its pertinence %o the concerns of Cultural Studies.

- Indirectly, the approximation of de Certeau and Rhetoric touches also
another issue: the continuous marginalisation of Rhetoric within the
theoretical fields that deal with culture and society (Charland 1999;
Hariman 1986), a marginalisation also noticed by de Certeau (de Certeau
1990: 231-2).

11



CHAPTER 2
ORGANIZING A PLACE
As we saw in the previous chapter, de Certeau differentiactes
“space” and “place”. Here, we will develop che 1idea of “place”. In order
o do so, it will be necessary first to see how the author employs this
concept in his texts. Then, we will need tc review Che ideas of Michel
Foucault, who proubably was de Certeau’s most important interlocuter in
the discuss:ion cf hegemonic discourses. Finaily, in order =o bring the

discussion to a more specific level, we will conclude with the analysis

[m i}

of historiography and of the idea "la cuiture populaire",

Place and Stratagies: a Definition

The differentiation between “space” and “place,” as envisioned oy
de Certeau, became popular in Culgural Studies after the publication cof
L’invention du quetidien 1. Arts de faire :1980; 1990) and ics
“ranslation as The Practice of Everyday Life (1984). As we shall see,
“space” and “place” are not opposites, but two related aspects of a
single complex issue: the dynamic organization of a society. In
L’invention du quotidien 1. Arts de faire, de Certeau suggests :he
notion of “place” (lieu) to indicate a proper space, where the elements
that constitute it are organized in a stable form {(de Certeau 1990, 172-
3). A “place” arranges its elements in reference to each other. As such,
two elements can never be at the same location. As de Certeau writes,
“Un lieu (place) est donc une configuration instantanée de positions”
(Ibid.,173). Hence, a place, among other things, represents a victery

over time (une configuration Iinstantanée) and organizes its elements not

12



considering their movement — e.g. a text.
A place is organized by a series of procedures that rhe author

names “strategies” (de Certeau 1990, 59). By strategies de Certeau means

h

the caiculation, the manipulation of power relationships made possible
. ¢ P E

—
}--

by the isolation - sustained by wi and power - of an object

2

{Ibid., 59). According to the author, strategies organize, determine z
vlace that can be administered in relation tc an exterioriry composed of
targetrs and threats. De Certeau argues that examples of such orocedures
can be found, for instance, in modern science, politics and military
{Ipid.,59). In what concerns strategic procedures, de Certeau idencifies
one major mode of organization in modern Western society: writing
{Ibid., 198). Through wrizing men and wcmen attempt to organize za
society founded in the stability cf the text as there is no universal-

cosmolcgical Voice that wiil serve as the basis for such an

organization.

The Scripturary Machine
De Certeau ascribes a fundamental role to writing in nis checries.

2

ry

Here, that practice will be analyzed in terms of the crganizatio

society in general. Later, writing will be reconsidered with resovect to
specific examples. According to de Certeau, writing i1s i modern myth'.
In the Western world, what once was regulated by a mythical discourse
nas beccme regulated by the mythical practice of writing (de Certeau
1990, 198). In addition, writing as an organizing practice became a
self-reqgulating machine (Ibid., 201), much in the way that Foucault
describes his disciplinary apparatus as being a power that cannot be
pessessed but that exercises itself.

The development of the scripturary machine is articulated over what

* By myth, de Certeau implies “un discours fragmenté qui s’articule sur
les pratiques hétérogénes d’'une société et qui les articulent

13



de Certeau calls “la perte de la Parole” (Ibid., 203). Otherwise put,
the mythical (cosmclogical) discourse that organized society cannot be
heard anymore. “La perte de Parcle” implies an uncertainty in which the
authorities organizing society become problematic: Whc is speaking? Who
is speaking in the name of whom? Who can speak? In this situation of
indeterminacy a constant departure, an endless practice is necessary as
modern society attempts to redefine jitself without “la Parole”. From
this point on, “étre se mesure au faire,” writes de Certeau (Ibid.,
203).

What does writing consist of? For de Certeau writing is

"
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construire un Zexte qui a pouvoir sur l'exréri
eté isclé” :Ibid., 19%'. In this performance, the author distinguishes
three main elments: a blank page, a text and the movement (strategic)

towards the change ¢f the social reality from whicn it stems .Ibid.,

199-200). From this basic definition of wriring, de Certeau draws most
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2f 1is analogles concerning the erganizatio
descriptions of the savage in Montagne’s texts, tc his analysis of
history, to the organization of academic disciplines, =2 the social zex:
in general through its various instances, etc.). Ariting renders srable
— in terms of time, position, ectc. — the dynamic arganization cf a
soclety; 1t renders readable the object of history that disappeared and
left only traces of what it once was.

With writing (a mythical practice of a society trying to organize
itself}) the Logos of a society is incarnated and its subjects are
inserted within a text (Ibid., 206). De Certeau makes an analcgy between
the body and the book to illustrate this point. The law made flesh ty

writing is written on the body; it places the body, it calls the body,

it marks the body. Here, there is a paradox: the body called goes

symboliquement” (de Certeau 1990, 198).
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through a feeling of pain and pleasure. There is the pleasure of being
called and, therefore, recognized: “Donne-moi ton corps et je te donne
sens, Je te fait nom et mot de mon discours,” says the law (Ibid., 219).

But such inscription also implies pain, as the bodv oproses the law. The

final boundary of this opposition would be the scream. For de Cerceau,
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the scream is perhaps the oniy expression that is nc
institution (Ibid., 219).

The last manifestation of the body’s opposition to the law (the
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scream, the body in pain) is a pa

ry

by de Certeau. Here, de Certeau’s pessimism, or rather, inis Temperance

)

is evident as he dces nct deny that 2 myriad of operations seek o¢
control the body. In addition, the particular reference to the scream
brings him very close to Foucault’s analysis. The arqument af the .arter
i{s that in this moment of incompatibility between the body and the
disciplinary apparatus, the apparatus wili adapt ©c the conditions of
the body; that is, the body will show the conditions fcr the apparatus
o function.

Concerning the organization of modern society, not only can the
Parcle ({a universal crganizational principle) not be heard, but aliso the
organizing text produced by the scripturary machine has lost its
credibility (Ibid., 223). The Speaker deces not speak anymore, and
writing dees nct organize anymcre: “A cette é&criture [that aims to speak
in the name of the real], cadavre exquis, ne s’attache plus aucun
respect” (Ibid., 223). If writing had for a period of time worked as an
organizing principle speaking in the name of the “real”, the “mise en
nu” of writing procedures reveals a loss of credibility. Nevertheless,
the loss of credibility of writing does not imply that writing is no
longer a strategic procedure organizing a place. Writing does not cease
to be a2 necessary practice, even given its limits in representing the
real.

In his text “L’innommable: mourir” (Ibid., 276), de Certeau
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discusses the necessity of writing and its relation to death. Death is
what the author calls the unnamable (Ibid., 277); it is beyond reason,
beyond what one can do in order tec aveid it. The person who is actually
dying — one can appear to be dying and be saved bv a doctor, cut at some
point in life no one can save a person from dying — falls under a
situation where he or she cannot be worked on, nor werk. As in the
modern Western scocilety the absence of werk is the non-sense, sc the
dying person (le mecurant) represents a crack within discourse. In this
sense, death is the index of every alterity (Ibid., 277).

How exactly do these observations abcut death relate tc writing

According to de Certeau, every writing implies a death, that is,

[l

scmething that cannct be said: “Ce qui ne peut se dire - un impossibie
adequation entre la presence et le signe — est le postulat du rravail”
‘Ibid., 2R2}°. The analogy with death follows as one can -alk about it
Wwithout actually having died. For this reason, death precedes -he
discourse about i:. However, death is alsc the destinaticn of discourse
about it as death is beyond what one can say. fFor de Certeau, writing
presents a similar pattern:

lle [writing, 1’écriture] épelle une absence
Ul est son préalable et sa destination. El1l

océde par abandonnements successifs des

-
laces occupées, et elle s’articule sur une
extéricrité gui lui échappe (Ibid., 282)

‘00N

If death is the condition and fate of every writing, what would be the
solution? All that de Certeau suggests i1s that such a condition must be
recognized from the beginning. Reflecting about nhis analysis of the
dying person, he writes: “Je participe au leurre qui localise la mor:
ailleurs . . . en l’identifiant au mourant, j’en fais l’endroit ou je ne
suis pas . . . le mourant dont je parle reste ob-scéne si ce n’est pas

moi” (Ibid., 282).

" As it will be demonstrated later, when de Certeau’s ideas will be

discussed alongside Rhetoric, the postuiate of “what cannot be said” is
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In conclusion, writing, with all its limits and possibilities, is
the main strateqy to crganize a place. Writing is not intrinsically good
or bad but, rather, it is a necessary practice that helps organize
soclety. However, as with every practice involving representations,
writing has its limits in delivering what it promises - the real. The
overall mistake of theorertical discourse, be it in rthe academy or ln the
offices of government, is to not confrcnt the dearh implied in their
discourse - one cannot talx about the way things “really” are. As a main
organizing principle, de Certeau’s analysis of the scripturary machine

ions, classificartions

mn

“

<

echoes Foucaul:t’s ideas, such as the role af 4i
and the function of writing itself in the process of organizing soclety.

This relation will be discussed next.

Foucault: a Storytellar
Michel Foucault became well known for his analyses of the

organization of power or the micro-politics of power that control

n

ociety. Aiongside his various insights, he develcped a vocabulary

which, though not necessarily original, often relates ro the operations

»

of control. Among such words, one could cite, for instance, cthe
panopticon, governamentality, and the disciplinary apparatus’. The
development of Foucault’s ideas has a 1ot to do to with his research
concerning the history of prisons, hospitals, sexuality, and other
subjects. Depending on how and which texts of Foucault one reads, nis
work may sound pessimistic, and at times deterministic, leaving very
little space for agency. For this reason, de Certeau is often placed in
opposition to Foucault in Cultural Studies, as the former seems te offer

a more coptimistic interpretation of the structures that organize

applicable to language in general.
* Concerning Foucault’s vocabulary, de Certeau remarks that the

variation of terms may already be indicative of a myriad of procedures
that are at stake in the phenomena the former wants to analyze (de
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society. However, this opposition is problematic. Perhaps it is more
accurate to place Foucault’s insights concerning the disciplinary
apparatus in relation to the strategies and even to the tactics that de

Certeau writes about. This relation appears in two forms: 1} Foucaulr

ddresses the function cf strategies when he analyses the micro-politics

m

2) Foucault's own writing profits from a panoptical view

ower

.

o}
Hh
Ko

{(which is a strategy) tc¢ organize his research (de Certeau 1997, 192).
His work 1s based upon strategic procedures, in that he is an
intellectual sustained by rthe power of his position in the academy.
Conversely, Foucault’s writing can be read irgcnically and be considered
& tactical operation that profits from a panoptical view to gquestion
power.

In L’invention du quotidien l. Arts de falire, de Certeau observes
that his pursuitc of micrcbe-iike practices follows from and is -he
counterpart cf Foucault’s analysis of power (de Certeau 1990, 145-5)".
in other words, the discipliine and the anti-discipline are parss of the
same equation. De Certeau does not deny the power of rthe “disciplinary
apparatus” or “strateqgical” prcocedures that crganizZe space. Rather, nhe
focuses on the status of their disceocurses and how they are received or
“consumed”, to use one of de Certeau’s key words. That there are
operations of control sustained by power based on a series of technigues
is not a question for de Certeau. Nevertheless, the autheor’s stance
towards Foucault is not conciliatory. As the former observes, “whe is he

(Foucault) tec xnow what nc one else knows, what so many thinkers have

‘forgotten’ or have yet to realize about their own thought?” (de Certeau

Certeau 1990: 75).

It is important to note here, following Giard’s introduction to
L’invention du quotidien 1.Arts de faire, that de Certeau’s book is not
a response to Foucault as the former had already developed some of his
major ideas elsewhere. However, it is accurate tc say that Foucault’s
observations, especially in the book Surveiller et Punir (1975), which
for de Certeau is Foucault’s master’s book, has an important role in
L’invention du quotidien, first published in 1980 (Giard, Luce in De
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1997, 183). According to de Certeau, Foucault writes about the death

“that founds all language without really confronting the death within

his own discourse” (Ibid., 183). This fact does not invalidate

Foucault’s endeavor. Rather, as will be discussed in the next chapter,
it points to the necessity cf recegnizing the theoretical importance o

story telling {(de Cerrteau 1990,

De Certeau reads Foucault’s project as a search for the common

“both the penal! code (the punishment of human

ct

sciences (the xnowledge of human beings)” :de

H

cgy <f power,

4 matrix would pe the rechno

-
-

Foucault’'s work would suggest that “Meanings must pe grasped in terms

. What must be rediscovered is the overall organicacion

’

fauther’s emphasisi”
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(al)

ide

meaning which

has determined specific

AP

meanings

for

Certeau 1997, 1~ The gquest for commen matrix” i1s explicic,

instance, in Foucault’s Surveiller et Punir {1975). As Foucaulr himsel

beck is “une histoe

a

[

wrices, the goal of

¥

1 s

moderne et d’un nouveau gouvoir de juger” (Foucaulr 1975,

the book, ne suggests that instead of dealing with

history of human sciences (humanities) separately, one should look

common ground. As he suggests, s'il n'y a pas une matrice

commune et sl ellies ne relévent pas toutes deux d4’un processus de

197s,

[an]

(Foucault 31}. Inm

formation ‘épistémologico-juridique’”

et Punir, in order to carry out his enterprise of locating the

aforementioned common matrix, Foucault traces the development of

punishment from the Eighteenth-century on in some ccuntries cf Eurcpe
and America and the various relationships between knowledge and cower.
In general terms, with respect to penal justice, the process
studied by Foucault leads to three basic technologies of power
(tyrannical punishment),

concerning penal punishment: the sovereign

£

genal nlstcocry and the

for a

Surveillier

the

Certeau 1990: XII).
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analogical punishment (la cité punitive) and the administrative
institution {(Foucault 1975, 153-5). By the end of the eighteenth-
century, and the beginning of the nineteenth, these three technologies
still coexisted although the third would later become prominent (Ibid.,

55}.

-2

Bluntly, Foucault traces the development of penal justice as

h

h

follows: first, there was zorture, as a demonstration of the ccwer o
the sovereign and vengeance, for the law is the will of the orince; to
violate the :aw is to directly attack the prince. The aim was 7o make
people fear royal power. In rterms of technique, the body of the quilty
one was the target of the prince’s wrath. Then, came the thecry of the
sociai centract and punishment based on representations: a crime hurts
the scclety as whole - power becomes hidden. The goal of punishment -hus
was the correction and not revenge. The target was the “soul” rather
than the body, although the bedy was always at scaxe. Yet, there was a
circulation of representaticns within the social body, referring to the

orming misdeeds, which aimed at discouraging others

rt

disadvantages ¢f per

Irom committing the same crime. Finally, with zhe coercive institution,

T

he goal remained correction and educaticn of the guilty perscn, but the

technique cof punishment changed. The imprisonment of the guilty became

zed bv

-

the main feature of penal justice, a practice that was critic
many thinkers that wanted to change penal justice at the time. In the
prison, a system of authority and knowledge takes charge of the body and
the time of the priscner. There is a subjection of rhe individual, who
is isclated from the social and juridical bedy. At this point,
punishment — not the proclamation of the punishment — also disappears
from the eye of the public (Foucault 1975, 153-5).

Similar features of correction and surveillance are alsc found in
such institutions as hospitals, schools, and the army. Surely, what is
at stake is not simply a transference of methods from one field to

another, rather it is a matter of a technolegy of power that spreads
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itself by innumerous procedures with a similar goal: the control and
surveillance of the bedy. The key word here is “discipline”. By
discipline, Foucault suggests a series of methods aiming at controlling
the body. Such methods are constituted of miniscule procedures that

determine the subjection of the bedy, the imposition of a docility-
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utility relaticnship with the power =zha ‘Foucault 1975,
16l). The author identifies four major techniques of control: division
{the tables), prescription of actions, exercises, and tactics
{operaticons that warrant a more economic compination of forces)
(Foucault 1975, 196;).

The division of space and the placement of its elements aim at an

order. Discipline organizes a space that is always cellular, argues

I3

Foucault {Ibid., 1458). There, every element is defined by its position
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in reference to the others and, vyet, such elem
tIbid., 171-3}. However, the simple divisicn of space is insufficienc.

It 1s also necessary tc control the activities sf each place. The

finaliy, the disciplinary apparatus demands a power relationship that
renders it more effective (Ibid., 192). In short, it is necessary to
control the body i1n an eccnomical way (the most productivity with as
little effort as possible).

The will to discipline based on power, knowledge, divisions, a
centrol of time, and an organization of elements within a space suggests
a2 series of similarities between de Certeau’s description of the
scripturary machine and Foucault’s disciplinary apraratus. However, if
one looks more closely at the analysis made by Foucault, more
interesting correspondences can be found between both authors. For
instance, in regards to the control of time, Foucault observes that:

On ramasse la dispersion temporelle pour en
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faire un profit et on garde la maitrise d'une

durée qui échappe. Le pouvoir s’articule

directement sur le temps (Foucault 197%, 188)
In addition, the disciplinary apparatus determines a linear time, where
each moment i1s related to each other, oriented to an end {Ibid., 188!.
This serial time, writes Foucault “c’est un effet et un objet de la

discipline” (Ibid., 189). Though the manipulation of time may present

N

icities in Foucault, a great deal of its affect touches issues
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ose tc de Certeau’s work as, for instance, when Zhe latter wri

O

about historicgraphical procedures. Perhaps, the main difference perween
both authors is the fact that for
manipulation of time practically effaces cther tempcral zonfiguracsions
that the body may ke subjected to, which would nct be tZrue in de
Certeau. For Foucault, the limit of such control (exercises, <ivisions
etc.) would be the body itself. As he writes, “Dans 1l’exercice qu’on _ui
impose et auquel il résiste, le zcorps dessine ses corrélations
essentielles, et rejette spcntanement L' incompatible” (Ibid., 182). Such
rejection happens when the disciplinary technique applied is too
artificial, and the body rejects it. The consequences of such adaptation
s not only the creation of a cellular individuality, Dut an grgan.c ane
2s well: "“Le corps, requis d'étre decile jusque dans ses moindres
opérations, oppose et montre les conditions de fonctionnement propres a
un organisme” (Ibid., 183). This last instance of resistance is not
foreign to de Certeau. As observed in the previous section, the “scream”
(rejection by the body) becomes many times the only reaction possible.
Nevertheless, de Certeau also points to different practices that escape
control. Foucault seems to only start thinking about other forms of
resistance late in his work as, for instance, when he discusses the
return of “subjugated knowledges” (Foucault 1980, 81). Or, as Butler

observes, in a more implicit manner, at some points of Foucault’s texts

the body appears to be what exceeds normalization, becoming a kind of



substitute to psyche (Butler 1997, 94). De Certeau attempts to theorize
about these possibilities of resistance that Foucault points to in his

later work. Nevertheless, it is not rare to find researchers followin

A}

Foucault, the theorist of power, and forgetting the “subjugated
knowledges”.

