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Opycuna

KopHen CseTorpamnero Ha

themuHusmor!

Ha 20 anmpuja 2002 rojguHa, PeBosiynuoHepHaTa
acorujanuja Ha >keHuTe Ha ABranuctaH (PAYKA) ro
Hana/Ha GeMUHUCTUYKOTO MHO3UHCTBO Ha CoeiHeTHTE
JIp>kaBu — peTcTaBeHo BO e/IHa cTaTHja Bo Mc. Mara3ud
HacJIoBeHa ,Koanumuja Ha HaAeXu“ — mMopaju UTHO-
pUpameTO Ha Y>KaCHUTE CBUPEIOCTH IITO ' U3BPIIN
CeBepHara ayinjaHca v OpPHUIIEHETO Ha HICTOPHCKATA YJI0Ta
Ha PAYKA u Ha Hej3MHaTa 25-TOJIUIIIHA HENOIIyCT/INBA
6opba mpoTUB TasTMbaHCKaTa OPYTAITHOCT KOH KEHHTE.
IToBekeTo unenku Ha PAYKA — 6apeM oOHUe IIITO ITPEKU-
Beaja mau He 6ea HACWJIHO MPOTOHETH — OCTaHaa BO
AsBranucraH 6apajku OAAPIIKA 32 CBOjaTa Mporpama 3a
CBETOBHA JIEeMOKpPATH]a, 3a ’KEHCKU IIpaBa U 3a IOBTOPHA
uarpaaba Ha paboTrHaTa MHGPACTPYKTypa, KpajHO
HEONXOJHA 32 HAIPeJOK Ha €IHO JIEMOKPATCKO OIIIII-
TecTBO. Bo cBOjoT ofiroBOp Ha craTujara Bo Mc. MarasuH,
PAXA uM nocrtaBu HH3a OCTPOYMHU IIpalllama Ha
aMepUKaHCKUTe (PeMUHUCTKU:

Janu tve camo ru onpHyBaart Biazara Ha Coenu-
HertuTe /Ip>kaBU U 3alaHUOT IledaT KOU CMeTaaT
ZleKa e T0JIeCHO /Aa TH mpercraBaT TanmmbaHmuTe
Kako Jiomy, a cuiure kou Coegunerure JIpxasu
I'Hl TOJI/IPKyBaaT MPOTUB HUB Kako A06pu? Mim,
JlaJIi ce 3JIpysKuJjie CO HalllaTa BjaZla BO UTHO-
pPUpameTo Ha THE 3JI0CTOPCTBA U IOBTOPHOTO
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Cornell

The Sacrilege of
Feminism!?

On April 20, 2002, the Revolutionary Association of
the Women of Afghanistan (RAWA) assailed the
feminist majority of The United States—represented as it
was by an article in Ms. Magazine called “A Coalition of
Hopes”—for ignoring the horrible atrocities committed
by the Northern Alliance and for erasing RAWA’s
historical role—twenty five years of relentless struggle
against the Taliban’s inhumanity toward women. Most of
the members of RAWA—at least those who have not been
executed or forcibly exiled—remain in Afghanistan,
seeking support for their own program of secular
democracy, women’s rights, and the re-establishment of
a working infrastructure, which is utterly necessary for
anything resembling a democratic society to thrive. In its
response to the Ms. Magazine article, RAWA posed a set
of penetrating questions to US feminists:

Are they merely smearing the US government and
Western press who find it easier to present the
Taliban as evil and the forces that the US supported
against them as good? Or have they joined with our
government in a concerted effort to ignore these
crimes and once again forfeit the lives and rights of
women for our current national self-interest?
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IIOUTPYBame CO >KUBOTUTE U IIpaBaTa Ha KEHUTE
II0paJiv HAIIMOT aKTyeJIeH HalluOHAJIeH UHTepec?
Mo>xebu, BO CBOUTE HAOPU 3a €KOHOMCKa U
IIOJINTUYKA BJIACT, GEMUHUCTUYKOTO MHO3UHCTBO
BHUMaAaBa /la He I'M HAIYTH IIOJINTUYKUTE CUJIU BO
Coenunerute /[p>kaBu KOU C€ YIIITE ja HETUPAAT U
OIIpaB/lyBaar 3JI0yI0oTpebaTa Ha YOBEKOBUTE IIPaBa
0J1 cTpaHa Ha TaKBUTE Kako 1mto ce Macoy, Pabunwu,
Hocram, XekMaTup u ApyrH, kou b6ea obyueHwH,
BOOpYKeHU U nornomaraHu oj CoenHETUTE
Jp:xaBu Bo TekoT Ha CTyzeHaTa BOjHA BO ABraHU-
CTaH, a I0TOA OCTaBEeHU BO BaKyyM Ha MOK /1a '
VHUIITAT CBOjOT HAPO/L ¥ CBOjaTa 3eMja.>

PAJKA Tyka He ro nuTHpa UHOBATUBHOTO (GUI0CO(CKO
nesno Ha [lopyino ArambeH, YOBEKOT IIITO ce OOU/IEN J1a To
IIPUKa’Ke COBPEMEHOTO IIOJIMTUUYKO 3HauUeke Ha cTapara
puMcKa Kateropuja homo sacer TBpAejku Jeka ,Kora
HUBHUTE [IPaBa He ce BeKe MpaBa Ha rparaHUHOT, TOTAIII
YOBEUYKUTE CYIIITECTBA CE HABUCTUHA C8eilill, BO CMHCJIaTa
KOja 0BOj IIOUM ja UMaJI BO PUMCKOTO IIPABO O/ apXauy-
HHUOT TIEPUO/I: OCyZeHn Ha cMpT.“3 Ho 3a wieHKHTEe HA
PAJKA HUBHOTO OpuIleme e HEPA3AEIHO O/ HallaTa
TaKaHapeyeHa ,BOjHA Koja He Oellle BOjHA“ MPOTUB
aBraHUCTAHCKUOT HAPO/JI, BO KOja 6e30pojHUTE CMPTHH
cJlydad Ha aBraHUCTAHCKUTE TparaHu He ce Opoeja, He
MO2Kelle /1a ce 6pojaT, HUTY BO MOpaJiHA HUTY BO
MareMaTH4Ka cMuciIa. buiejku ce yire He 3HaeMe KOJIKY
JIyfe yMpea Kako pe3yJITaT Ha HallaTa MIJIUTAPUCTHIKA
6e300supHOCT, JIyre mTo Oea yorBaHu 6€e3 cy/icKa rmpecyaa
Kako homines sacrti, Iyfe ITO IJIeZjaa BO HAIIINTE AaBUOHHU
Y He 3Haeja IayTu Bp3 IJIaBaTa Ke UM IaJHAT MaKeTH 3a
oMo uiau 6omou.

Jloneka B ro roBOpaM OBa JIEHEC, ce YUHU Jieka Vpada-
HHUTe ke OUJaT CJIeHUTE IITO Ce OCY/IEHU Ha CMPT BO
ArambenoBaTa cMHcCIIa, JOJEeKa HeOOMMCIIEHO ce

Perhaps the feminist majority, in their push for US
economic and political power, are being careful not
to anger the political powers in the US who still deny
and make apologies for the human rights abuses
done by the likes of Massoud, Rabinni, Dostum,
Hekmatyar, and others who were trained, armed,
and supported by the US during the Cold War years
in Afghanistan, and then left in a power vacuum to
destroy their people and their country.?

RAWA does not here cite the innovative philosophical
work of Giorgio Agamben, someone who has tried to show
the contemporary political relevance of the ancient Roman
category of homo sacer by claiming that “[w]hen their
rights are no longer the rights of the citizen, that is when
human beings are truly sacred, in the sense that this term
used to have in Roman law of the archaic period: doomed
to death.“® But for the members of RAWA, their erasure
is inseparable from our so-called “war which was not a
war” against the Afghan people, in which the innumerable
deaths of Afghan citizens did not count, could not be
counted, either in a moral or a mathematical sense. For
we still do not know how many people have died as a result
of our militaristic effrontery, people who were killed with
impunity as homines sacri, people who looked up at our
planes not knowing whether packages of aid or bombs
were about to fall on their heads.