If, on the cne hand, it is true that beth zuthors envisage the

rt

iimits of discipline in different ways, on the other, the impcrtance cf

Foucault’s analysis of the disciplinary apparatus is not denied by de
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fundamental turnings aside in the juridical and scientific institurions”

‘de Certeau 1997, 1389), Butr, again, Cthis proximity ©o Foucaulz's work is
followed by the concern with what he left aside, a precccupation that
will gradually distance de Certeau from Fcucauit.

Another interesting aspect of de Certeau’s reading of

4

relates Tc the latter

(@]}

s method of writing. In the eyes of de Certeau,

Foucault’s inquiry about the technology of pewer is formed oy =wo
gestures:

Le premier geste découpe certaines pratiques
dans un tissu indéfini, de maniére a les
Traiter comme une population & part, formant un
tout cohérent mais étranger au iieun 4’olu se
produit la théorie . . . Le deuxiéme geste
retourne l’unité ainsi découpée. D’obscure,
Tacite et lointaine, elle est inversée en

i1’ élément qui éclaire la théorie et soutient le
discours [every emphasis is the author’s] (de
Certeau 1990, 99)

In short, what de Certeau is observing is the fact that Foucault profits
from a pancptical view to organize his account cf penal justice and the
numan sciences (de Certeau 1997, 192). If it might be correct to say

that Foucault elucidates the micro-politics that organize discourse, the

coherence of his work is the result of his selection of facts and



capacity to use the references available. What de Certeau wants to brin
to light is exactly those practices left out by Foucault and other
intellectuals. The goal is to try to understand how such practices
articulate with the panoptical principles rthat organize discourse.

Therefore, as suggested earlier in this chapter, rhe technology of

rh

pewer that Foucault reccgnizes may relate o the noticn of strategies

developed by de Certeau in two instances: First, the recognitiocn by de

Certeau of the panoptical procedures as one of the main strategies

7y

[

organizing space and, second, the identification of Foucault’s own
gesture that appears tc have become the principle of organization of a
society and its discourses, specially in the Weszern world. The seccnd
cencerns the ellipses, metonymys, and cther rhetcrical cropes that
ocrient Foucault's enterprise; figures of speech that overlap with his
theoretical method and the constraints of the place from which he
speaxs.

N

As for writing, Foucault alsc stresses the role played by it koth

rh

in the organization of the penal justice system and in disciplin

v
s}
et

apraratuses in general. Concerning penal justice, he observes that =he
Wwritten law becomes the "“stable monument of the social pact” (Foucault
1875, 113). With the printed law, the penal rules of a scciety cease to
pe concentrated in the hands of the scvereign o hecome part cf the
public domain, reinforcing the hidden power that punishes the criminal.
Concerning the written word and the disciplinary apparatus, writing,
through the practice of exams, is described as central to the modern
disciplinary society. For the author, “disciplinary writing” allows i}
the creation of correlations; 2) makes possible the storage of
documents; 3) creates comparative fields; 4) allows the formation of
categories; 5) establishes averages and 6) determines norms (Foucault
222-3) . Hence, through the written exam (not only school tests but also

the doctor’s evaluation etc.) the subject is given an identity. In



Foucault’s terms, the subject loses his or her subjectivity and becomes
objectified through such documents. The sukbject now is an object that
can be described within a comparative system of documents (Ibid., 223-
4).

Are writing and exams, cratices that define a ncrm, the only
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olicwing de Certeau’s guestionings, what
is the status of other practices like rthose of cral tradition? (de

this new law (Le Normal) 1is
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added to other powers (spoken word, rtexts, traditioni, but it
establishes itself as a principle 2of coercion |
as he later explains, discipline as z2 zechnology of power does not

replace cther pcwers, but infilrtrates chem £o juarantee a bertter

distripbution of power - although scmetimes it disqualifies some such
powers (Ibid., 251-Z2). De Certeau would probacly agree with mest of zhe

observations made by Foucault concerning writing. In contrast, as che de

}o

Certeau suggests, is 1t not pertinent t©o ask what i1s the status of such

w

oowers and their "“old” rtechnologies in reiation to this new modus
cperandi (de Zerteau 1997, 188)? Finaily, as de Certeau asks: Is not

Feucault’s apbility to reveal the machinery a3 sign of a flaw in the
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disccurse produced by the discipliinary apparatus? {(de Cerczeau
_n short, something escapes it. Yet, what the subjects make of their
individuality and the tasks ascribed to them is not an issue for
Foucault.

To conclude, de Certeau’s scripturary machine and Foucault’s
disciplinary apparatus share a vast commen ground. The article
“L’économie scripturaire” {(de Certeau 1990} offers a striking number of
coincidences that may make one wonder about the degree of influence of
Foucault’s texts on de Certeau. However, a number of issues raised in

that article can also be found in de Certeau’s earlier works such as his

study of “la culture populaire” and history. These may alsc help to
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concretize de Certeau’s ideas. Focusing on culture and history offers an
easier way of understanding scme of the strategies at stake in the

organization of a place.

History and the Quest for the Other

De Certeau’s critique of historiography plays a fundamental role

g

throughcut his work, including his analysis of culture. However, the
impact of de Certeau’s epistemological concerns seems Tc have created a
greater response ameng nistorians than among cuitural cheorists; the

us ctheir debate around the noticns of tactics and

h

0

latter tend o fo

[at

strategies, rather than looking at de Certeau as a critic of cheir
academic practice. Regarding history, de Certeau gquesticns the
nistorians’ and his own capacity T¢ represent the real. In crder to do
sa, the author points to a series of operations within historiography
that render the cbject of history graspable. In other words, de Certeau
describes how history as a discivline organizes its vlace.

Foliowlng a guestion raised py 3uci-Giucksman concerning nhe
peclysemy cf the Qther in de Certeau’s work (Giard, Martin & Revel 1991,
53), our discussicn can start by asking if there is 2 polysemy of
strategies. Do strateglies in the production of history ithe writing of
nistory) function in the same way as in cther social contexts? T¢ the
question of the polysemy of the Other, Giard suggests that the category
of alterity is not unified in de Certeau’s work. According to Giard, the
functioning of alterity varied in each method or thecretical apparatus
visited by de Certeau (Giard, Martin & Revel 1991, 135). The concept of

strategy can be zanalyzed in a similar manner. Each method or culture

presents its own set of operations to contrcl and organize a space,

Here, it is important to bear in mind how de Certeau understands
history: “j’emploie le mot histcire au sens d’historiographie. C’est
dire que j’entends par histoire une pratique (une discipline), son
résultat (un discours) et leur rapport” (de Certeau 1993a: 63).
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methods that may vary from period to period. History, as field of
knowledge, has its own strategies, which may or may not echo some of the
strategies of cother social domains. In addition, the variation of
strategies already suggests the complexity of practices that organize
society.

What, then, would be the status c¢f histery fcr de Cerzeau? In

'

“History: Science and Fiction” (de Certeau 1997), an article first

published in English in 1983, three years before nis death, he makes the

fellowing claim:
A mise en scéne of a ipast)! actualirty, that is
the historicgraphical disccurse itself, cccults
the social and technical apparatus cf the
crofessional instituci that pvrecduces it. The

operation in question rather sly: the
ilscourse gives 1tself credibility in the name
cf the reality which it is suppcsed o
represent, but this authorized appearance

-~
he ‘real’ serves precisely to camouflage the
on

- O
Own
+

.
gractice which determines it. Representation
disguises the praxis that crganizes it ide
Certeau 1997, 203)

What is in check here is the very ccndition of historians to representc
the “real”. Acccrding to de Certeau, the production of history :is

requlated by the laws of its place, although, in general, it does not

-
-

"

recognize the limits that such a situation implie zue, it could not

n

ting but frcm his or

[l

pe different, as the historian could not start wr
her place. Nevertheless, what is necessary is to make clear how rthe
object of history is produced. For de Certeau, the historian works
between two categories of real: the known {(le connu) and the implied
{(17impliqué) (de Certeau 1993a, 46). The known is the object of study
that the historian “resurrects from the past,” whereas the implied is
produced by the scientific operation. These two categories of real are
not opposites in de Certeau’s work. Neither of them can be eliminated

for the benefit of the other, nor can they be brought together into one

category (Ibid., 46). As he explains: ”“Elle [the reference to the reall



est impliquée par la créaticn de ‘modéles’ proportionnés a des
pratiques, par leur confrentation avec ce qui leur résiscte (Ibid.,56}.
The work of the historian wanders between these two categories. Such
wandering, according to de Certeau, does nct sugges:t that the reference
to the real is not there. In fact, in Modern Western nistcriography, or
more specifically, in the French contaxt, the reference is somewhere
else (deplacs).

Another way to think about the category of the real in de Certeau,
1s o icok at his differentiaticn petween “nature” and “zulture”,
respectively le donné and le créé (Ibib., 80). Again, these two conceonrs
musStT be thought of together. The anaiogy, here, couid not bpe simpier. le
Certeau offers, among other examples, the -ransformation of minerals
already refined’. That is, che material (primarv :nformaticn: -s
transformed inrc standard products {secondary material} (Ibid., 22). In
this perspective, the historian does not make history, he or she makes
from history (faire de l’histoire!. Research then is lLocated between a
tendency toward “nature” or zoward “culture”, which is different from
saying that it is natural or cultural,.

The transfcrmation of “nature” is not a fiction. The histor:ian
transforms nature. “Il participe au travail qui change la nature en
environnement et modifie ainsi la nature de l’homme” :!Ibid., R2). For de
Certeau, the historian modifies the space in ways similar Zo an urbanist
or an architect (Ibid., 83). The transformaticn of nature, again, is
always dependent upon a lieu and the techniques of production available
to the historian in a given period (Ibid., 80). However, every technique
implies a distortion that is often denied; thus, modern Western
historiography operates in a way that effaces its conditien of

production.

Already refined as the material is found in particular collections,
archives, etc. (de Certeau 1993a, 82;.
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Again, the object of study is contrelled by a set of operations
(strategies) and analyzed within the “proper place” created by power
reiations that authorize the historian to speak in the name of a dead
past. This aspect of de Cerrteau’s critique may create a certain
uneasiness in some historians. According to de Certeau, historians play

re not !(de Certeau 1%93a; 15'; thev

fu

the role of the prince that they
believe that they are rhe subject of an operation when, in fact, they

are the technicians 2f such operation; zhey find their place in a xind

time, historians worked close ~o the prince for rthe public good. On the

one hand, the historical accounts sustainad the prince’s authcrizyv by
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founding power in a genealo
historian gave a pclitical lesson to the prince (Ibid., 13-4i. Accerding
“o de Certeau, later the scientific institurtion of the State takes over
the role of the prince {Ibid.,i8).

An interesting example of the relation between pcower and historians
in modern Western culture Is found in de Certeau’s analys:is 27 =zhe
function of the computer in history. In brief, the computer plays the
role o2f an authoritative citation that gives legitimacy to historical
discourse. The computer and its statistics give the necessary
scientificity to the histcorical account which would otherwise te zoo
close to a fiction (de Certeau 1997, 207-214). In this sense, %he
historian pays to the computer the equivalent of the “Dedication teo the
Prince” in seventeenth-century books. That is, the historian offers “a
recegniticn of obligation with respect to the power that overdetermines
the rationality of an epoch” (Ibib., 213).

Among the operations used to describe historiographical practices,
one gesture, in de Certeau’s eyes, seems to capture the essence of such

procedures: writing, which as shown before, also captures the spirit of

modern society in general (de Certeau 1993a, 12). For him, writing has a
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mythical and ritualistic character as it articulates absence and
croduction within e space (Ibid.,12). To put it differently, historical

writing articulates the absence of its object - the dead, the Qther that

m

his

40

cannot speak. rticulation happens while the nhistorian attempts to
recreate the object of history, which is a productive operation that
occurs accerding to the conditions of the present situation. Hence,
writing implies an operation grounded in an empty space. The analogy
nere, agein, may be found in the most elementary form of writing:
écrire, c’'est construire une phrase en parcourant un lieu supposé
clanc, iz page” (Ibid., 12}. For de Certeau, wrizing captures zthe
picture of a society able Zo manage the space it creates (Ibid., 12)

In this process of writing history, rthe author alsc points to

[\H}

recurrent strategy: la coupure (division, separaticn, interruption) .

ng history is the discourse of separation, suggests the author

o-

Wric
‘Ibid., 9). Here, it is possible <o netice the similarity of de

Certeau’s apprcach to culture and history. dhile in “La peaut?® du mor:
ne analyses the notion of culture populaire in terms of “a gecgraphy of

5

‘ecrirure de l’histcire ne speaks of a “discourse

b

the eliminated,” in
of separation.” The three main operations or divisions thar de Certeau
.dentifies :1n historiographical procedures are: . <he ijivision petween
past and present; 2) the separation frem a religious tradition, that the
writing of history denies but is indebted to, and 3) the separat:on
between discourse and (social) body {(Ibid., 9).

Just to exemplify one of the strategies used in historicgraphy, cne
can focus on the division between past and present. The key word here is
chronology, which is a procedure that allows the researchers to talk in

terms of periods as Middle Ages, the Industrial Revoluticn, etc. Every

chronology in a historical account presumes a begining, or, a “zéro

' Again, procedures that resemble Foucault’s analysis of writing.
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fictif,” to use one of de Certeau’s terms {Ibid., 107). The indication
of such starting point, from which the researcher will develop his or
her argqument is made from the present situation of the historian. For
example, in 2000 one speaks about the French Revolution. This procedure
already creates a curious distortion. As de Certeau observes, &the

tempeoral vector is Inverted as i he present tc the past

1
«Q
O
o
w
ty
[a]
g
Il

{Ibid., 108&}. Such an inversion is produced by the vicrory of the

’
[
O
h

nistorian over time. Ancther interesting effect »f the establisnmer

fu

temporal line is the accommeodation ¢f ©wo contrary posizions in a
single narrative . As de Certeau 2xplains, 1n order =¢ understand we
antinomies 1t suffices that cne wf zhe terms be located in ~he pasct
iIbid., 104). In shortc, the set ~f cperaticns descrired above allcws one
0 control the opposites terms in cne single space - the rext. The
consequences of establishing the “zérc fictif,” “le non-dit,” dJo not
stop at the inversion of the tempcral vecror ¢r at the accommcdation of
contraries. The empty departing point determined by the historian, the
“non-lieu fondateur” which is the postulate of histgorical research,

indicates the “erasure” of what came befcre; .t implies the elimination

of a past, a past that dces nct have a proper name {(the Other!, which

15, following de Certeau, Ia loi de l’autres (Ibid., 178!,

discourse, the figure of the effaced COther becomes crucial :tc de
Certeau’s analysis. The author suggests that heterologies (disccurses on
the Other) are at the core of modern Western culture. As he writes:
“"L'intelligibilité s’instaure dans un rapport 4 l’autre; elle se déplace
{cu ‘progresse’} en modifiant ce dont elle fait sen ‘autre’” {(Ibid., 9).
In regard to histeory, de Certeau borrows Alphecnse Dupront’s statement to

define what probably captures a great deal of his own project: “La seule

"’ As observed earlier in this paper, the definition of a place implies
a stable confiquration of positions, wherein two elements cannot occupy
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quéte historique du ‘sens’” demeure en effet celle de 1'Autre” (Ibid.,
8), and he adds that “ce projet, contradictoire, vise a ‘comprendre’ et
& cacher avec les ‘sens’ l’'altérité de cet étranger” (Ibid., 8). This
Other, however, will always haunt the present and question the organized
discourse {Ibid., 10).

Finally, with respect zo these cbservaticns regarding de Certeau’s
appreach to history and the “strategies” of historiosgraphy, 3 iast
remark might be necessary. For de Certeau, the discourse oroduced by the
Aistorian is a cazpital invested in symbols that can be trznsmizted, and
can meve, grew or be lost {Ibid., 22). Sustained By a practice (writing)

and theoretical models, discourse fades through an ercsicn due o the
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La culture populaire'!
Many of the strategies concerning nistory apply to de Certeau’s
anaiysis ¢f culture. An understanding of how he sees history was

necessary in order o introduce his apprecach to culture due 7o the
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return to ilssues close to Cultural Studies. In “La beauté du mort” -
where again the dead works as a major analogy — de Certeau, Julia, and
Revel question the division between elite and popular in the work of
scme French intellectuals, and place the work of Charles Nisard at the
center of their analysis. They observe that the idea of populaire

repeatedly 1s related rto the naive, the natural, truth, or infancy (de

the same position.

> Before tackling the question of culture, a clarification might be
impertant. “La beauté du mort” deals with the idea of “culture
pocpulaire,” which is not the same of its literal translation to English,
that is, popular culture. While popular culture in the English world is
usually related to media production, “culture populaire” in the article
at stake here refers to a breoader notion that may include folk culture
and worker’s culture. Media production is not necessarily part of it.



Certeau, Julia, & Revel 1993, S53). Yet, very often the operations of
theoretical discourses relegate populaire, their object of study, to a
distant origin, hence eliminating its threat (Ibid., 359). Such
conclusions silence (kill) the culture rthe researchers want tc talk
about. Death sustains the discourse of the intellectuals. In summary,
what guarantees the conclusicns achieved by the researchers of that
vericd is a kXnowledge linked to a power that authorizes such a kncwledge
{Ibid., 47). Rather cthan simply atracking an “ideclogy” of the time,

what 1s at the core of de Certesu and his coclleagues’ cririque is rthe

o]

relaticn between the thecret:ical methcds and their object of study and
the society that authcrizes such a knewledge (Ibid., 47). To gut it
differently, the critique has more of an e2pistemclogical character zhan
an ideological one.

One of rhe main features of the theoretical discourse being
criticized i1s what de Certeau, JSulia, and Revel czll the
the forgotten” or the “gecgraphy of the eliminated” (Ibid., é3-4;. As

in, “tcute crganisation suppese une répression” (Ibid.,7iic.

o
O

N
-

they ex

Mol

In identifying the geography of zhe eliminated, the authcors srress the

rh

incapacity of medern theoretical discourse tc address the guestion o

culture. According to the authors, “Ces études sur la culture populaire

H

se donnent pour cbjet .ieur preopre origine. Elles poursuivent a la

surface des textes, devant elles, ce qui est en réalité leur condition

()

de pessibilité” (de Certeau 1993b, 539). Hence, the idea of a2 “culture
pecpulaire” and the studies dedicated to it coincide in their corigin: the
proper place {lieu) of the researcher. However, the gestures that

inaugurate the theoretical discourse, the procedures that allow the

researcher to write about culture are denied or forgotten (Ibid., 39).

** Later, in the chapter “Tactics: A Risky Business,” the notion of
repression, uncensciousness, forgetting, that is intrinsic to the use of
language, will be discussed following Kenneth Burke’s notions of
entitlement and terministic screens.
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In such a “geography of the eliminated,” de Certeau, Julia and Revel
highlight some regions that are ignored, such as viclence, childhood and
sexuality. For example, in the literature of the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries, the folklorists erase the wars (Ibid., §8).
Popular insurgence just appears as a deplorable objet that should be
“preserved”: “les traditions francaises baolies ou defiqurées” (Ipid.,
68) .

The picture presented by de Certeau and his colleagues in relation
to theoretical discourse may lock extremely vessimistic — at least from

the perspective of the researcher. This is an interesting contrast to

(23]

scme “rcsy” uses of his work within Cultural Studies. For example, de

Certeau and his colleagues argue that “nous f{the researchers] sommes

]

incapakles d'en [the culture pecpulaire] parler sans faire qu’il n'existe
plus” (Ibid., 60). Rather than pessimistic, we could perhaps mcre
accurately term de Certeau’s position realistic. His apprcach is based

on the ackncwledgement of a pathoclogical condition, including his own.

[ 1)

Not even a cultural revoiution would overcome the limitations o
theoretical discourse. Another culture would also require repression
because language is founded in the ambiguity of what it announces and
what it implies (Ibid., 71-2). For de Certeau, “Sans doute faudra-t-il
toujours un mort pour qu’il y ait parcle” (Ibid., 72).

What then would the sclution be? For de Certeau, a possible
improvement of methods or a changing of convictions will not do the job.
What is necessary is a political action (Ibid., 48-9). Possible ways to
start thinking of such problems will be discussed in the next chapter.
For the moment, and within the questions presented in “La beauté du
mort,” it is worth noting that de Certeau forces us to face such
questions as: From where does one speak? What can one say? From where do
we (researchers) speak? (Ibid., 70).

In short, what de Certeau, Julia, and Revel question in “lLa beauté

du mort” is the status of theoretical discourse that claims to be the
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herald, the protector, or even to be identified with la culture
populaire. Theoretical discourse ckeys its own rules and strategies that
allow it te study and fabricate the so-called culture populaire, or, in
other werds, To organize its place. Xnowledge is based on procedures
that are authorized by power relationships that imply a repression of
the object studied; it implies the creation of a topography that will

render the object readable. Finally, there is no division between elite

and pecpular. The core of the preckblem is cur culture, <he culzure aof the
researcher, “notre place” {(Ikid., 71}.
In conclusieon to this chapter, the ideaz of “place” suggested by de

Certeau peints to an organization cf space, wherein time and po
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nistorian, the notions of ia culture populaire, are what de Cerceau is

@]
LA
-
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1cizing. However, the existence of places is needed, in the sense
that some agreement about references and proper names that help quide a
scclety .s necessary. Tactics, as will be shown next, can only gperate
within a place. The spaces opened 2y tactics are in affect =he
practicing of a place, a place with 3z dynamic and complex srganizaticn.
Tactics cannot be thought of without a place just as parcle cannot be
though of without langue, or éncncé without enonciation. What is the
carget of de Certeau’s critique is a kind of place where there are
disscciaticns, performed by technical operations, that do not take inteo
account the cther practices organizing society or, in other words, the
death the haunts the “stable” organization ¢f a place (the dependence on
ther). De Certeau’s critique applies to every organization, that is, to
academic disciplines, nations, marginal groups, or society in general.

Nc one is autonomous. Everyone depends upon the Other.
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CHAPTER 3

PRACTICING A PLACE

This chapter could be entitled “Space” for, de Certeau writes,

-~ -~ -
[

“ilfespace est un ileu pratiqué” (de Certeau 1990, 173). It is called

™

racticing & Place to emphasize the absence of a proper piace for

‘0

tactics tc operate. The previcus chaprter described how different

strategies work to organize different places. The focus of this chapter

(&)
1

1 be on how Tactics interferas in the balzance such arganized

j—

Wl

places.

Space and Tactics: a Definition

Wnen considering the idea of space, “le lieu pratiqué,” de Certeau

tn

e}

tn

pcint ome characteristics that differentiate it from a olace. 3pace

{u

is marked by
by a series cf cperations,” a “polyvalent unity of conflictive programs”
or a “unity of contractual proximities.” Every analysis of space should
take into acccunt vectors of direction, velocity, and time (de Certeau
1990, 173). This gecgraphical metaphor works, then, in a variety of
situations, but with one main idea: the possibility cf working out
different spatialities within a controlled place. The text, fer
instance, is a space limited in size and structured in a way that makes
it readable and coherent - in other words, it is a place. There, every
element has its position and time is fixed. According to de Certeau, in
relation to the text, reading is the space created by the reader. As an

operation in development, reading obeys rules that are unlike those that
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allowed the construction of the text. For example, in the act of
reading, time is not fixed, whereas in the text it is. Ancther

1llustration of the idea of space is the city street. The street is a

t
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eferences and boundaries for ped
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ixed space full of peints

+t

t

- one goes there but not here because the way i1s blocked. Nevertheless,
the street aiso renders walking possiblie for pedestrians whc, within
that limited space, create their own itineraries. Pedestrians, thus,
turn the streets into 2 practiced place (Ibid., 17Z!. Yetr, de

ilitary metapheor, which Zo cur view is zhe one that most of
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nis critics nave prcblems with. The idea remains -nhe same, =hat 18, the

ocssibility of working out a space, that one does not gossess, within a

A\l

given place. Here, one zan think of space as zreated Dy a series o

t

L)

movements inside the enemy’s visual field. However, such movements

eremy”. Such mcvements profitc Irom zhe fissures .n

cannot 1mpriscn the

the adversary’s field and contingent cpportunities. What rtney conquer,
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A place, as presented in the previous chapter, is organized by a
series of strategles that control and render a dynamic body stable.

regard o space, the key word is tactics. In rthe introduction of

1,

aire, de Certeau describes zactics

[
Q.

L’invention du guotidien 1. Arc e

as “un calcul qui ne compte pas sur un propre” (Ibib., XLVI!. In other
words, rtactics refer to operations that do not have their own place;
they practice a place. While the place represents a victory over time,
tactics depend on time. Tactics profit from time, or as the author
explains, “du fait de son non-lieu, la tactique dépends du temps,
vigilante a y ‘saisir au vol’ des possibilités de profit” (Ibid.,
XLVI.}. This “non-lieu” forces a movement. The intellectual mode of
tactics is nct discourse {a text), but an act (Ibid., XLVII}. De

Certeau’s enterprise is driven toward the pursuit of these infinitesimal

movements within the fissures, fractures of the social text. These
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subtle movements, the author calls the art of the weak (l’art du
faible), borrowing from an old description of Rhetoric, as the art of

making the weaker argument the stronger.

Walking on a rope: the Dynamic of Tactics,
Spaces, Strategies, and Places

When discussing the function of “1'art de savoir-dire” .an art thac

n

is the theory cf tactics and its practice) and stories (récit), ce
Certeau presents a clrcular movement that illustrates the dynamic
1 )

invelved in every spatial organization. First there is a given zlace {un

lieu). There, an intervention of memory at the right moment cccur

n

{kairos). Such interventicn produces an effect in <he established crder
and produces a new arrangement of space. Hence, as ce Terteau explains:

La série a pour commencement et pour fin une
organisation spatiale; le temps y est .'entr
deux, étrangeté survenue d’'ailleurs e
preoduisant le passage d’un état des !
suivant. En somme, entre deux “é i
M irrypticn du temps (Ibid., 128)°°

[a)

Ancther way to try tc understand this process, as de Certeau himself

suggests eisewhere in L’Iinvention du queotidien, is 70 thlink in =erms

Q
(A

Kant’'s example of a tightrope walker. Walking on a rope implies the
departure from one balanced situation to ancther. Every step i1s the
recreation of a new equilibrium, but this re-creaticn of equilibria, a
process that characterize an “art,” is a continuous process (Ibid.,
114). The non-stopping movement creating new eguilibria, inventions that
“appear” to keep the balance, echoes the mystical influence that is

always present at work in de Certeaus’s texts .

> The conditions of such intervention imply the articulation of a
memory with an opportunity (occasion). These aspects will be discussed
later in this section.

4

Contrary to common belief, de Certeau never abandoned his religiocus
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The continuous search for equilibrium has a mystical aspect that is
very important to keep in mind. As Giard cbserves, the question of God
was present to the end of his life (Giard, Martin & Revel 1991, 1Q). The
idea of mystical experience appears in his analyses of culture and
history, as for instance in ncoticns like “the absence of the Other.” To
some extent, the mystical experience is transferred tc other fields
where the encounter or quest for the Other - the object of history, the
“pagan” culture for the missiconary, the sc called culture pepulaire for

the cultural theorist etc. - is ar stake.

n L’3rtranger ou l’union dans la différence .1969), de Zerteau

[t

to God.

gives the following explanation:

Le Dieu de ma fol ne cesse de zromper et de
quicder le désir qui cherche & le prendre. Il le
Trompe, car rien de ce que je sals n’est Llul.
Il le guide, car je ne l’attendais pas 1a ou il
vient . . . .l n’'est le Méme qu’en resurgissant

comme l’Autre (de Certeau 1969, 5)

rh
(a1}

If Wwe replace the phrase “The God of my faith” (Le Dieu de ma ol tv
culture” or by “the object of history,” the above quotation remarkably
captures much cf de Certeau’s wcrk. Of course, this is an
oversimplification. Nevertheless, it captures an essential aspect of the
author’s heterelogical project: the Other, which is absent, is the basis
of discourse, it has a foundational character even while it undermines
discourse. Therefore, as the Other is never controlled, zs it is always
escaping and undermining our convictions, there is a need for new

departures from acquired equilibria (knowledges that achieve scme degree

of stability).

quest. This fact is attested by Giard (1991), who is responsible for the
author’s oceuvre. It is interesting to notice that in the English
translation of L’invention du quotidien. Arts de faire I (1990), The
Practice of Everyday Life (1984), de Certeau is described by one of the
reviewers on the back cover as a former Jesuit, when, in fact, he

remained one until his death.
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In sum, a former equilibrium in space works as a starting point for
interventions that will create new balances. To steop would ce an
illusion, it would indicate the reliance on the proper place as
discussed in the previous chapter. This movement, in what concerns the
social text, implies a series of endless departures. The ground for this

nypothesis is scmewhat simple. For de Certeau the cosmcicgical Veice

T

that organized space cannct be heard anymore (“nos dieux ne parlent

plus”), as Aristotle concluded long ago. With the develcpment of

tn

scclety, the “truth” ceased to depend on a Speaker. “Elle 'la vérize,

the truth! sera le résultat 4’'un travail - historique, critigue,

dconomique” (de Certeau 1990, 203). The identities rhat once were

belileved to pe received from the Speaker are lost. “Desormais,

C

l'identité dépend d’une production, d’une marche interminable . . .

The zactical operartions (turn, use, walk, read, enc.; are alsc vart
of rhis démarche that attempts tc organize space, and it is alsc

responsible Zor the pluralization of references. 3uch movements ccmpose

an “art” [l’art du faikble! that operates within the rlace, an “ar:t” -hat

0

is a practiced art, an art that is performative. As previousiy cbserved,
this art finds its correlative in the process of enunciation. Inspired
by the model developed vy Benveniste, de Certeau highlights Ffour aspects
of the enunciative process that are also relevant =2 understand the
notion of tactics. According to him, the enunciation refers to: 1)
language in use, “l'effectuaticn du systeme linguistique par un dire gqui
en actue des possibilités;” 2) the speaker’s appropriation of a
lanquage; 3) the determination of an interlocutor {real or fictional), a

centract, and 4) the establishment of a present which is marked by an

** Lyotard touches a similar question when he discusses the absence of a
universal rule to settle a dispute. With the absence of a referent, or a
third to settle the dispute, “phraser est sans fin” (Lyotard 1983, 27,
§17).
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“I” that speaks (de Certeau 1990, 56).

However, the correlation tactics/enunciaticn is supplemented bv
other influences. De Certeau’s analysis of the enunciative process, and
of language in general, is also highly influenced by the work of Ludwig
Wittgenstein, who throughout the former’s work matches Freud in
importance {Ibid., XXVII). With regard tc Wittgensrein, de Cerrteau
writes:

Rarement 1

r.gcureusem
le faic qu’
gu’elle nou
mode de 17
donc ‘en s

1’ observer
emphasis; {Ibid

te du langage a été aussi
ise zu sérieux, c’'esc-a-dire
e définit notre historicite,

1 e et envelcppe sous le
., gu’aucun discours ne peut
se mettre a distance pcur
son sens [author’s
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Briefly, for Wittgenstein, the way language had been assumed =o work was
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2 misleading factecr in philosophical inquires and was responsiple for a

great deal of contradicticns in the field. One of the main errcrs
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concerning language was the assumption that there mu

ationship between a word and a determined meaning. In his analyses,

pe

re
Wittgensteln suggests chart meaning s related %o use, 1n nis words, “-he

meaning of a word is its use in the lanquage” (PI 43}. The understanding

h

of meaning as use is related o the auther’s noticn of “language-game.”
According to Wittgenstein, in each particular language-game & word may
acquire a different meaning i(use). Therefore, tc be zble ro understand
an assertion in a determined dialogue is to know the pessible movements

that allcw cone tc participate in a specific game. As the author writes:

(o]

“"To understand a sentence means to understand a language. To understand
a language means to be master of a technique” (PI 199). Wittgenstein’s
argquments are at the base of de Certeau’s definition of langage
crdinaire, the common place where every disccurse is founded. To be
caught in ordinary lanquage indicates that the capacity of mastering is
taken away from the master. This indetermination, which is different

from saying that there is an absence of meaning, is what allows tactics
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to re-use what 1s received.
As fer the "I” that establishes a present in the enunciative act,
the mystical aspect of it cannot be ignored either, and it is zlso

important to note the different spatiality it suggests within a
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roper
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place. In his “Mystic Speech” (L’énonciacicn mvstique) (de Cerreau
1997), de Certeau calls attention to the status of the mystical “I,”

following, again, much of the work of Benveniste. According c de

Certeau, the act of utterance "“lends mysticism its formal

i

characteristics - it 1s defined by the establishment 2f 2 place (the
formal organizaticn of the statements (de Certeau 1997, 393, Ta pur it
differently, the act of utterance opens z new space (mystical} within
discourse. Nevertheless, the “I” is an empty space %hat announces =n

teless site” related to the fragility of sccial pesiticon
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In 2 way more or less similar to the mystical utterance, the

who reriorm the enuncilative act ithe Tactical. operation! 51so determines

a azx

[
[al

y in relation to the proper place. According %o de

I

ferent spatial

Certeazu, the linguis

(al

ic

(D

nunciacicn and the pedestrian enunciartion :the
verfcrmative act of using a place) resemble each cther, as they both
concern different spatial practices in relaticon to a proper place ‘de
Certeau 1990, 148). In the case of the pedestrian, de Certeau makes the

e marcheur

n

lowing observation: “Dans le cadre de 1’éncnciation,

[

Q
constitue, par rapport 4 sa position, un proche et un lointain, un ici
et un i4d {author’s emphasis]” (Ibid., 149). The pedestrian, while
walking within the city planned by an urban planner cbevs a different
spatiality from the one imagined in the blueprint. In the case of the
linguistic enunciation, the adverbs here and there alsc imply a
different corganization as they point Zo the lccutory seat (ibid., 150}.