As I deliver these words to you today, it appears that Iraqis
will be the next ones doomed to death in Agamben’s sense
as we move headlong into a war against Iraq, in an effort
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JIBIDKMMeE KOH BOjHA co Mpak, co men s1a ro coboprume
Hej3uHHOT Bojiau Caztam XycenH. Ce pa3zdbupa, Toa ke 6uze
BOjHa 0e3 ITpeceZiaH BO aMEepPUKAHCKAaTa YCTaBHA UCTOPH]a,
3alITO IUTAaHUPaMe /1a ce BOBJIEYEMeE BO €/1HA EKCTPEMHO
MIUIUTAPUCTUYKA arpecHja MPOTHUB Biasia 3a koja Ckot
Purep, uHcnekTop 3a opy:xje npu ObeuHETHTE HAIUHU
Bo Mpak, moBeke o/ ceayM TOAUHU BeJH JleKa He
IIPETCTaByBa HUKAKBa CEPHO3HA 3aKaHAa 32 HAI[MOHAJIHATA
6e36ennoct Ha Coenunerure /Ip:kaBu. Cenak, mper-
cTojHaTa BojHA mpoTuB Mpak HeMa 1a OH/ie NCKIIYIOK O]
MIPABIJIOTO JIEKA MOJIUTHYKUOT IUCKYPC 32 MOA/IPIITKA HA
(J1arpaHTHO HEJIETUTUMHUTE BOEHU OTIEPALIHH, TUITTYHO
yKakyBa Ha (DaKTOT JieKa HAIllaTa aKI[H1ja € HEOIIXO/IHA 32
Jla ce vcmpasar HernpasauTe. Hajonocse, Bo ciy4ajoT Ha
ABranucraH, OIpaByBameTo Ha OoMbapArpamara u Ha
YPUBAIETO HA TATMOAHCKUOT PEXXUM, 3HAUU UCIIPABAhEe
Ha HEIPaBJUTE ITPOTUB YKEHHUTE.

Bo rosiem et ozt cBojaTa 10JIrOroIUITHA MAPKCUCTHUKO-
demunmcTHUKA pabora, [ajarpu CnmBak mokaka Jeka
ponrata U OpyTajiHa MCTOpHja Ha 3aMaJHUOT UMIIe-
pHjasIr3aM MOKeJIa 1a OTICTaHe - UAEOJIONIKH, U IOUHAKY
- 3aToa IITO OCJI000yBAaKHETO HA HAJCHPOMAIITHUTE O
CHUPOMAIIIHUTE KEHU, UCTO TaKa IMOTIOMOTHAJIO Jja Ce
MIPOMOBHpA IporpaMa 3a CUCTEMATCKAa €KOHOMCKA
nomuHanuja. Ho, HeomaMHa Bo e/ieH CBOj ecej HacJIOBEH
y/cnpaBame Ha HENPABAUTE Taa TO MPOMEHH CBOjOT
TeopeTcku GOKyc, TBPAEJKU JleKa IOBTOPHO Mopame Jia
ce HaBpaTUMe Ha KJIACUYHOTO JINOEPaTHO Pa3INKyBambe
Mery IPUPOJHUTE U rparaHCKUTE IIPaBa, aKO CaKkaMe J1a
cdarume KaKko ce KOPUCTAT HEOIIPaB/IaHUTe KOHIIETIITNU
3a IPUPOJIHUTE MPaBa 32 3arpo3yBarbe Ha rparaHCKUTE
IIpaBa, MPU3HATH Off IPKABUTE HA ITI00ATTHUOT jyT U O]
JleJIETUTUMHUPAHUTE OIIIITECTBEHU UHCTUTYIIUH U CTPYK-
TypH, KOUIITO MECHHUTE aKTHUBUCTH Ce O0MAyBaaT MOB-
TOPHO Jia Tu JieruTuMupaat. HejanHaTa nzieja e ieka camo
OTKaKO OBHE€ MHCTUTYIIMU U CTPYKTYPH Ke ce 37100HjaT co
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to oust its leader, Saddam Hussein. To be sure, this will
be an unprecedented war in American constitutional
history since we plan to engage in extreme military
aggression against a government that has been shown by
Scott Ritter, UN weapon’s inspector in Iraq for over seven
years now, not to pose any serious threat to US national
security. Yet the imminent war against Iraq will not be an
exception to the rule that political discourse created to
shore up flagrantly illegitimate military campaigns
typically points to the fact that our action is necessary in
order to right wrongs. After all, in the case of Afghanistan,
the justification for the bombing and for the overthrow of
the Taliban regime was that we were righting wrongs
against women.