The “I” that determines a different spatial practice within a place



has yet another function: the determination of the interlccuter, as
previously observed in this secticn. A more detailed discussion of the
determination of an addressee will be left for the next chapter, when

the issue wiil be approached with the help 2f some ideas developed :in
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'Je’ et d’instaurer ainsl une a:tlbulatzon
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empahasis] (Ibid., 1%50)
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Again, the prccess described abcve - the determ:inaticn =f an addressee -
carries scme cf the characteristics of the mystical utzerance as de
Certeau understands it. The mystical speech creates dialcgic spaces

based on a vole - “God only speaks to those whe . . .,” “I cnly address

(Ipid., 91'. To raise scme of the issues that will be discussed later,

1t appears to be the case that the “vclo” de Certeau writes about

&)

relates To similar issues ra:ised kv the noticn <of identification :
Burke’s A& Rhetoric of Mctives (Burke, 1952; 19€9b). Briefly, both
nozions (“velo” and “identification”) delimit a space of circulation of
signs not only by the power of the argument but also through a
dispesiticn demonstrated by the audience. The geal is to identify the
rhetorician’s ways with the audience’s ways in order to have a
successful argument.

Considering that enunciation, as a performative act with all its
implications, cffers a general analogy to tactical procedures, it is
possible now to move on to another operation: le récit (story). For de

Certeau, stories organize spaces: “Les structures narratives ont valeur



de syntaxe spatiales” (de Certeau 1990, 170)-%. They create what he

r

calls a space for acticn (un thddctre d’action! {Ibid., 182). By story
the author means an action that is descriptive, but also creative and

with a Ioundational cha

L}

acter i(Ipid., 181l): “Elle [the descriprtion] a

v

et force performative (elle fait ce qu’elle

1

méme pouvolr distcributi

[o3

it} quand un ensemple de circonstances se trauve réuni” (Ihid., 181-21.

The foundational character of stories guarantees the fis I{the mystical

5

asis) which is nct prone to analysis, a basis (assise; zhat :s

¢

[\

disseminated, miniaturized and polyvalent (Ibid., 183-4). Hence, stories
are a pre-condition Ior the analysis or the judgement that aims art
regulating them - “des récits marchent devant les pratiques sociales
pcur leur cuvrir un champ” (Ibid., 185). Therefcre, 2nce more, -here .5
& circular dynamic. The discourses produced bv a society stem from
stories, and they idisccurses) cnliy beccme effective when :they also
become stcries - that is, stories suggest an idea of credibility.
Lastly, the concept of stories is not restricrtfed oc literature, but is
part of oral narratives and their endless movement that works £o

heir boundaries :Ipid., 121.

it

crganicze spaces, cenfrcont them, and mcve
As organizers of space, stories determine limits in reiaticon to an
exteriority. However, the limit, the border, presents a paradox. A&
demarcation is made possible only by the encounter with the other, that
is, an exteriority that is a threat or a target, who/which is controlled
from inside the delimited place. Hence, the paradox: “A l’intérieur des
frontiéres, l'étranger est déja la, exotisme ou sabbat de la mémoire,

<

inquiétaente familiarité” (Ibid., 189). In shcrt, the limit works as a

* As presented in the last chapter, here one can find a oroblematic
that also ccncerns Foucault’s work. Do stories — in the case of Foucault
and his account of the disciplinary apparatus — have a strategic or
tactical character? Do they organize places or spaces? According to de
Certeau both: “Les récits effectuent donc un travail qui, incessamment,
transforme des lieux en espaces ou des espaces en lieux (Ibid., 174). Is
this a paradox? No. As it was described earlier, places and spaces must
pe thought together. The issue here is the continucus organization of

4



frontier that leaves open the door of the space aimed at being
contreolled; the circumscripticn of a space presupposes the existence of
the Other.

The emphasis on oral narratives suggested earlier recurs in de

at

Certeau’s texts, which repeatedly stress the necessity of lookin

"

oral practices in attempting te understand culrture. According o the
author, despite all the effort of a scripturary machinery =c contral
space, oral practices perform a continucus work of escape and are
usually set aside by a scciety <hat is heavily bpased cn a scripturary

practice. Nevertheless, de Certeau avcids the division between cral snd
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written. In fact, the xind ¢of crality d opOSL1ng I2 analyze
functions within the scriprural society; there is no such thing as a

A1) : ” - - » - 3 o~ - - M - . —~ - N N~ .
pure veice” That the analyst can translate. For de Cerceau, “Ces voix

ne se font plus entendre qu’a l’intérieur des systémes scripruraires ou

r

elles reviennent” [Ibid., 196:. The importance of orality .5 also
emphasized in L’invention du quotidien 2. Habiter, Cusiner (1994}, where

es I what wouid be 3

(a1

1T
e

e

he defines crality as one of the three pric
Sclence pratique du singulier.

According to de Certeau, the veice (lIa veoix! exists cnly under <he
figure of a citaticn within the (social} text written by -he scripturary
machine (Ibi1d.,227). As such, two characteristics mark -hese citations:
they work as a pre-text and they are reminiscent. The citation makes
possible the construction of the text (it is a pre-text), but they also
disturb the text (they are reminiscent) {Ibid., 228). Orality is an
exteriority without which writing weuld not be possible: “la veix fait
écrire” (Ikid.,23%). Nevertheless, the text is for the voices (voix du
corps) a stage that constrains and alters their character but,
conversely, the scene is also altered by the voices — “voix altérées et

altérantes” (Ibid., 236).

new equilibria.
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The fundamental role of orality as an organizing principle is
repeatedly stressed by de Certeau. Reading, for instance, is made
possible by oral communication, which is one of the aspects that
guarantees its tactical status. Here, as cbserved in the Intreducrion,
the pair writing/reading can be substituted by production/consumption
(Ipid., 243). De Certezu does not deny that the relationship between
consumers and producers is uneven. What he questicns, though, is the
activity of consuming as being a passive cne ‘Ibid., 24%5;. The author
refuses the idea of consumers passively absorbing products, and being
molded by them. Such an understanding, he argues, can pe traced back to
the Enlightenment and the develorment ¢f the idea that the bock will
educate scclecty ‘Ikid., 241-2'. Yez, the relationship croducer/cconsumer
— media/consumers, Zor instance — envisaged as 2 passive cne finds yer
another analogous model: it reproduces the relatiocnship Church/farzhicl
(fideles) iIbid., 245). Therefore, contrary =o such passive

lve agcrivicy.

erspectives, de Certeau asserts that reading 1s a prcduc

‘0
a

Tc read is an active/creative exercise that 1s made pessible by oral
communication (Ibid., 244). As he explains:
Une mémoire culturelle acquise par !’audition,
par la tradition orale, permet seule et
enrichit peu a peu les stratégies

d’ interrogation sémantigue dont le déchiffrage
d’un ecrit affine precise ou corrige les

attentes. Ue celle de 1’enfant jusgu’a celle du

scientifique, la lecture est prévenue et rendue

pcssible par la communication orale (Ibid.,

244)
By emphasizing the importance of crality, the power of the text as a
stable system controlled by the author loses part of its efficacy. By
analogy, reading is to writing what tactics are To a place controlled by
strategies; in other wcrds, reading is a movement within a contrclled
space.

What is, then, the status of the text? For de Certeau, reading is

the effectuation of the text. The text only has signification when it is



read, it depends on the reader. For this reason, the text is organized
by a code that escapes it. Hence, the text 2nly becomes text in its
relation to the reader. Such relation is marked by two combined

“attempts”. Cne refers to the will to organize a readable space i(ro

wrire) and the other is related to a “démarche”, a movement wWithin the
text {rtc read) that is necessary to effectuate it Ibid., 247). For de

Certeau, the possibility of & literal meaning of a text is the resulc of

sccilal power (Ibid., 248); it 1s the =2ffect of -he division between

nimsell recognizes 1t. Such emphasis, he argues, aims at reminding us
~hat one cannot simply take readers for fools !

Nevertheless, to the question of an overpewered reader, the author

[}

j SN } 4 w ; 3 — 144
his or her pesition: “Qui lic en 2ffen?

peints o the fragility of
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tIbid., i. For de Certeau, :there 1s no doubt that zhe scripturary

soclety extends 1ts powers To most remote glaces <of our imaginary, as
ith the media (Ikbid., 2354). Hcwever, =

nappens an argument
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S not the same as considering such power o be absclute. As previousiy
mentioned, different uses and different practices imply & pluralizy of
results (la culture au pluriel}. Were social texts absolute, society
wcould be homogenecus and stable.
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answer that reflects much cf his position zowards God, history, culture

and other subjects he deals with. In fact, his response is « quote from

[{]

another author, Jacques Scicher: “Ce n'est pas moi comme vérité mais moi
comme l’incertitude du moi, lisant ces textes de la perdition. Au plus
que je lis, au plus que je ne les comprends pas, au plus que Ca ne va
pas du tout” (Ibid., 251). The insecurity intrinsic to the act of

reading is the effect of the reader’s lack of a proper place. According

to de Certeau, the reader is never the owner of the place (lieu), rather
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he or she is a veoyageur within the other’s place(Ibid., 251-2). This
position, or rather the absence of a place for the reader, echoces cnce
mere the mystical thought of de Certeau and also his approach to the
process of enunciation. As menticned above, the mystical “I” whc speaks,

who performs an action, has an “empty form.” He cor she speaks from a

“siteless site related tc the fragility of social positicn” .de Certeau
1897, 3%0).
At the beginning of this discussion about the essential character

of orality, a guote from de Certeal menticoned “une mémolre culturelle.
Memory is ancther xey t£s understanding de Certeau’s descripticn of
Tactical movements, aithough it is a question that the auther did ncco
have the time toc develop carefully . In brief, the author defines

memory as folicows: “une présence & la piural.té des Zemps 27 ne se

limite donc pas au passé” (Ibid., 320) . This abstract definition

[

"~

eflects a refusal to lccate memory as being a phencmenon whose activity

is dependent exclusively on past experiences . To betrer understand zhe

functicning of memory in the way de Certeau 2nvisages :1T is again easier
1f one Looks at his examples. The topic appears in his discussion abcut
the Greek métis (an art 2f thinking). In a general manner, de lerteau

identifies in zhe notion of méris a close model =c the tactics he wants

to study, but he stresses the dependence c¢n contingent situations.

The analysis of memory is briefly addressed in L’inventicn du
quotidien 1. Arts de Faire. According to Giard, de Certeau regretted the
fact that he did net pay much attention to memery in the bock and had
plans to discuss it more carefully, perhaps, in the third veolume of
L’invention du quotidien that never appeared (cde Certeau 1990: XXII).

De Certeau differentiates memory (mémoire) from scuvenir. According
“o him “Il fthe souvenir] brille comme une métonymie par rapport a un
tout” (de Certeau 1990: 133).

-’ Burke’s descripticn of memory addresses similar questions, althcugh
ne i1s mecre critical of Freud than de Certeau appears to be.
Nevertheless, Burke’s description may help to understand what is being
discussed here. According tc him, “ There are many kinds of unconcious
memories which, though not explicitly recalled, are recallable on
demand” (Burke 1966: €9).

48



t

~he

moment”

-

=
e d’un non-lieu mouvan

e “righ

C organicartion,

“espac

=3

is
dynam

ic

memory’s

4

he

intervenes
Tt

tion,

"
>

b
memory

o
general description,

a
o him,

[a}

-

-

Fecllewing his desc

sultable

tkaircs),
According

ot
™
-

o)

eads

relates to

a knowledge that cannot
aces into places.

rary soclety -

on
tu

these four key terms

an

-

storytelling is fundamental organizing
49

n addition,
rather

language,
Finally,

ative operation.
of

upheaval or wa

n,

45 a perrorm
Q

utzi

ocu

£

“pure voice,” but as a practice within scrip

(the tactical moment).

evo

3
T



This four term model raises a number of questions. Firs

(a

, how
should checretical discourse deal with tactics? Second, how do they
problematize the critiques of de Certeau’s work? Finally, assuming that
de Certeau’s analysis is useful to understand the dynamic organization

sues will be dealt with

4]

of society, what are its shortcomings? These i

in cthe following sections and i1n zhe next chapter.

The Theoretical Value of Fiction
If tactics escape theoretical discourse, how can one talk apour

them? A further examination of the examples given in the first chapter -

the study of la culturs pepulaire, history, and Toucault’s account =%

“he disciplinary scciety - may cffer scme insights. Once more, Toucault
13 Y J

is a good starting polnt o discuss such guestions. Tactical

O
}=

cerations

[n?)

appear In foucault’s Zzexts art least 1n TwWo ways: 1! as movements o
escape within the grder described by Feucault, and 27 as the very means
{ie. tropes) by which he develops his argument. Tactics escape
Fouceult’s discourse for in his attempt ¢ find a zommon macriX, the
Technecloqy of power, he overlooks the dynamic on the orther side of zhe
chain, where consumers, readers and pedestrians cbey different lLanguage-
games. As de Certeau puts it, in this sense, Foucault’s work cresents a
monotheist view, whereas the dynamic of society is polytheist. In fact,
it is 2 matter of a polytheism within the monctheism c¢f the pancpticon
presented by Foucault (de Certeau 1997, 188). Although the absence of
references to the dynamic that organizes a scciety in relation tc

panoptical procedures may be a “blindspot” in Foucault’s work, his

L}

£ restify to

=

capacity to describe these organizing procedures may itse
how what is received and imposed by power may be redisplayed otherwise.
It is Foucault’s ability to use (select, divide, etc.), a performative
act, the material available to him, which opens the possibility to think

about the disciplinary apparatus. What is Foucault delivering to his
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readers then? As de Certeau observes, Foucault is a storyteller (Ibid.,
192} . The stories :told by Foucau:it manifestly have their corigins in a
fissure in the disciplinary apparatus that allows him %o irgnically

rofit frcm a pancoptical perspective o gquestion panoptical procedures.

Ko}

At the end, the story Foucault tells his readers, which is a

)

erformative actT, is a ficrion.

'Q
[
}

abcut culture without xilling it and that the idea of culture pepulaire

s fourded in zhe very discourse =f the Lateliectuals thaz aim o

tn

analyze iT. How would de CerzZeau, then, do things differently? First o
all, rthe constraints .Lmposed Ty language are uindeniapble and thios

inciudes de Cercteau’s own limitations as a speaker . As presented in

the previcus chapter, there mMust always te z death for speech parois

fact, he admits that, in an articie coc-authored by Giard, “nes

catégories de savolir sont encore Lrop rustiques =2t nos modéles dfanalyse

Trop peu €labores pour ncus permettre de penser le folscnnement inventi
des pratiques quotidiennes” (de Certeau, Giard & Mayol 1994, 361
Ncnetheless, the authors point to some %exts, such as che work of
Wictgenstein and Austin, that might offer hypotheses for thinking about
those issues{Ibid.,358). In L'Invention du quotidien I. Arts de faire,
de Certeau alsc calls attention Ceo attempts to recover voices that are
silenced, such as in Deleuze’s Anti-Oedipe and Lyotard’s Eccnomie

libidinale (de Certeau 1990, 236).

-* The use of language is discussed more carefully in the next chapter.

- See de Certeau’s “Les révolutions du ‘croyable’” about the necessity
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Although de Certeau did not have the time to develop further his
ideas concerning the study of ordinary culture, he and Giard do suggest
some points upon which such research should focus: the cral, the
crdinary, and I’cpeérarcire (de Certeau, Giard & Maycl 1994, 3223). The
importance of the oral was discussed akove. Briefly, the oral has a
foundational character in sccizl exchange. There -1s nc communication
without orality (Ikid., 358). L’cpératoire, in turn, refers “o =he
practices :operaticzns! that crganize a culzure. As de Certeau and Giard

write, “la culture n’est pas 1l’information, mais scn “raitement par une

série d'opérations en Ionction d’oblectifs et de relations sociales
{Ibid., 358). Such operaticns have three aspec:is: aesthetic, polem:ic,

and ethical. The aesthetic character o5f zhese cperaticns finds ics
correlative in rthe poetic gesture that re-uses a given :anguage while
transforming it. The polemic refers o the fact tThat o Take 3 _anguage
and re-use implies a power relaticnship. For this reason, such
operations also have an ethical character recause they point o a
resistance against an imposed model (Ibid., 3S8). Finaily, the authors
insist that research should focus on the “ordinary”. The “ardinary

i1’crdinaire) cf a culture refers t©o the practices that ccnsume - nct a

passive put a2 preoductive consumptlen - what they receive c¢beving

[}
.

particular codes of reference, and personal interest (Ibid., 36
Rather than being homogenecus, the ordinary culture is formed by a

plurality of codes, references and interests. In other werds, there is
plurality of language-games, tc use one of Wittgenstein’s expressions,

owing rules linked to perticular situaticns.

Hh
b+

cl
This brief ocutline does not aim to offer a mcdel of research.

Rather, they are clues To start thinking about what is usually lef:

aside by modern research methods when they attempt o study culture. In

s¢

[

addition to such references, de Certeau’s approach :tc history may a

of authorities (references) {(de Certeau 1993).



offer other insights. In the debate published in Histecire, Mystique et
Politique: Michel de Certeau (1991} the questicn about de Certeau’s
medel of doing history was raised by Pierre-Jean Labarriere (Giard,
Martin & Revel, 1991: 124). Martin responded that when he asked de

Certeau about models, the latter suggested Zo pursue what resiscs tha

t

mcdel. One could first construct an :mperative model zo then tackle what

[p]

5

iz does not deal with (Ibid., 154). Giard, in <urn, gives a moras
detailed analvsis. Her reading of de Certeau suggests that the latter
does not give & specific status to models, nor does believe thar ~hey

have the capacity 2f delivering a truth that is nidden benind the facts.

Ziard like Martin also argues chat for de Certeau =here is
oI pushing every model tc 1ts limits in order to demcnstrate what thne

mode. 15 capable of and what it leaves as a remainder — that which

cannot be named, iabeled, accessed or, .n one word, contr=liied :Ipid.,

154). Yet, and this is perhaps a gccd way =c summarize de Certeau’s
positicon tewards models, Giard writes that this exercise =f pusning =2

model To LIs limits is an “exercice inconfortabie qui substitue a

2’ ideal de vérité .'exigence de veéracité” (Ibid., 1535 -. As such, <he
model 1s used by the histerian as a tool; it is in service 2f %he
nistorian, but he or she can never beccme a slave ¢f a mcdel, even if he
or she masters it better than other methcds :(Ikid., 155). In spite of
the clarifications offered by de Certeau and Giard, what is presented by

= 2
- 7

de Certeau is a picrure cf historians whe cannot tell the “trut

IS

cultural theorists that cannot talk about culture and a Foucault who
does not deliver what he wants: the organizing principle cf a society.

However, this does not imply the impossibility of writing or talking

1

abcut such problems. Rather, it pcints, first, tec the necessity of

- Lyotard is concerned with similar problems in his discussion of
“impiety” and Plato: ‘Le simulacre est trompeur comme idole (eidolon):;
mals pris commme eikos (vraisemblant), il aussi un indice sur le chemin
du vrai, du ‘propre’ (Phedre 261 sqgq.)” (Lyotard 1983: 42).
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recegnizing the theoretical value of ficticen.
Throughcut this paper, the idea of ficticn has appeared in
different situations: as the ficticns of culrtural cthecrists and

nisteorians whe believe to speak in the name of the real; as the ficrion
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Where does a fiction acquire LTS .egizimacy afzer all
he act of belleving i{s an investment made by subjects in a propesition
neld as right (de Certeau 1990, 2¢0)., However, pelieving is a rather

complex process. What and why is something believable?

the year previous T

(n

pelieve something? In an article published in 198
his death, de Certeau states that a technical concept for telieving is
missing LD anthreopelicogy including religisus anchropolcgy :de
1985, 252}. The authcr, then, develops an arqument about zhe act of

believing centered in the noticn of an Cther which Zounds discourse and
escapes 1t. The relationship with <he Qther, writes de Certeau, appears

e

—
p-o

“sous de ZIormes interrelaticnneiles (la zelation i autrui}, tempcre
{la loi d'une durée) et pragmatique (la résistance des choses),” that
is, to belief is a “pratique de l’autre” .Ibid., 252). It is important
to notice here that the focus of de Certeau’s argument is on the
operations involved in believing instead of on the object of pelief
(article de foi).

De Certeau draws part of his analysis of believing on Aristotle’s

nction of endoxa. According to the author, endoxa points to what is

acceptable to everycne, the majority, or the prudent men {(sic). But,
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what is acceptable? De Certeau finds in Aristotle a cycle: “est ‘endoxo’
{admis) l'éncconcé tenu par un locuteur ‘endoxo’ {admis!” (Ibid., 257:.

Although, the gproblem of a definition of prudent men and women scill is
a problematic, as it was in Arisctortle’s -ime, what de !

in cthe Aristotelian formula is the impossibility of an autonomeous

chilosopny {Ipid., 237!. That is, what is acceptatie ziwavys depends o
the social relation, itz depends on what was received previously (le

regu) as endoxa. The child learning zc talk. What

n

4=

mplest analogy L

4]
1Y

ne or she learns from his or her parents, friends and reiatives will

all0wW nolm Qr ner ©2 produce nls or her cwn discourse: “C'est un discours
des autres qul rend possible la construction 4’un discceurs propre”

n

‘Ibid., Z236}.

The procedures that organize what is received demands a time (lsa
icl d’une durége) to define whe may speax and what may ce spoken
t17énoncé) and a time to assure the coherence of zhe éncnce, ::s

consequences and 1S relations o other énoncés (Ibid., 233). The

re disseminarted,

'Y

problem ftcday is that such authoritative organizacions

(al
2.
$-

As de Cerreau observes, “l’andcxal s’'es 1Sséminéd aux guatre coLns au

T

reférentiels”
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monde en macro- ou micro- constel
tIbid., 2£9). Nevertheless, fcr de Certeau, the received . le recu! still
forms the basis for practices that will create sccial cor scientific
organizations. Zvery pelief stems from what it has received as
admissible (Ibid., 259). De Certeau calls the dissemination of whart is

pelievable {les croyances) a pecétique. What such a poetic produces as
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believable has an incomplete meaning and its repr

[
th

metaphors that allcw different representations. Regarding the act of
believing, the author argues that it involves two postulates that are in
tensicn but that cannot be overcome: “il v a de l’autre, et, 4’'autre

part, Il deoit y avoir du sens [author’s emphasis]” (Ibid., 260). Hence,

the believable is the representation of an aesthetic experience (the
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admiration of the other) and ¢f an ethical a prieri (Ibid., 261).

The selecticn of what is received and the selection ¢f speakers
obey analcgous procedures in both social and scientific areas. When it
comes Lo the institutional treatment 0 what is received, the
instifution substitutes the poetic that disseminates what is received in
order to speak in the name cf i1t - the instituricn acquires a
enunciative character. Playing the role of the speaker, the institution

gives coherence tc¢ what 1s received and, then, re-presents iz |

[\]

i=2). The ris

1Y

in this process, according o de Cerceau, 1is rthe
detachment between cthe institution and the poetics of the racu.

According o him,

L'instituticn gqui réglait les croyances se
transfiorme alors en une instirtution zechnique.
Zlle cesse d’'étre elle-méme recue ou croyable,
sincn au titre de la crovance généralie gul

dans le paradigme culturel d’aujourd’hui tou
d’nier?), s’attache & une scientificité :(Ibid.,
263}

Refusing “he general belief in scientificity, de Cerzeal stresses -he

l'

I - 33 ) . - F -
ctign's credibliity stems from =hne

operations (of pelieving) described above as la pratique de I’autre.

Tactics Undermining Places or Places Organizing Tactics???

The Introducticn of this thesis presented scme critiques of de
Certeau. Afrer going through de Certeau’s ideas, it is time now to
discuss such readings more carefully. While the observations made by
Frow, Mecrris, Caroux and Fiske (who 1s rather an enthusiast of de
Certeau) will reappear, we will ccnsider the work of others as well.

Once more, our discussion will start with Frow’s remarks. Frow observes

-* This section will leave aside Fiske’s (1988) case because it is not a
critique of de Certeau’s work. For more about the relaticn between the
work of John Fiske and de Certeau, see Buchanan (1993), Morris (199Q:
22-33) and Silverstone (1994: 263-4).
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that tactics have a “semiotic and systemic dimension” and that it is
recessary tc emphasize this aspect in de Certeau’s work because it is

easy to miss it due to the latter’s insistence on the “singularity and

n

.
.

particularity of practices” {Frow 1991, 59). As he write

The point is that uses and doings are codified,
and that these generative codes will
necessarily feed back into the process cof
textual producticon. There are no codes sf
reading to which there will not correspond (a
least peotentially) a set of codes of ’ri"rg
The appeal to a pristine (and invisible}
experience (author’s emphasis! <f the zex
coth unwarranted and in principle dange o}
. The danger is this: zhat in the absenc
realized texts which can be subijecrted
determinate analysis - in the absence
definite and graspable obilect - zhe anaiy
will inevitably reccnstruct such an oblec

T .5

us . .
of

c

-
ol

ot m v

To this, it is worth adding Proulx’s similar observations. Proulx,
ncwever, 3ppears T2 Ce mMCre prone Io accept an aciive audience. His

analysis stresses the usefulness of de Cerzeau’s ideas for thinking

[¢/]

about media and hls questioning owes much 72 hls reading of Toucaul

Proulx offers the following analysis:

Alors gque pcur de Certeau, i1i ¥y a un <livage
~rés net entre stratégie du pouvoir et
résistance a celui-ci, Foucault définira de
néme dans un premier temps, les pratigues de
résistance cComme reéponses aux sStr ategles
anonymes du pcuvoir. Mals dans 1’analyse
complexe de Foucault, ces fovers de résistance
seront en méme temps les lieux a partir
desquels le pouveoir s’installe et prend prise

{Prouix 1994, 194)

And later he asks:

Par ailleurs, les pratiques individuelles de
résistance scciale et culturelle cont-elles
encore aujourd’hui la possibilité de se
traduilre par une action collective dans la sci-
disant société de communication”?-' Ne sontc-
elles pas, au contraire, immédiatement
récupérées par des stratégies marketing de
contréle continu des tactiques? (Ibid., 194-3)

-* The guestion concerning the socio-political impact of tactics is also
raised by Carcux (1982). This problem will be discussed later.
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As far as we are concerned, there is no reason tc believe that de

Certeau’s develcopment of the

In

»

1wotion of tactics represents an autonomous

Q.

operation in relation to the disciplinary apparatus, o use a

As 1T was observed in our descripticn of de
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Certeau’s scripturary machine, resistance is cften reduced cnly ¢ a

2f pain. A Foucauldian argument wouid suggest thaz this limict
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of the body implies an adaptation of the apparatus =
cendicion of the pody, as gower needs the bedy to rterform its
disciplinary operations. De Certeau prcbably would not refuze such an

argument. However, Thls recogrniticn of the power 2f adaprtation »f =<he

other, <an successfully imagine modern Western sccieties as having a
Stable organizaticn. AL mOST, one can See a tempcrary negemcny.

In a given hegemonic situation, depending on the approach,
resistance may te located at the pody who sScCreams, ar "he 2Cconomical
centradiction intrinsic zc capitalism or at the sovereign subijectz, if
one still belleves in a ligeral mcdel. De Certeau “0l.0WS 3 Line o°F

thought that reccgnizes rthat the body may be and often Is, but nec

s, the last instance 9f res:istance. Nevertheless, he wants

b

necessariliy
to call attenticn to the perfermative character of practices other than
the ones related to pcwer, control, and domination by using a linguistic
analogy: enunciation. The argument that tactics are also systematic has
more to do with mcdes of cperations than with simply cbeying a textual
code, which is only part of the enunciative process. The text may be a
departing point for a zactical !enunciative) operation, but the tactical
moment (the enunciative act) implies other aspects alien to the
organization of the text. The enunciative process implies a previous

text; however it is alsc a deflection of the text, as the writing of the
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text (an cperation of control that is also performative) itself deflects

che objects it aims at representing. It is this performative act tha:t

[7]]

renders meaning a very complex issue. Bearing in mind the enunciative
correlation, the examples of the pedestrian, the reading act, and others
presented by de Certeau tc describe tactical operaticns should zlsc be
underscood as perfeormative acts.

In regard to the reconstruction of the analyst (Frow’s critigque)

n

and the fact that marketing strategies will recover zactical mevement
{Proulx’s critique), it is clear that this may occur and ofren does.
Hcwever, this eventual “recuperaticn” will feedback tc The social zex:,
“ransforming the social reallity, in a way that invclves a =ension within
everyday practices. Neither the word of the analyst, nor the strategies
cf marketing, represent the end of the symbolic axchange. Just as =he

T depends cn everyday pract:ices .the Jther! =0 create nis ar ner

1]

naly

n

discourse - as Foucault’s disciplinary apparatus decerds on the body —
everyday practices aisc depend on what thev receive - what .s endexc —
0 create their own stories. What is at srtake here is a productive

3ctivity that always depends upen and i1s in ccnstant tensicn with an

Trow also raises the question of the bi-poclar and monolithic idea

of power presented by de Certeau (Frow 1991, 37-3). Morris makes =z

milar remark when she observes that polarities “mark not only the

S

}

semantic organization of de Certeau’s discourse but the narrative thrust
of his text" (Morris 1990, 37). Such interpretations may have a common
origin. As observed above, de Certeau stresses the performative
character of everyday practices by prefiting from an enunciative
correlation. Hence, the metaphor usually implies a pair such as speaker
and interlocutor, énoncé and €nonciation. Perhaps that i1s why there is
an apparent bi-polar model in de Certeau’s text. However, the

enunciative metaphor refers to every particular svmbolic situation

59



involving an interaction of two sides. Therefore, the metaphor applies
te different relationships produced ty different lanquage-games. By the
same Coken, different language-games will prcduce different forms of
tactical procedures. Morecver, to think in terms of a bi-polar model, is
to think abecut places and spaces as distinct categories. Agalin, the
enunciative correlaticn suggested by de Certeau wants exXactly To avoid a
division that has its correlative in the distintiction between langue
and parclie and 2nconcé and énonciation.

Morris, as observed earlier in the Introduction, is also suspicigus
of a category of Other that does not arrive anywhere. Morecver, she
quest:ons the alienation of the intellectual :zowards evervday life,

constitutive of academic

cr

which, according tco ner, is contingent and no
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practice (Morris 1990, 36-7!. 'n what ccncerns the firs
does the Cther arrive at?) 2oster’s cbservations abour de ZJerteau’s work
may nhelpful: “The thecry of the everyday is surely no outline of
revoiuticon, no Jgrand strategy of upheaval. Instead de Certeau’s pesition
serves to cconfirm the unsutured nature of the sccial” (Pcster 1992,

03y, In cther words, tactics point ¢ a sociai dynamic, rather <han =o

an agenda. However, as it will be arqued in the next chapter, -actical

alienation of the researcher from everyday practices, such alienatiorn is
constitutive to the extent that language in general :mplies a deflection
from reality. This does not imply that the researcher cannot talk about
everyday practices. Rather, it points to the necessity of acknowledging
that as a representation, the discourse of the researcher has an
ordinary status, a condition that must be admitted from the beginning

and should not be hidden in his or her professicnal practice.

arlier in this sectiocn, a quote from Proulx raised the gquestion

3]

concerning the possibility of everyday practices tecoming a collective

mode of intervention {Proulx 1994, 195). Proulx’s concern about rthe
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apparent lack of a collective character of the anti-discipline is shared

-

by Carcux. For Caroux, de Certeau

lisartion

1

les menaces que le processus de séria

sphére des relation sociales que

Sur

’21). In his view, industrial ism and

society push zhe crivate

readings of Sennett, Habermas, ancd Arendt, he
le méme:
aticn, ces réseaux d’antldi

nent deux processus qui
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tut:ionnelles (Ibid,

This movement tcowards

ccllective character fcr Caroux in the sense

new solidarities. However, such sclidari-ies

dc not have a strategic

Tcllective crganization of

Introduction, it was observed that

Tions 1s in

between place and space which appears to echo

petween =the the private spheres.
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~he separation between

wnich be may usefu
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the meaning of the distinction,
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other instances and activities

society; it is to believe that society
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bureaucratic institutions that do nort

subjects. Nevertheless, Caroux

questions. Trcpes, <rickery and other

actual resistance or may backfire. Conversely,

movements simply as a passive anti-discipline.
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a clear distincirtion

the Case 2! j

exist. Tec think in terms

some cases depending upcn

risk of excluding a series

(R 1

to the corganizatiocn o

livab cnly by

the acrtivity of their

and Proulx are not wrong in asking such

operations may avoid

one cannot take such

In the worst case

scenario, such anti-discipline demands at least a new organization of
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power. The organization of power depends on the body to exist and, if
there is a fissure in this process of control, other forms of pcower may
be being crganized. Finally, as Poster elaborates, de Certeau’s theory

or revolution, but points to the tensions

ot
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of rtacrtics is no

A final commentatcor of de Certeau’s werk worth of discussicn is

Roger Silverstone (1994). He suggests that de Certeau understands the

dynamic of everyday life in a dichctomous way that cannot be sustained
in his discussion of zelevision and
for an “essential zensicn .” As ne

It [the essential tension!, of course, refers
ICc & dialectic at the neart of sccial reaiity.
This dialectic is that of the play and place of
ia in sociai fe T 18 a diaiecrtic of
i aint, of activity and
passivity, of the puklic and private, d iz :Ls
wWworked through at the interface of

inscrtutional forces and indiwviduel actions,
historically situated and embedded in =zhe
contrary disccourses cf everyday life (Ibid., X!

Such an argqument does not seem 7o e at odds with de Certeau’s analysis.
The ideaz that there is nc division cetween piace and space, that the
oral can only te understood within the scripturary machine, =that stories
transfeorm places into spaces and spaces into places, appears to point ¢
the “essential tension” {dialectic) that Silverstcne .s arguing for,
although the author suggests otherwise.

Silverstcne also callis attention %o another very important issue in
de Certeau’s work: the inconsistency and contradictory aspect cf the

1994,

o

ilatter’s metaphors tc describe the social dynamic (Silverstcne
163). Silverstone is right. De Certeau’s metaphors suggest confrontation

(war and guerrilla), banality {(play and rent}, and even theatricality

- Essential in the sense of a constant tension and not as something
intrinsic or unchangeable to one of the sides involve in the dialectical
process (Silverstone 1994: X).

62



{trickery). In regard to de Certeau’s metaphors, it is interesting to
note that many commentators of his work tend to focus cnly on some of
his metaphors, and, depending on the ones chosen, de Certeau appears to
offer a more optimistic or pessimistic approach. For instance, Fiske
seems To have a predilection for adaptaticn, trickery, manipulation, and
guerrilla warfare [Fiske 1988, 2£8-9), Silverstcne also stresses the

military metaphor but alongside the geographical one :Silverstone 1394,

120} . Proulx argues that de Certeau’s paradigm 1s reading .Proulx 1984,
:80}. Zvery metaphor offers its limits and possibilities, but it is
remarkaple that those Who Stress the war metachor tend ¢ read de
Certeau as offering 3 binary and monolithic understanding of power. In
other words, tc focus on the war metaphor may :ead =2 an A versus 3
picture, A and 3 heing coherent organizations.

The inconsistancy of de Certeau’s vocabulary may pe either z resultc
of a consclous strategy that refuses —o analyze a varierty of social
interactions i1n the same manner, or an indicat:on of the auther’s
struggle with his own ideas. In any event, we sStill see zhe
fundamentalily perrormative character Of tactics, as they are correlativa
¢ the ernunciative process. Indeed, prerformativity is central since

reading, use, spatial organization, and play ail imply a performative
act. It is thus now to performativity that I shall turn, and in the next
chapter draw on rhetorical theory tc deal with guestion ¢f enunciaticn.
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CHAPTER 4

LANGUAGE AND THE SPACE OF TACTICS

Michel de Certeau dedicated a great deal of his work —o srress the

[ ]}

active parcicipatlior averyday practices .n the organizazion of the

2

2

sccial fabric. His emphasis con operations other chan the so-called
discipiinary ones 1s not the result of a naive undersctanding >f <he

power relations at stake. Instead, it arises in an acknowledgement that

organize society are lcsing, or have lost, their legitimacy due %o an

and because of a pluralization of points
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of references. The author seeks 2o suggest ways to start understanding
the dynamic of a scclety trying te crganize .tself withcut a Sgpeaker,
withcut & universal rule.