In much of her Marxist feminist work over the years,
Gayatri Spivak has shown that the long and brutal history
of Western imperialism was able to survive, ideologically
and otherwise, because the liberation of the poorest of
the poor among women also helped promote a program
of systematic economic domination. But recently, in an
essay called “Righting Wrongs,” she has shifted her
theoretical focus, arguing that we must revisit the classical
liberal distinction between natural and civil rights if we
are understand how it is that unjustified conceptions of
natural right are used to encroach upon the civil rights
recognized by nation-states in the global south and by de-
legitimated social institutions and structures that grass-
roots activists are trying to re-legitimate. Her point is that
only once these institutions and structures receive new
legitimacy can the nation-states in which they function
overcome the human rights dependency that endlessly
reproduces the figure of ‘wronged victim’—a dependency
that, according to Spivak, “can be particularly vicious in
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HOBA JIETUTUMHOCT, JIP>KaBUTE BO KOU THE (PYHKIIMOHU-
paart ke MO’Ke /ia ja HQ/IMIHAT 3aBHCHOCTA 0] YOBEKOBUTE
IpaBa Koja 0€eCKOHEYHO penpoaynrpa IpuMepu Ha
~OHEeIIpaBJlaHa ’KPTBa“ — 3aBUCHOCT KO0ja, criopes; CnuBax,
»MOXKe J1a 6uze ocobeHO MMaKOCHA BO CBOUTE HEOKOJIO-
HUjUTHU KOHCEKBEHIIH, IOKOJIKY CTaHyBa 300D 3a JIprKaBa
KOja e HOCUTEJIOT Ha Tepop U... (EBpona u CoeguHernTe
p>xaBm), Koja e cnacuTesioT.“¢ TakBaTa caMo/103BoJIa J]a
IIPOJIOJIKY []a TH MCIIPaBa HempasauTe, criopes CuBax,
e ImpeMuca Ha ujejaTa Jieka ,,OHelmpaBJaHuTe KPTBU®
HUKOTAII He Ke MOJKe JIa CM IOMOTHAT caMuTe cebecH H,
BCYIITHOCT, CeKoTall Ke UM Oujie motpebHa MOJTUTHIKA
MOAAPIIKA OJHAJIBOP MOPaJyl HUBHUOT HEU30EKHO
nHGEPHUOPEH MOJUTHYKU CTaTyC, BO KOj ce Oe3BOJIHU U
OHEBO3MOXKEHH J]a yUeCTBYBaaT BO OHA IIITO JIy'e€TO KaKO
Bepuapy JIyuc u Cemjyesn XaHTHHITOH OU r0 HapeKJe
MOJIepHA IIUBHJIM3UPaHA KyJITypa Ha JeMOKpaTHjaTa.
CrnmBak mpoAoJIKyBa Jla Cyrepupa JeKa OYUTJIEHO
pasHumanara ¢uaocodcka OCHOBA HA IPUPOJHUTE
IIpaBa — CTAaBOT JIeKa HAIIIUTe MpaBa KaKo ,Jiyre” ipso facto
VM I[IPETXO0/IaT Ha HAIITUTe rParaHCKY ITpaBa KaKko rparaHu
- 4eCcTO MOMUHYBa He3abesexxaHa BO JUCKYyPCOT HA
JOBeKOBUTe npasa. [IpuumHarTa 3a Toa, TBPAY Taa, € IITO
I[BpCTaTa JApBUHUCTUYKA IPETIOCTaBKA ITpHdaka rogem
ZleJ1 O/ TOj IUCKYPC, UMEHO OHHE IITO C€ MPUPOJHO
Haju0BEYKH, MOPA Jla To HarpOyBaaT TOBapOT HA HCIIpa-
Barbe HA HEIIPAB/JIUTE HA OHHE IIITO CE IIOMAJIKY YOBEUKH,
KOU He ce BKJIOIyBaaT BO HAIllaTa MOJIEPHA U KJIACHYHA
subepasHa KOHIENIMja 32 UHAUBH/IyaTa KaKo HOCHUTE
Ha IIpaBa 3allITUTEHH CO 3aKOH. /[ocTa MHTEpECHO e Toa
IITO Taa, Celak, [eJIOCHO To MOJAPIKyBa OHA IITO OU To
HapekJie, cienejku ro imanyen Kant, upean Ha xyma-
Hocta. Ho Toa ro mpaBu COBETYBajKH HE HacC, TparaHUTe
Ha CoenpuHetute [Ip:xaBu 1 Ha EBpona, 1a ro Hamymrume
HAIIIFOT KYJITYPEH allCOJIyTHU3aM KOj €, BCYIIIHOCT, HaIll
COIICTBEH KYJITYpEH peJaTUBU3aM U KOj ja HocH BO cebe
HaIllaTa XereMOHUCTHYKA KOHIIENIIMja 32 MOJEPHOCTA,