If de Certeau’s work, in what concerns agency, may Lcok optimistic

in reliation to more deterministic theories, 1t is probably tecause rthe

4]

author has clearly shifted o a different cbiject cf research. De Certeau
seems to have taken risks in theorizing the active participation of
subjects, but while he is very careful in calling attenrion to the
performative/creative/productive character of everyday practices, he is
less concerned with, or did not have the time to describe, how tactical
operations may develop into solidaridarities, fail tc do so, or may
occur without a tactician’s intention. This is to our view the main
shortcoming of de Certeau’s theorization of tactics. If it is true that
a plurarity of points of references, solidaririties, communities and

language-games offer the ground to tactical operations to succeed, de
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Certeau tells us very little about the process that criginate them. Such
a thecrization is needed to bring de Certeau closer
debated in Cultural Studies. This chapter will deal exactly with these
aspects of tactics. Hcwever, to acknowledge that resistance mav not

succeed does not mean that tactics are not a changing factor in the

organizacicn of space. Tactics must ce read as 2 Continuous movement
attempting tc profit from contingent situations, a movement zhat marks

the unsclved btusiness of the social, rather than a move 2f 3 againsc B,
In order to advance de Certeau’s argument, actics will be analyzed from
@ rhetorical perspective, foilowing his own suggestion that they are
crrelative To enunciative processes and tropes. 3y opting o feocus on
enunclaticn and tropes, this discussicn will e develcpead primarily in
terms Of language. In doing so, this analysis will set aside other
aspects such as the material conditions of or —he psvchological factors
involved in resistance. Nevertheless, this emphasis on language dces not
deny problems .nvoiving octh material and psychclogical issues.

Je Certeau’s correlation between tacrics and =ropes is not ~he solie

motive That make uUS turn to rhetoric. Solidar:izies and communities impliy

™

agreement among individuals. Such reements are achieved

[
Q

some sort o

[

oy persuasicn and identifications that depencd on centingent situatisns,

m of rhetoric. Tropes, as zactics, are part of the

=

and this L[s the rea
performative use of language that leads to such identifications. Bearing
this in mind, this chapter wili stress twe basic noticns: (1) the status
of language as a space <f conflict and identification that limits and

open pessibilities, and {2} the figure of the addressee as a determinanc<

an effective tactical operation. In order to do so, it is

ial}

factor o

20 address the issue of the contingent and the unavecidable

[N
n

mportan
necessity of place. This first step is necessary to locate the space of

agency within language.



The Given Place

According to de Certeau, strategies refer o a series of cperations
that aim at organizing space. Cne of their main procedures is the
exclusicn of the Other. In the case of modern Western culture, *“he
gesture that best captures such operations of eliminaticn is writing.
Such elimination also produces a discourse on the Other, a practice that
effaces its origins and its relations o power. Therefcre, as an 2pect
of study, the Other is absent and is produced (as a different cother) by

the strategles that organize social space ia discipline or a 3society:

A}

Hoewever, the absence of zhe Qther has a fcundat:
ailows different zexts to prcliferate. Zcnversely, the absence 2% che
Other also points o the death that haunts every discourse. Finally,

Strategles provide a “victory” zver time as they organize —he elemencts

organization c¢f places sc :mportant? The emphasis on the creation o°F

olaces 1s fundamental because every function, move or characteristic
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h

involived in the noticn of <actics presuppcses 2 place. The dep

Tactics on a place is anaiogous to the dependence of a rhetorical =rcpe

tn

on the existence of an organized language. Tactics, as tropes, need
something Zo play with, =o make fun of, t©o use and to re-use. The

rom a place, as the wWritten cannct

rm

existence oI tactics is ilnseparab.e
be thoucht of without the cral, or as one cannot separate !‘dncnciation
from l’énoncé or parcle from langue.

Paradoxically, 1f it is true that a myriad of disciplinary
procedures aim at crganizing social space, within these proper places
dwells a limiting and liberating capacity for those who are subjected to
them. It 1s limiting because what the place presents as admissible (is
regu} will determine much of cne’s perception of reality and
subjectivity. Hewever, as far as language is concerned, the relationship

between what 1is received as “true” and its referent — tangible or not —
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is not fixed. Therefore, the utilization of the same term in a different
way becomes a possikility. The dependence on the QOther, nonetheless, is
unavoidable. A suggestive analysis of this paradox is offered by Butler
in ner the Psychic Life of Power: Thecries in Subjection (1997:.
According to the author, “power not only acts on a sublect but, in a

. : o~

ransitive sense, 2nacrts the subiect into peing” (Butler 1967, 13:.

ct

Later she observes: “Subjecticn expleoics zhe desire for existence, whare
existence is always ccnferred from elsewhere; it marks z primary

vulnerability <o the Other in crder tc be” (Ibid.,21). Why, then, is it

€ not 2 mechanical one. Subljects do not simpliy repeat, as a Tape
rececrder would, what they are told. They may, but zhevy aisc may not.
Reslstance can pe located in this fissure, which alsoc suggests 3

1

the chain of sign exchanges (Butler 1997, 94:!. TYet, the

[

~amporal gap
space Ior different uses »f terms imposed oY power can pe reversed inoa
incenscious process of internalizarion, in an cverlapring of discourses
That can create contradictions within the structzure of power, and lastly

on the body that screams against an excessive artificial fcrm of power

anc cther instances 'See Butler’s discussicn “Between Freud zng

[{]

23-108). The way de Certeau, and rhetcorical

s

99

~]

Foucault”, 3Butler

r

theory Zor that matter, envisage the possibility of a creative use of

o]

language is a result of the aforementioned dissociaticn of the referent,
of the absence of a universal Speaker and ¢f the way human beings use
lLanguage.

To the dissociation of meaning and its terms, the use of language
and the absence of the Speaker, it must be added the indetermination of
the contingent. An illustrative analysis of the consequences of such
indetermination is offered by Aristotle. According to him, there is no

way to avoid the contingent. For instance, when he discusses art as a
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rational quality and as one of the virtues that leads to

suggests that “art” deals with chance, that is, variable

truth he

conditicons that

one encounters. Quoting Agathcn, Aristotle writes, “Chance is belcved of

2,1'. In cther words, the rhetorician cannct predizt che test argumentc
intil he cr she is fazced with che sirtuation =0 be dealt with. Aubencue

[®]
[oN
I

fixed, there would be nc variation, zhere would be n

world znd humans would live in a state of abso

lure knowledge without

room for arguments or for the rhetorician. As Aubenque explains, 1f .o

was established in advance that the ill shculd die or live, why kbother

calling cthe doctor :Ibid., 68).

The ontological indeterminaticn of the contingent affects both

tactical and strategic operaticns. That 1s, not only s

Dy tactical operaticons constrained and liberated by th

also the stability of a place is undermined by a certain degree of

indeterminancy. The place, in what concerns tactical operations, is part
L P

"

o]

inevitable as every social organization presupposes scme

the contingent situaticn that 1s imposed con them. Such

& situation is

sort of

organization. Although the place aims at offering a configuration of

social space, which in fact is necessary, what is important to bear in

mind 1s that every organizaticn will alse be marked by indeterminacy.

This relative condition results from, among other factors, the

ontoclogical indeterminacy of the contingent.
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As limited as a configquration of place may be, scme sort of
organizaticn is necessary and inevitable. For this reason, to scme
extent, the necessity of organizing places, which is an endless orocess,
echoes the necessity cf the rhetorician (represented by the figure of
the phrenimos) to deliberate. Perhaps, the best way tc understand this

need for references is to look again at cne of de Cerceau’s example. The

author’s analysis of the dynamics that organize the city in his
classical article ™Marcher dans la ville” 'de Certeau 1990 seems ro
capture a great deal of the importance of place. In the texT, de Certeau

presents the relation between a rhetor:ic of waiking and the panopzic aeye

m

of the urban planners that attempt to organize the space. In short, the

movement of the passers-oy cannot be grasped by the “blueprint” as 3rawn

2y rthe architects or engineers. Nevertheless, the streets and -heir

[6)

[s0)

groper names STil. work as references for the pedestrians.

pedestrian, illustrated by figure cf che Wandersmanner , creares his or

cf proper names. This movement

4]
n
'0
o
0
1]
"
[
b
st

ner cwn itineraries wirthin
s like a text that he or she writes wizhout being able to read (de
Certeau 1990: 141..

In sum, the challenge of every scciety is tZo organize its
references under the cntolcgical indetermination of the contingenc.
There is no “speaker” to determine what zo do or what is going to

nappen. Nevertheless, every scciety needs references tc exist .

Language as the Space of Constraint and Liberation
As previously discussed, understanding hew human beings use

language 1s fundamental when attempting to comprehend why zhe notion of

. . . A la fois ‘pélerin’ . . ., ‘errant’ . . et surtout marcheur”
(Certeau, 1982: 25).

- “Elles [the authorities, representations or people received as

croyable] permettent une communication et une créativité sociale, car
elles fournissent, & l’une, des références communes, & l’autre, des
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tactics is a useful tool for thinking about agerncy and resistance.
Mcreover, a discussion cf language in general is important because it

will facilitate the analysis <of the function of the addressee as will be

proposed here. The necessity of recognizing zhe status of language in
human relations is emphasized by de Certeau himself, To start <hinkin

about the social dynamic invcliving places and sraces and strategies and
tactics requires acknowledging the existence of a commcn place: the

ordirary iLanguage !(de Certesu 1990, 13). De

[}

crevious chapter, draws much of his apprcach o language on the work o

because zhe meanings of its terms are determined ty their use within
specific language-games PI 7 and 43'. Therefore, Lboth zheoretical

discourse and evervday life conversations follew patterns and are
conditiconed oy situat:ional factors. This does net Lmplv That

cannot actuaily mean fire, zut simply that -“he word can te used with

"
ty

different effects in different situations. Hence, =o underscand che

'
-

ng of a2 word is zo understand its use in a2 sentence, wnich Implies

[

mean
the mastering of a zechnique (PI 199 .

However, instead of restricting this study o de Certeau’s
discussion of the use oI lanquage  , my suggesticon is <C analvze zne

.

matter in relation to Burke’s dramatistic view of language, an agproach

"

that can 3lso pe Located within the field 2f contemporary rhetorical
~hecry. In short, the dramatistic ctheory understands language as
symbolic action. Such an approach is particularly interesting for the
ourposes of this paper because it highlights the performative use of

language. According to this view, language 1s understced in terms of

“its poetic and rhetorical uses (its functions as expression and as

vcies possibies™ (de Certeau 1993b: 18).
- Other linguistic sources influenced de Certeau such as Benveniste’s

theory of enunciation, as discussed in the previous chapter, and less
explicitly Greimas.
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persuasion, or inducement to action” (Ibid.,367!. In addition, the

hecry refuses o reduce language 22 a system of correspcndences between

1

word and thing. Instead, the analysis of lanquage starts with problems
7) .- However, our chocice of Burke
is net only because of the possible parallels one can Zrace between his

and de Certeau’s ideas, but &lso pecause Burke’s rnetorical analvsis

offers important insights, especially thrcocugh his notion of
idencification, to think abocut how people manage Zo agree and use

language in a similar manner. Such uses will lead =o the formation of
different solidarities, communities and language-games. Therefcre, ov
bringing in Burke’s ideas to our discussion of de Certeau, we hope %o

advance the latter’s argument as de Terteal only gestures -owards such

issues.

™

First, pefore dealing with the nction of idenzificatiocn, iLet me
trace some parallels Detween Burke and de Certeau in order %o relare
“heir theories. Burke begins by assuming that human beings are symbcl-

using animelis. In other words, pecple use wo

L]

Is:
93

n

Qr representaflons o
express themselves and make sense cf zhe werld. However, according “c

Burke, numan beings are not SimpLy Symbol-using animals, but also a

symbol-making and symbol-misusing animal (Burke 1966, a). As a symbol-
using animal human belings use words te talk about neonverbal events,

objects and feelings. In this process, words function as a screen
between the human beings and the nonverbal. However, a problem then
arises: people talk about the nonverbal in terms of what they are not,

that 1is, symbcls «Ibid., S5). Therefore, te¢ :talk about things in terms of

what they are not indicates that there is an implicit negativity in

-* Terministic catharsis for Burke implies “transformation” in the sense
of the technically developmental, as when a maijor term is found scmehow
to have moved on, and thus to have in effect changed its nature either
by adding new meanings to its old nature, or by vielding a place tc some
other term that henceforth takes over its functions wholly or in part”
(Burke 1966: 367).
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language. In addition, as was aforementioned, human beings are also
symbol-making and symbol-misusing animals, for a <erm can be used ta
describe different or new situations and things. This aspect of language
is perhaps what led Hutcheon to numorousiy remark that it is some sorc

of a miracle that people ever manage to communicate, especially when

[

communicating in a ironic mode (Hutchaon 1993). Nevercheless, people de

manage o communicate, and even succeed at ircny.

-

fo use words properly, it is necessary to know that it is not =he thing

it stands for Burke 1964, 12). The subscirturicn of a ~hing for a zerm
imglies a process cf 2ntitlement and abbreviation. 3uch a process will
allow Zor che use 2f non-determinate words such as “dcg” and “zar”
'Ibid., 361}, The following example will heip make ~his ~-learer. For

N

instance, 3urke’s example “The man walks down -—he streat” ~an be

understoed 2s & firle for a situation. To function oroperly =he sentence
needs a “fcrgetting” Ibid., 7%) of scme aspects of zhe situation
described - whether <he man is tall or short or is walking fasr or slow.

Iin addit:icn, by abbreviatiocn, the situat:i:cn can be reduced =

walking” situation or a “walk-situation.” As Burke puts irz:

“"Entizling” of thls sort prepares for the
linguistic shortcut whereby we can get next
“universals” such as “man,” “dog,” “:tree,” with
individual men, dogs, and trees serving as
particularized instances or manifestations of
the "perfect fcrms” that are present in the
words themselves (Ibid., 361)

Entitlement, however, is a result of a social process, and not only of
individual uses. Burke understands the nature of words as being
“receptacles cof personal attitudes and social ratings due Zo the fact
that language is a social product” !(Ibid., 361). Understood in this
sense, nature cffers signs for words - which is what Burke calls
linguistic realism. In cther words, nonverbal things are not simply

placed before human beings, but “fare] emblematic of the spirit imposed
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upon {them] by man’s linguistic genius” (Ibid., 362).
The noticrn of entitlement may alsc contribute te understanding some
cf the issues discussed in Culture Studies. Take, for instance, the

recurrent problem of identity. As in Portuguese, Latinc, American,

I
[®)
"

black, white, man and woman, and consider one of these identi-ies,
example, Latine. Recent theories in Cultural Studies admon:ish that
itdentity is fragmented, that it is not fixed, and that crobably noctions

of “becoming” are more accurate than “being”. Zespite The pessibilicy of

processes invclved in the social subjecticn !discourses) and its
internalization by the individual cne can aiso 100k at “he issue “rom a

iinguistic point of view.

realm of reason and dialectic procedures) (See Burke 1369b, 34-30

concerning the relation titles, :mages, .deas:. In cther wcrds, 2ne can

)y~
/1)
r
D
[\1)
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cthink of a lLatino as a person from the geographical
America, which s formed by developing countries, :in a tropical and
subtreopical climate, mostly marked 2y “x” and
This List of raticnalizations f{ideas!, which creates a series of images,
could continue indefinitely. These various ideas already account for
the fragmentary character of identity and, yet, each idea in -urn
implies a “forgetting” of scme scrt. The title Latino, then,

is, the wecrd

it

agglomerates images organized by a series of ideas, tha
Latino is a title for a situation that involves different aspects and
which imply an abbreviation of a myriad of issues.

The consequence of this conception is that to use a word implies a
forgetting of some aspects of the word. This forgetting suggests an
uncensciocus, not only in terms of psychcanalytic theory, but as derived

from what Burke calls “terministic screens.” According to Burke, every
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terminology directs the attention of its user. As he writes: “In brief,

much that we take as observaticns of reality may te but the spinning oQuz
of possibilities in ocur carticular choice of terms” (Ibid., 46). As
everyone must use terms U0 express alm or herself, one always depend cn

terministic screens which are socially determined. For chis reason,

Burke differentiaces the unconsciscusness as understcod in psychoanalytic

(8]}

theory, in terms c¢f repression, znd the unconscious as a consequence o

However, even within the limits of zerministic screens, language

isnedness. 3urke asks: “Whar is

more ‘rverfectionist’ in essence than the impulse, when one is in dire

v

need of scmerthing, ¢ 3¢ state thls need zThat cne in effect ‘defines'

perfection, althcugh :n more subtle ways (Ikid., 1¢é). 7o puz :=

iifferencly, every definition or werd is driven by this orinciple of

perfection in the sense that 1t intends 2r pretends =c account for =z

perfection Lintrinsic o symbclic systems does nst .mply that per

S or can ever be achieved.

rn

7o sum up, when the term Latino is used iz implies a series o

operations that will determine its use — chere :is cirgcular acvement

f»

chat determines different meanings in different siruations. The use of
the term is constrained by varying terministic screenis). The word has
alsc a summarizing aspect, the idea of entitlement, which is induced by
the principie cf perfection. The use of the word is a symbolic action,
and the word is transformed according to given situations, terministic
screens, and the process of entitlement. That is, depending on the
terministic screen, the word Latino can be used in a depreciative way,
with appreciaticn, as one is proud of cailing him cr herself Latinolaj,

and in many other ways. Furthermore, since a dramatistic approach
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highlights problems of expression and persuasion, the use of rerm will
result in a re-action (Ipid., 367!,

How can such a view of language be linked to de Certeau’s analysis,
and mecre lmportantly, how can it be linked £o the gquesrtion of ractics
which is the central concern of this thesis? To begin with, Burke'’s

dramatistic theory, understands language as symeciic action, as

_'
1
s
M)
3
7]
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o]
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3
wn
ot
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expression and persuasion, which bcth imply an act =hat ¢

meaning oI a term. In other werds, Burke’s analysis describes a

cerformative use of language. De Certeau, in <turn, as discussed

previcusly, is alsc concerned with perfcrmance. There is z difference :ir

cheir approaches, as 3urke often looks for his examples in verbal uses

3f language, whereas de Terteau extend his ldeas to a variety of
situations: walking in cthe city, consuming, cooking or living.