its neo-colonial consequences, if it is the state that is the
agency of terror and... [Europe and the United States] that
is the savior.“4 This self-permission for continuing to right
wrongs is, for Spivak, premised on the idea that “wronged
victims” will never be able to help themselves, and indeed
will always need to be politically buttressed from the
outside, due to their necessarily inferior political status,
which renders them at once unwilling and unable to
participate in what the likes of Bernard Lewis and Samuel
Huntington would call the modern civilized culture of
democracy. Spivak goes on to suggest that the notoriously
shaky philosophical foundation of natural rights—the idea
that our rights as “men” are, ipso facto, anterior to our
civil rights as citizens—often goes unnoticed in human
rights discourse. The reason for this, she claims, is that a
decidedly Darwinian assumption underwrites much of
that discourse, namely that those who are naturally the
most human must shoulder the burden of righting the
wrongs of those less-than-human peoples who do not fit
into our modern as well as classical liberal conception of
the rights bearing individual protected under the law.
Interestingly enough, she nevertheless fully endorses what
I would like to call, following Immanuel Kant, the ideal of
humanity. But she does so by admonishing those of us
who are citizens of the US and of Europe to unlearn our
cultural absolutism which is in fact our own cultural
relativism, and which includes our hegemonic conception
of modernity, our conception of ourselves as the natural
saviors of the world, as the ones who are the most truly
human and who are thus in a position to name what
counts, and especially what does not count, as human.
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HaIraTa KOHIIENIIHja 32 HaC KaKO MPUPOIHU CHACUTEITN
Ha CBETOT, KAaKO HajBUCTUHCKHUTE JIyf'e KOU Ce BO II03HUIja
Jla TO UMEHYyBaaT Toa IIITO Ce CMeTa 32 YOBEK, a 0cOOEHO
TOA IITO HE Ce CMeTa.

BaxxHo e fma ce ucrakHe aeka CnuBak He € OIPOTUB
YOBEKOBUTE IPaBa U JieKa, BepyBaJie WIH He, CMeTa JieKa
TaKBUTE IIpaBa ce HEONXOJHH U JIOBOJIHU, BO IMOCEOHU
MTOJIUTUYKHA KOHTEKCTH, 32 IIOCTUTHYBakhe Ha eTHYKaTa
IeJ Ha WcHpaBame Ha Hempapaute. Ho, Mmoxkebu e
MMOBa’KHO Jla C€ MCTaKHE JieKa MEeHTPAJTTHO MECTO BO
HEj3BUHOTO HEOJaMHEIIHO pa3MUCIyBabhe, KAKO U BO
HEj3UHHUOT ITOJIMTHYKY aKTUBU3aM Bo VIH/I1ja v HaceKazie
BO CBETOT, € HJlejaTa JieKa aKTUBUCTUTE 32 YOBEKOBHU
IpaBa Mopa IIOCTOjaHo Aa Ousar 3amo3HaeHu co GpyHa-
MeHTaJTHaTa HeeIHAaKBOCT KOjaIllTO UM OBO3MOXKyBa Jia
T'Y UCIIPaBaaT HeIPaB/IUTe HAIIPaBeHU BP3 MHOTY JAPYTH
BO 0BOj cBeT, ocobeHo Bp3 xeHute. Co Hej3MHaATA
KOHIIEeNIHhja, Taa HE IPUHYAyBa HAC IITO KUBEEMe BO
LIIPBUOT CBET" /1a Ce COIJIaCUMe JleKa KUBeeMe BO e/leH
MMaruHapeH CBET KOj € caMO IIPEMHOTY peaJsieH, CBET BO
KOj MCIIPAaBHOTO IIOCTAIyBAhEe € MHOTY TECHO TIOBP3aHO
CO COIUjaJTHO-AAPBUHHUCTUYKUTE MPETIOCTABKHU 34
MIPUPOJHATAa MOK /la c€ MMEHYBa YOBEUKOTO, HEUO-
BEUKOTO, OHA IIITO MOXKe /1a Ou/ie IOMHAKBO O] YOBEUKO
uau HedyoBeuko. CIMBAaK HMCKPEHO Ce Haj/eBa JieKa
MOKEMe /1a TO CIIaCHMe JINCKYPCOT Ha YOBEKOBUTE IIPaBa
MPUIIOjYBajKU T'O KOH ,eJleH el KaKO UCKPEHOCT KOH
3aMHCJIEHaTa JIejCTBUTETHOCT 32 U KOH... [yPH U KOMITPO-
MUTHPAYKU U JETUTUTUMUPAHU KYJITYPH U OIIITECTBA,
a 0co0EeHO 3a PEUrCH 3aKOITAHUTE COLIHjaTHUA UHCTUTYITUN
U pUTyasn Ha cybanTepHOTO.“S CE IITO € MOMAJIKy Of
TAKBOTO IIPHIIOjyBame, CaMO IIOBTOPHO U IOBTOPHO Ke He
BpaKa Ha OIpaB/yBaiba Ha IPUPOTHUTE IMPaBa 3aCHOBAHU
BP3 €/IeH WJIH IPYT aBaTap Ha CONMjaTHUOT JaPBUHU3AM.