Nevertheless, Burke :s also concerned with the symbclic and zhe way

language influences people’s percepticn/deflection of reali-vy. This

trings Burke clcse to de CTerteau, as the latter appears ¢ be pointing

wn

in the same directicon as can be noted in his arficle “Marcher dans la

i

viiie” Walking In the

maniere de faire” !de Certeau 1990, 131!. Therefore, :t should rno:
surprise us that most of de Certeau’s correlative Terms zo tactics have
3 linguistic origin !{enunciaticn, tropes, 2IC.;.

As Zor the principle of perfection inherent tc the use of language,
it complements de Certeau’s analysis. De Certeau touches the same issue

in a somewhat different manner than Burke. For example, according <o de

* Quoting Greimas, de Certeau writes that “Le style spécifie ‘une
structure linguistique qui manifeste sur le plan symboligque . . .

la
maniére d’étre au monde fondamentale d’un homme’” (Certeau 1990: 151

)

.

- “L’usage definit le phénoméne social par lequel un systéme de
communication se manifeste en fait” (Certeau 1990: 151).

75



Certeau, Foucault is speaking from his place, therefcre within a

pecific set of conditicns. But, in order o speak there must a death of

[4}]

the QOther (the object of study). That is, Fcucault silences cther

n

© part of the dynamic organization of society to

[

practices that are 2z

render his text stable. Therefore, the text (a use af language) aims an

n the sense that its elements are dispcsed in a Way that

(B

cerfeccicn

erases possible tensions or fissures, and in that it implies forgetting

cf some scrt as in Burke’s example “The man walks down rhe straer.” De

T is a characteristic that is usually identified with =he wri~=-an rex-.

Speaker. Afrer such a loss, the text becomes che main organizing

Jowever, tThis idea of Ifinishedness is also implied in rthe oral se

°f language. Burxe’s approach may complement de Carteau’s as -he farmer
claims that the princiclie of perfecticn, finishedness, and stabilizy is

style, makes a similar claim when he argues that “here mus~ %e 3 death

instructive: "There is a principle of perfecticn implicit in the nature
of symbol systems; and in keeping with his nature as symbcl-using
animal, man i1s moved by this principle” (Burke 19635, 17). Ccncerning de

Certeau’s metaphorical use cof death, Burke may again help to understand

t

such a metapher. When analvsing Edgar Poe’s work, he states that
“perfection means literally a finishedness. The ‘perfect is the
completely done [author’s emphasis” (Burke 1966, 26~7). In the case at

stake, Poe’s poem “Raven,” death cffers the imagery for the idea of

perfection. When de Certeau claims that there must always be a death for
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speech to exist, he is pecint at the principle of perfection intrinsic to
the use of language.

Returning to the question of of terministic screens, where does it

fiz within tactical and strategic operaticns? Terministic screens are
neither fixed in number, nor in structure. Both straregies and tactics

cperate under givern terministic screens, which may be the same or not,
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the concept ¢f terministic screens? Tc my view, —he answer is no.
The distinction between places and spaces .practiced piace! that de

Certeau makes appears %o be a way of emphasizing the power relaticons

rnvolved in the sccial dynamic <=f a scciety and the necess:ity =F
recegnizing that places zre not stable and cocherent sites. In what

cencerns the use 2f language, both places and spaces, strategies and
Tactics, obey similar ratterns of operations {rropes) in their use of
ianguage. Places and spaces must be :thought 2f tcgether as in & constanr
tension resulting from different uses of language, or from the tension
created by different terministic screens. De Certeau's analysis of
stories clearly points to such a dynamic. As the author observes,
stcries — telling, creating and re~telling - imply 2 performative use of
language that transform places into spaces, and spaces intc places in an
endiess work (de Certeau 1990, 174). Burke's dramatistic view does not
overlook this tension either. When discussing the quest for knowledge,
the author suggests that a dramatistic design would be of this sorz:

One acts; in the course of acting, one
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organizes the opposition to cne’s act (or, in
the course cf assertwng, one causes a multitude
of counter-asserticns te come running from all
direcrtions . . . rd insofar as one can
ancempass such opposition, seeing the situation
anew in terms of 1 nas dizlectically arrived
zhus roundabout at owledge (Burke 1966, 367)

And, then, the he sums up:

Thus roundabout, we’d say that acticn leads o

passion (or suffering che oppositicn] - and

passion leads to revelation (Ibid., 367-8)
3urke's example nere deals with the possible contriburion of a
dramatistic view of language zhat could be offered ©o zhe scienrtific

language as a site of zensions.

To zonclude

fixed relaticn between meanings and things. There :s 2 fissure petween

received meanings and their use. The way lanquage .s used is determined

orcoduces change. Among such factors are -“he negativisty implicit in -he

“forgetting” suggested in the notion of entitlement. Despize al. these
facters, the use of language is still moved by the principie af
perfection, which, in de Certeau’s terms, points %¢c the death that will
fcund every speech. To acknowledge all these factor deces not imply cha:
determined uses of terms may become accepted and that many times such
uses are imposed and reflect a situation of dominatiorn.
such cases there are no guarantees that such uses are going =o be
mechanically accepted by the members of a group. Still, ir does nor
follow that from this indeterminacy the dominant uses of terms will

change, to put it simply, they may or they may not. In any case, such

> The idea is that if cne sets a laboratory to test something, he or
she is necessarily “giving voice” to the thing tested (Burke 1966: 367).
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new uses of lanquage, which are correlative tc tactics and tropes, will
iead tc the creaticn ¢f rew language-games, sclidarities and

communities. These issues are dealt with in the next section.

The Tactical Moment

In the last chapter, while discussing the dvnamic organizatiocn of

2f language in use, :2) the speaker’s appropriazion of a language, 3
the determinaticn of an interlocuter (real or ficticnal), a cencrace,
and (4} the establishment of a present marked v zn “I” -hat speaks .de

Certeau 1990, 256). These aspects are intrinsically relarted zc¢c de

Certeau’s conceptualization of space (practiced place), which, amcng

oI centractual proximities ‘Ibid., 173). Tellowing a similar Line of
thought in his analysis of the mystical ut-terance, the aufhor argues
that the mystical speech creates dialogic spaces basea 2n a velo - “Geod
only speaks to those who..,” or “I only address those who..” - which

“delimits in language a path of circulat:ion znd circumscriproon” (de

"~

Certeau 1997, 91). Zlsewhere, de Certeau states that “:ouft disccurs esc
defini par un destinateur et un destinataire. Il suppcse un contrar my
emphasis]| tacite entre eux (de Certeau 1993b, 19¢).

The conditions that establish the ccontracrt cetween the rtacticizan
and his or her interlccutor may be the determinanting factor chrough
which tactics may evolve from a dynamic movement to a more enduring form
of sclidarities. However, it is important to note that such solidarities
are limited in their capacity tc change the structure of power. As de
Certeau observes in his analysis cf the events of 1968 in Srance, there

is no equivalence between “prendre la parole” and “prendre les affaires

en main” (de Certeau 1968, 21). In fact, the capture of speech, the

79



mement where an “I” actualizes language, points to a work that is yet to

[X9]

be done (Ibid., 21-2). Nevertheless, even the determination of the

Certeau’s analysis of places and spaces and, fnr that mat-er, of scciety
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affective :investments” (Grossberg 1992, 31 . Despite the funcrion oF
desire in the process cof identificaticn, which is an impor-ant one, <he

question cf why somecne identifies with z Jgroup <Can e examined from a

3]

hetorical perspective in terms of a speaker/audience relaticn. A

)

determination of why one’s desire is driven =c specific cpbiects of
desire 1s 3 very problematic 1ssue. Is such a des.re symoclic (socially

constructed)? Is it sexual drive? Is it linked to pleasure?

In fact, in
what concerns desire, Butler’s position towards -his problem :is more
accurate. As we oberved earlier, her analysis points to -he “desire for
existence, where existence is zlways conferred from elsewhere” (Butler
1997, 31}. Given the difficulty tc theorize why one’s desire is linked
Co a specific identiy or cultural form, an approach focused on language,
such as rhetoric, gives a clearer object of study to look at. When -he
attention is directed to language, processes of identificaricns must be
analyzed in terms of their operations and not in terms of their content.
In other words, it is possible z¢ avoid the trap of determining, cr
getting to clcse to, notions of identification that echo an essentialism
stemming either from the cbject of desire (the object has some intrinsic

characteristic that atracts people) or from the individuals (the
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individuals of a same group have the same desire). The only desire that
one should bear in mind would be the desire for existence.

De Certeau’s clearest attempt to theorize the capacity of a social

group T2 organize itself around scme meanings appears to be his articie
“Le croyable, ou l’'ianstituiticon du croire”!de Cer-eatv 1985)°'. The
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production of what is received as admissible an

coserved, altheough de Terteau is very xeen to describe the dynamic of
social organization, he tells us very liztle about how it is aver
possible te achieve agreement of some scrt. We want 7o prcpose here the
notion of identification, as iz appears in rhetorical theory, o zhink
abcut such a process of achieving agreement. fcol_awing Burke’s

explanation, Rhetoric
odds with cne another, or secome idenzified with groups mere 2r less ar

odds with one another” (Burke 1969p, 22). Identificaticn, as such, :s an

accessory To persuas:icn (Ipid., XIV), which is the =zraditiocnal ternm
linked tc Rhetoric as defined by Aristotle. Why is identification =he

chosen term and not persuas:con? 3urke explains:

We might well xeep in mind that a sveaker
persuades an audience Tv the use of stylist:ic
identificarions; his act of persuasion may be
for the purpose of causing the audience to
identify itself with the speaker’s interests;
and the speaker draws on identification of
interests tc establish rapport between himself
and his audience (Ibid., 46)"

The notion of identification then suggests a relationship between the

speaker and the audience. If an argument is te succeed there must a

" De Certeau discusses the formaticn of a social group around uses of
language in his La fable mystique :1932). However, the text is specific
about the mystics of the Middles Ages. At most, the book can offer some
ideas, such as the discussion of the enunciation, to think about the
issues raised in L’invention du quotidien 1. Arts de faire (1990).

Burke also observes that, depending on the case, cne can focus on
persuasion and/or identification to extend some aspect of the analysis
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consubstantiality betweern both parts (Ibid., 20). However,
consubstantiality or identification does not mean concensus. As
mentioned earlier, rhetcric is concerned with how individuals atc cdds

iess at odds with
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fauthor’s emphasis]” (Ibid., 22). If cthere was no divi

, therefore nc work Zcr che rhetcrician. The neoticn =°F
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would exis

identification necessar:ily implies “its ironic counterpart: divisiaon”

Ibid., 23}. In shorz, the COnCcepst Dresupposes Thal Two Darts are aparrw
The idea of division implicit ir che noticn of identifica-inn
aprears in a different put similar way in de Terteau’s work, as 1T i

suggested 1n the title of the bock L’édtranger ou l’union dans la
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différence 11969). “L’union dans la 4if

1 ground,

language-games {(la différance) founded (l’union) on a commo

.

“hat 1s, on ordinary lLanguage. But unicn in de Zerteau and
“e are not the same ccncept. Nevertheless, de

Certeau’s plays the role of the rhetor:ician preclaiming the

_dentification !(union) that presuppcses a difference or division. The
concerns of de Certeau are =he same of the rhetorician, or Rhetoric in a
general manner, which is “the state of Babel after the Fall” :(Ibid.,
23). In other words, what is at stake is the possibility of men and
wemen organizing themselves in a world where there is no universal rule.
Why, then, do twc parts identify? The identification is based on

responses O given situations and related teo particular Xnowledges - or

memory in the sense of a dynamic knowledge, which are not classable and

[0]
th

are triggered according te contigent situations. In this process

identification, desire is just one part, be it symbolic, sexual, linked

(Burke 1966, 46).
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Zo pleasure or simply the desire for existence. In the process of
identification, tactics, as tropes, are part of the performacive use of
language that aims at an addressee. Therefore, tactics should be
understood as having a rhetorical funcrion zaimed a:t an audience. The
gcal is co identify the audience’s ways with the tactician’s ways. The
audience can be understocd through the figure of the -udge.
can be a group, an individual, or even the rhetorician him or herself in

reflexive mcoment. Rherorical srnunciation demands an interlocuter,

Zactics as “"tropes” that are part of a2 continuous rhetcrical dispute. To

out it differently, 2 society trying o crganize itself without a

validate the uses he or she makes of the mearnings received within a
given situation. 3uch operations contribute to his or hrer understanding

N

of reality. In this process, as we will see later, an audience :is
oressuposed in the validation of such coperations.
Regarding rhertoric, Burke also observes that “the resources cof

ar

[

identification can operate without conscicus direction by any garticu
agent” (Burke 13969b, 35). Therefore, there is always the risk of one

identifying him or herself with arguments that may be disadvantageous to
aim or her. Tactical operations are also haunted by such a possibility.

As de Certeau explains, “the ‘I’ that speaks :that act of enunciation)

s 'a siteless site’ related to the fragility of social position or the

t

-

institutional referents” (de Certeau 1997, 90). But what

(5]
th

uncert

fu

inty
kind of tropes are tactical procedures? Tec identify one trope with all

tactical procedures would be a mistake. In fact, if a tactics/tropes
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correlation is correct, different tropes account for different tactics
which are parcticular to given situations !‘de Certeau 1990, 53-4i.

Moreover, aithcugh one can list and attempt to define a series of Tropes

ali tactical operations. 3Burke’s own example of such overlapping is
nelpful, In his study of tropes and their role in zhe descriprisn of the

“truch”, 3urke suggests that metaphor could substizute for perspective,

etcnymy Zor requcIilon, syneccocnhe ICor representaticn, and irony for

3

Mol
joe
(D

iglectic. He gives tche following exam

(8

A dlalectic [irony, for instance, zims 7o Jive
1S a representaticn ‘synecdcche! by <he use cf
mutuzally related or interacting perspecrtives
‘metaphors! - and this resultant perspecrtives
2f perspectives Wi necessarlly be 2z reductizn
‘meconymy! in the sense zhat z charrt <drawn 2o
scale 1s a reduction ¢f the area char=ed
‘Ikid., 203)

An znalysis of each particular trope and izs possible correlacticon
Wlth tactics .s beycnd the sccpe of nhis zhes:s. Nevertheless, -he

relaticn of irony to tactics is suggestive. Tor 3urke,

1

Iroeny arises when one tries, by the i
SI terms upon <¢ne another, to produce i
develcpment f{authcr’s emphasis] which
the rterms. Hence, from the standpci
zotal form (this “perspective or
perspectives”), ncne of the participating “suc-
verspectives” can be treated as either
orecisely right or precisely wreng. They are
all vcices, or personalities, or positions,
integrally affecting one another (Ibid., 312

1T 0L chis

[ RN

The idea of tactics seem to echo a great deal of Burke’s understanding
of ircny in what concerns the articulatien of different pcsiticns in cne
act without dismissing any of the positions. If one thinks in terms of
the geographical metaphors suggested by de Certeau, the analogyv would be

as follows: the tactician acts from a social position within a place

that is not determined by him or herself. In the tactical moment, or the
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act of enunciation, such a position is incorperated in order to crganize
a different perception of the social space in relaticn tc zhe
arrangement determined by a place. Therefore, the tactical moment

{ironic} presupposes the 1nceorporation of twe different sparial

percepticns (metaphors) rthat will determine z different position in
relartion to the crigiral point of departure. The Tacriczl movement

peccmes Other, as it is not the same as the original posiczicn, it is a

or metaphors. It 1s in thls sense that we want o sudggesT an
underscanding 2f ZECLLICS 28 Zorrelative To the Lronis troce.

Whenever one uses language there is 3 Zension bertween received

ircny, as Hutchecn observes, while gesturing =c such authors as Xennerth
Burke and Jacgues Jerrida, 1s intrinsic To communication (Hutcheon 199%,

9). So are zactical operations as de Certeau discusses them. Zonscicusly

3C N0T, the way Decple use and re-use meanings Lmpiy LNe Tension petweaen
2 Drevicus meaning n a given rlace, and the new use, wh.ch is
determined Ly conrtidgent sSIiTU3Llons and ov tThe performative use of

force <f history :de Certeau 13897, &7}, Thls is a.so what 1s at sTake :n
de Cerzeau’s “The Laugh of Michel Foucault” (1997; " and =he ircny =f

history.
What is important =o note i1s that tactics cannot be reduced to

individual uses but also depend upon scocial organization. Here, a

4

> Development here dces nct necessarily mean orogress cr a cetter
situation.

* In the article “The Laugh of Michel Foucault,” de Certeau discusses a
statement made by Foucault, who, during a conference, when asked abourt
his position as a speaker, answered that he is sitting laughing at his
audience. For de Certeau, “This surprising inventiveness of words and
things, this intellectual experience of z disappropriaticn that opens
possibilities, is what Foucault marks with a laugh. It is a
ohilosophical signature of the irony of history” (de Certeau 1997: 194).