2002

It is important to note that Spivak is not against human
rights, that, believe it or not, she thinks such rights are
necessary and sufficient, in particular historical contexts,
for achieving the ethical goal of righting wrongs. But it is
perhaps more important to note that central to her recent
thinking no less than to her political activism in India and
elsewhere is the idea that human rights activists must be
constantly cognizant of the fundamental inequality that
allows them to right the wrongs perpetrated against so
many others in this world, particularly women. With her
conception of worlding, she forces those of us residing in
“the first world” to accept that we inhabit an imaginary
world that is only too real, a world in which doing the
right thing is horribly bound up with Social Darwinist
assumptions about the natural power to name the human,
the inhuman, what may even be otherwise than human
or inhuman. Spivak’s sincerest hope is that we can salvage
human rights discourse by suturing it to “an epic as
openness toward the imagined agency of the other for and
to... even compromised and de-legitimated cultures and
societies and, most specifically, the almost buried social
institutions and rituals of the subaltern.” Anything less
than this suturing would merely return us time and again
to justifications of natural rights founded upon some
avatar or another of Social Darwinism.
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Bo Bpcka co kputukara Ha CiuBak Ha JAPBUHUCTUYKUOT
JmbepasnsaM, 3emMeTe To IpeaBua obumor Ha Mapra
Hycb6aym na ru mMeHyBa OCHOBHUTE YOBEKOBU CIIOCO0-
HOCTH® — TUPEKTEH 00U/ Jla ce pelly JAuIeMara 3a Toa,
KaKO IIPUPO/THUTE [TPaBa, chaTeH! KAaKO YOBEKOBH ITPABA,
MOJKe /1a yCIIeaT /ia T’ HaJurpaar rparaHCKUTe IIpaBa u,
BCYIITHOCT, J]Ja TO OIIpaBJlaaT OT(PJIakbeTo Ha CyBepe-
HUTETOT HAa HAIUUTe-ApKaBu. U mokpaj Toa mITO
Hycbaym caka ja ocTaBH IMPOCTOP 3a KYJITYPHO TOJIKY-
Barb€ Ha OCHOBHUTE CLIOCOOHOCTH, Taa BEPYyBa /IEKa MOKe
7la ce OIMUIIIAT CO HOPMATUBHYU U3PA3U TOUHUTE COAPIKHU-
HU ¥ GQYHKIIMU Ha THE CIIOCOOHOCTU M KaKO, BCYIIIHOCT,
OHOJ IIITO CE YIIITe He € YOBeK Tpeba /1a craHe YoBeK. Bo
CcBOjaTa UMILIMIUTHA U €KCIUIMIUTHA KPUTHKA HA
Hycbaym, Amaprtja CeH’ He ce coryiacyBa cO TAKBHUOT BU/I
XHUEPAPXUCKU CHCTEM 3a BpPeIHYBame Ha IIPUPOTHUTE
YOBEKOBU IIpaBa HaJl U MPOTHUB I'palfaHCKHUTE IIpaBa,
WHCHUCTUPAjKU JleKa IleJITa Ha Pa3BOjoOT (TEJIEOIOIIKU
MPOEKT KOj, co CimBak, He cMeTaM JieKa MOXKe J1a Ouze
0cJI000/1€H O/ CBOUTE HEOCIIOPHO MMIIEPUjATUCTUIKHI
3a4yeTony) e ciaobomara — caoboma a ce 3alITUTAT He
caMo rparaHCKUTe IIPaBa, TyKy ¥ OHA IITO MAaPKCUCTKATA
CnuBak O6U ro HapekJa COIUjaJIHA MPOAYKIHja U
IUpPKyJanuja Ha KamuTajl U BpeJHOCT. Bo cBouTe
HajpainKaJIHu pa3MuciayBama CeH I pasryeayBa jacHO
M3Pa3eHUTEe MAapPKCUCTHYKH €KOHOMCKH TBPJIEHA O]
MMOJIUTUYKO-TuOepasHoTo riaenumTe. Ho ogqu camo
JI0TaMy: TOj TO HAIyIITa MHOTY ITOCMEJIMOT MPOEKT Ha
CnuBak 3a OTBOpame Ipalllarba 32 T0a, KaKO MOJKeMe J1a
Z10/1a/ieMe HOBA €TUKA Ha OJITOBOPHOCT KOH JIPYTHOT, KOH
HeroBaTa 3aMHUCJIEHA JI€jCTBUTEIHOCT, BO €JIeH CBET KOj
He MO2Ke /Ia TO BOPOjyBa IPyTUOT — BO CU'TE HETOBU c8elliU
(opmu u HHKapHAIUKU — Mely CBOUTE CyBEDEHH areHTH.