85



o1

comparison to Hutchecn's analysis of the ironic trope is again
instructive. According to Hutcheecn, “discursive ccmmuniries come first
and that, in fact, enables [author’s emphasis] the irony to happen”
(Eutcheon 1985, 89). In a similar manner, the cperations of tactics are

made possible within discursive communities (a place). The definirtion of

*
»

community, as HutCheon herself zcxnowledges, is problematic 'Ibid., 9i-

2) . However, she suggests an understanding of community as being a

dynamic and a subtly differentiated organizatilon where Somethlng 202s
manage tc be shared {Ibid., 92). A rephrasing of Surke’s descriprion of

Tommunity, 1s, and must be if one believes otherwise, founded in what

the author phrases as being 3 “l'unicn dans .a différence;” .t .s
founded in <zhe uncertainty of what is admitted as believable, a belief

grcunded in crdinaryv language.

3ut again, how are such communizies are formed? As discussed
earlier, tactical operaticns, or enunciation, thelr correlative, are
addressed just as irony is. Therefore, such communities must be thought

of as precesses of :dentification as dicussed abcve. Regarding tactics,

(e}

2t least two potential audiences can be imagined: (1) The tactician, in
a reflexive mcde, and (2! an other, either as individual or as a group
whose members are both identified and more or less at odds with one
another. This second audience can yet be divided inco the tacrician’s
adversaries, and thecse facing the same oprositicn as the tactician. In
other words, the tactician’s goal may be to persuade an adversary to act
in a different way or to persuade a potential ally to acrt in particular
way. When tactics are addressed, they aim towards the recognition of

their action (their utterance); they aim at a contract or agreement;

86



they seek, in rhetorical terms, the identification of their act® .

th

What is the function of the interlocuter in this proccess ©
tdentification? Beyond the reflexive mode, where rhe speaker and

audience coincide, the possibility 2f sharing or recognizing of the

rony will offer insight. Hutchecn defines ircny as a

business” because it is “transideological” (Hutchecn 1995, 9). In other

not address the :interpreter; an lronic situartion may occur withou- -he

intent:on 2I tne 1r2nlst. The interpreter is zhe “plaver” <hat
acrtribures r Lront hich is an intarpreratirx nad inmran-i ' act of
aTtributes tne Lirony, which is an interpretative and intenci onal act cf
the interpreter Ibid., 11:. If zthe analcgy presencted hers .s correce,

the tactical moment will also depend on the interpreter, but de Cerreau
does not pay enough attention %o the function ¢f -he addressee. The
intenticn of the tacticlan may or mav not ccontribute =¢ =he -actical
mement. An inversicn of meaning may occur withou: —he acknowledgement =7
~he zactician. In this sense, zactics are a possibility intrinsic <o rhe
use of language and an ¢peraticn that cannot pe anticipartad.

Tc some extent, tactics cculd be said tc be transideological as far
as iLanguage ls concerned. However, it is important to note that in de
Certeau the distinction between tactics and strategies seems tc be
pointing £o differences in their relation to language and nct in rtheir

use. In their use of language, both tactics and strategies imply

(8]

manipulations of language and many of their tcols, such as metcnymies
and metaphors, are similar. This is not hard to imagine if, once again,

the common basis o¢f ordinary language is kept in mind. Therefore, totha

Audiences are being treated separately in order to facilitate the
analysis. However, many audiences may be being addressed simultaneously.
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tactics and strategic procedures imply manipulations ¢f language and,
vet, both aim at the crganization cr re-organizaticn of space. The

distinction de Cerreau makes between tactics and strategies has an

[=h

operational character that attempts to understand relations of power.
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For instance, & main difference is their status an
what they conquer or use. Strategies aim at the organizaticn 2f 2 space

that is stable, where time is controlled; they point to the fiction of
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_anguage (de Certeau 1968, ¢2!}.

napven. The individual use of language does point o an undermining of
power Tut a4s 3 general way o Think about resistance, zactics should

iead tc an identification by the interlocutor at stake. In rhertcorical

(]

terms, as a trope, as means of persuasion or inducement Ic actisn,
tactics affect people that may become identified with such tactical
operations !different meanings as use) or not. Such uses of languaqge

pecome part of memcry and can be invested, moved, transmitted or leost,

o
[1S)
|

much in the way de Certeau writes about history (de Certeau 1993a,

x

[N
}—
(=

or, as he discusses in La Culture au Pluriel, <their cultural value
depend on their usage {1993k, 219). Cnce more, such identification will
not imply consensus but an accord among people that are separated, that
are more or less at odds with cne another. This movement may or may not

become a local and classable organization against power in a traditional
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sense. However, de Certeau wants to stress tactics’ characrter as being

[\

collective, but not organized, mcvements that are spread throughout

vlace (a practiced place). As he writes, “Bien loin d’étre une révolte

1

locale, s’est une subversion comnmune af ‘de Terteau 1395,

293).
3eing always addressed, as discussed earlier, irgny may have as its
audience the institution of power per se and offer a contescatory use of

the available referents. Still, nothing can guarantee zhat the audience

any ironist intending 7o make an ircnic use of

(8]

operaiions, wWnich a:3c crcey =thigzal pesizions, Tay aLsC Lntena z

contestatory use of language against, for instance, instituticns of

Earlier, lrony was 1dentified as being intrinsic ~o the process of

communication. In thig sense, 1t may De INCInscifus. Then, Lriny was
discussed in terms 2f intenticn, czhe intenticn of the ircnist ar the
intentiaon of the interpreter in determining the ircay. The second case,

however, implies the first. As for ractics, de Certeau also seems -0 be
constantly moving between zhese tTwo pcles. As an axample of intended
“actics cne can zthink of the case 2f Brazilian peasants. Resistance, far
that matter, is defined as playing !jcuer/dejouer) the game of zh

other; to use references derived from an external power {de Certeau
1990, 35). In the Brazilian case, de Certeau describes a situation where
the peasants in the sertdo’ " are oppressed by economic and chyvsical
means and subjected to the discourses of a richer strata of that society

{Ibid., 32). There, de Certeau writes, “toujours, les fort gagnent et

“* Extremelly arid area in the Northeast of Brazil.
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les mots trompent” (Ibid., 32). Such situaticn could net avoid the
existence of a polemological (pclémologique) space, wherein religion
plays an imporrtant role. 0f ccurse, one cculd argue that <his kind of

resistance does not challenge established gcwer. However, what is

perhaps more important zo bear in mind is the fact that there happened

Z2 pe a2 fissure between the hegemonic discourse and the Bra:z
oeasants, i.e., between the discourse of the coronéis de serrtdo (the

sertdc’s cclcnels) and the mystic discourse circulating among zhe

deasants, which in fact s also the discourse given by religion {(another

autnoritative power! ', In shert, making use of the languages they

received from religion, frocm zhe ceoronéis de sertde and sthers, the

aliow the re-use <f a received Language, =<he play wizh =zhe said and zhe

nsalid, that s, <he ironic use of language. A Tlay -hat de

[954

wn

ummarizaes py the sentence: “Agora a Jente sabe, mas ndc opcde dizer

alze' ” (de Cerzeau 199C, 32). Therefore, -he £ossibility o9f z new
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2rganization 2f power
Hutcheon also expressed this concern in her analysis ¢f rrony:

They (the receivers: are interpreting agents,
with emphasis on agency and, thus, cn action.
Because of this there were [she is writing
about the effects of ircny during an expcsiticn
in Teronto that originated e series of
protests! real, material consequences for the
intending ironist {(Hutcheon 13995, 204}

Finally, to conclude this chapter, the stress given to the

operations involved in the use of irony may be very instructive to

It iIs important to remember that tactics have not proper place.

*' Tree translation: “Now we know, but we cannot say it aloud.”
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understand tactics as the concept appears in de Certeau’s work
instructive because tactics, as irony dces, depend on discursive
communities, or places that are prior to them, to exist. The creation

such discursive communities can pe understocd as & process of

v

received as admissible and the contingent uses of language.
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ZHAPTER 5
THINGS TC DC WITH MICHEL DE CERTEAU

CONCLUSION

departing point ¢ think about agency, it 1S _mporszant o bear in mind

that their limizs and possibilities exist at the level of language. Tven
1f the issues art stake are walxing on the street, cooxing 3r Living, ~he

order o create new meanings (uses). To this must te added -“he fac=s
that, following Burke’s analysis, language 13 a medium =c =—alx zpout
non-verbal things in terms 2f verbal things, that ics use implies scme

sort 2f “forgetzing” or “inconscicusness”. In de

ise of a language is fcunded cn a death, the death of zhe Other, =hat

will always haunt ircs us

(U]

§

Language’s pctential to influence practices such as walking or
cocking is a resulrt of the role it plays in people’s understanding cf
reality, as is found in Burke’s linguistic realism (Burke 1966, 362) and
de Certeau’s work (de Certeau 1990, 151;. As the use of language is a
verformative act, there is no reason £o imagine that the use cf a term,
its meaning, is mechanically repeated. In fact, the use of term suggests
a2 productive and creative operation. Nevertheless, it is also important
toc be aware that the uses ¢f the terms ¢f a language are also a social
preduct. Although particular individuals alsc mark the use of a term, it

is necessary not to forget that every new articulaticn depends upon what

92



was received previously as admissible. In other words, the discourse of
the Other allecws the individual tc produce his or her own discourse, as

observed by de Certeau (de Certeau 1985, 256).

receivad “upside down” Tc a pcint where 1t pecomes ilrrecogrnizakclelt. For
this reascn, one cannct think of de Certeau’s divisions, places and
spaces, 2ncnce and enonciartion, and langue and pareole, as separate
Cateqgories, Society, according zo zhils view, implies the ar-:iculaticon of
octh., The differentilation Letween place /control.ed space, where Zime :s

stable, positions are Iixed) from space (pcetic space, 2perations chat

grofit time, movement' pcints, as a general formula, 0 3

what is produced s used. Therefore, every social organization mus:z be
understcod and guesticneg with the notion zf fiction in mind .de CZerteau

cnly apparent equilipria.
Although the basic cenfiguration of zhis dynamic is described In

’invention du quotidien !. Arts de Fairs :1990), especially when de

t~

Certeau writes about the circularity of stories that always aim at a
spatial organizaticn {(de Certeau 1990, 12%), de Certeau offers a clearer

rendering of this general prccess cf determinaticn of what is held as

[8]]
ot
v
e

admissible in “Croyances, ou L’'institution du croire” (1983).

L’invention du quotidien, he fecuses on the gap created by a

** Burke, for instance, writes about an ironic formula. What comes as A
may return as non-A (Burke 196%a: 517). De Certeau, in a religious
centext, writes about a similar problem as when he arques that God
appears under the figure of the Etranger, 1’Incennu, that cannot be



dissociaticn between the institutions defining what is held as
admissible and the operations that crganize scciety. Because of zhe
focus of his book, the fracture between the instirutions of knowledge
imeaning the discourses produced by the academy, church, government,

media, etc.! and everyday practices, de Certeau may seem -C be

O
'g

posing

places to spaces. However, in the account offered here, de

aven a revecliuzicn will not change the Zuncticn of places ‘de Terteau
1993b, 71). What de Certeau is criticizing are these configurations
Wwhich seek ©o nave total control of space; places that 4o nct Taxe inteo
account the wvariation of zime and the limits of lanquage =c account for

Such cperations <Zepend upon memcry (de Tertean 1990, 320Q; Surke 1944,
39, wnich guides the decterminaticn 2f =he right moment =c 1ntervene

‘kairos). The tactic, in its enunciation, is nct zkin =0 a

fragility of a sccial place and marked by zhe incertitude of one’s place
'de Terteau 1997, 990). In addit:ion, tactical cperztions as discussed by
de Certeal appear on at least two levels: one unceonscious, when
intrinsic tc¢ the process cof significtion and the other conscious, as

indicated in the example of the Brazilian peasants when thev say that
“Agora a gente sabe, mas ndo pode dizer zlitc'-” {de Certeau 1990, 32V.
Although de Certeau helps to understand the tensions and conflicts

involved in all social organizaticns by theorizing about the different

recognized (de Certeau 1969: §-16).

- Free translation: “Now we kncw, but we cannot say it alcud.”
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uses of language, he is not entirely clear about how these different
uses become terms of different language-games, that is, how they beccme
meaningful within a social group. He does recognize that uses are

objects of investments and lead to variety of solidariries, bu® this

ht is fragmented throughout the tfexts consulted in this thesis. In

Ve
v
th
}

\Q

th

act, his clearest attempt TS crganize his ideas concerning such a
vrccess appears in “Le crovable, cu l’institution du croire” 1985). De
Certealu gesTures LoWards SUCh lssues especialiy when he pcints o the
contracts that are established by enunciartive processes. Yowever, -he
function of the addressee, the interlccutcor »r =he audierce is more

complex than de Certeau makes =hem appear =c be, including in zhe

aforementioned arrticle.
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respect to issues of identity, marginalities, resistance, and ~he use of
helps one perceive how -actical ~2peraticns may backfire or may occur
without 2 conscious acknowledgment frem the part the czactician. Jne way

o make this step is ro follow de Certeau’s ninrs concerning the

correlation Detween tactics and Cropes or Tacrics and enunciatison o
account for the contract established with -—he addressee, whether resl or

imaginary. Therefore, our suggesticn is tc take The nex:t step in the
development of de Certeau’s theories through the categories of

thecry.

[

rhetorica
While persuasicn is rhetoric’s traditional key term,
“identification”, as described by Burke {(Burke 1969, XIV! wculd be z
more accurate term as it clearly suggests the interdependence of both
sides which are apart. That is, there is division but there may also be
some sort of agreement and this is not only dependent on power
relations. In fact, as far as lanquage is concerned, there is a fissure

between power and language. Our suqggestion, then, is to consider tactics
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in terms of means of identifving the audience’s ways with cone’s cwn. The
tactician seeks the validaticn of the tactical moment, a2 validation thart

is dependent on the addressee. However, an inversion of meaning, a new

uise, may occur withcut the tactican’s intention. An audience may become
identified with a2 speaker for a variety of reasons. Indeed, -he
identificaticon may occur with an unintended zudience. To think of

the sides at stake will be defeated. Rarher, we nhave an infinite ang
necessary gprocess. “C'est une ‘-ache infinie’,” wrirtes de Caer-eau,
fcllowing nis reading of Husserl dealing with =he ~rganizarcion of

-~ | . = & -~ - - -
soclety. There s no final argument, or as Lyortard puts Lt in nis
discussion of phrases in dispute, “ghraser est sans £in” ‘Lyotard 1943,

Can one say that a theorization of resistance tased cn language
sclves the problem of resistance?
obgerves that the development of rheroric in North America is marked by
a lacx 2f a materiailist foundation, by an cver-empower.ng of werds and
by a lack 2f theory for the conditzions 2f preducticn of discourse
‘Charland 1999, 47.). Zan zhe same problems raised by Charland
concerning Rhetoric be attributed o de Cerceau? AL some points, when
the fccus <of the research is uses of ianguage, 1T 1S easy =2 overliack
such aspects. This is probably why de Certeau, after making a great

effort to calli attention to the productive character of reading,
suddenly warns us that he may be giving to much power <c his notion of
“reader” and how such a reader cpens new spaces (de Certeau 199G, 234).
Ncnetheless, de Certeau seems to be very aware of the organization of
oower in his attempts to describe the strategies crganizing a place. In
addition, to theorize resistance or agency with a focus on language and
its possikbilities is not equivalent to “prendre les affaires en main”
(de Certeau 1968, 21). Even so, a focus on the uses of language does

point to an activity that implies a silent subversion (de Certeau 1990,
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293) %,

Resistance based on uses of language dces nct offer a model for
revolution and this is neither our nor de Certeau’s goal. The use of
language may cause results contrary t©o those inrtended by the user, and
even intended meanings may come from elsewhere and may 2e harmful -2 the
one using it. The task, then, beccmes how oo recognize successful
interventions through the use of language. But, would not the
ldentification of zZhose moments, when language 1s used otherwise, be a
reconstruicticon perfcrmed by the instizuticons of power? This i3 a .
However, as Foucault writes, if the structures ofF cower silence what -he
auther calls subiugated xnowledges sr, in de Cerzeau’s T2rms, nhe
esveryday practices, this silence may alsc be 2 sign of a failure in
Thelr own discourse. In Fzucauit’s words:

3ut in che leng run, it is erokably cver-

ootimistic, 1f we are zhinking in terms of

“ontest - that of knowledge against the effec:s

2f the power 2f scientific discourse - =o

regard the silence of one’s advarsary as

indicazive of a fear we have inspired in them.

Tor perhaps the silence 2f The enemy . . . can

also be the index of our failure o produce arny

such fear at all (Toucaulz 19847, 34!
Such a silence concerning everyday practices within zheorerical
discourse does not imply that these practices are noft in a continuous,
creztive and productive movemen:z. As Lyotard reminds us, “couveir ne zas
parler n’'est pas identique & ne pas pouveir parler” (Lyotard 1983, 26,
§14). The fact that everyday practices are not heard within -hecoretical

discourse dces

-
-

forms of knowledges.
In conclusion, de Certeau’s conceptualization of <actics

is a

Concerning the materiality of language, which is not the same

material issue Charland is addressing,
that language has a material character as its uses
terms of cultural exchange. In addition, and this is
different use of the werd material,

- -

vet another

consequences as was the case of the use of ireony during a history
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beccme

the use of language has material

it is also important to realize
(meanings)

hey are incapable of organizing different



useful tool to think of matters that involve processes of signification.
However, his noticn of tactics must be thcught of with attention te the
role played by the addressee and the contracts established by

enunciative processes. Such a problematization reveals a complexity that

v -he funcrtion of

}o
3

gqoes beyond de Certeau’s analysis. We believe that

rt

the addressee lies 3n essential aspect 2f now tactics, departing from

given organizations of space, develop into new solidarities that will

astzblished in the enunciative zontract. 3uch an agreemsn<t s achievad

o) s a riF i in -~ Sci 151y Ar Aot 2o lade] i FS sg el

Y 2 process 2f ildentificatieon. Conscicously or notn, such .den-ificacicn
is not simply & matter of desire, zlthough it may e a factir, tuT alsc

4 response of speciilic knowledges 'memory) =c given situations.

exposition (Hutcheon, 1995: 204).
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