OcTraBuUB HacTpaHa eJHO Ipalllame 32 Koe MOXKaM Ja
360pyBaM JIUPEKTHO Cera, BO 0BOj MUT - IIPAIIakbeTo BO
BpCKa CO MAHWHATA Ha (eMUHHUCTHIKATA TeopHrja. Kako

In view of Spivak’s critique of Darwinian liberalism,
consider Martha Nussbaum’s attempt to name basic
human capabilities®—a forthright attempt to solve the
dilemma of how natural rights conceived precisely as
human rights could manage to trump civil rights and
indeed justify overriding the sovereignty of nation-states.
Although Nussbaum wishes to leave space for cultural
interpretation of the basic capabilities, she believes it is
possible to describe in normative terms the proper
contents and functions of these capabilities, and therefore
how exactly one who is not yet human ought to become
human. Amartya Sen, in both implicit and explicit
critiques of Nussbaum, expresses his disagreement with
this kind of hierarchical value system of natural human
rights over and against civil rights by insisting that the
goal of development (a teleological project that, with
Spivak, I do not think can be extricated from its
indisputably imperialist origins) is freedom—freedom to
protect not only civil rights, but what the Marxist Spivak
would call the social production and circulation of capital
and value. At his most radical, Sen contemplates
articulating Marxist economic claims from a politically
liberal standpoint. But that is as far as he goes: he backs
down from Spivak’s far more daring project of raising
questions about how we might suture a new ethics of
responsibility to the figure of the other, to its imagined
agency in a world that cannot count the other—in all its
sacred forms and incarnations—among its sovereign
agents.

I have left in abeyance a question that only now, at this
very moment, is it possible for me to address directly—
the question concerning the future of feminist theory. In
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OZITOBOP Ha TOA Ipallame, Ou cakasia aa ro npudaram
ozobpyBameTo Ha CriMBaK Ha XyMaHUCTUIKOTO 0Opa3o-
BaHHE U Jia OTBPZAM Jeka GeMHHU3MOT MOpa Jia ce
cMeTa 3a Hepas3/JeJHO MOBP3aH CO HEHACUJIHUOT
MIOJINTUYKU IIPOIEC HA MPHUIIOjyBame Ha oOUJauTe u
BPEJHOCTUTE HA paJUKaJIHATA JEeMOKpaTuja KOH
KYJITyPHUTE U pUTYasTHUTe (pOpManuu Ha cy6aITEPHOTO.
TakBa e mpakTUKaTa 3aCHOBAaHA BP3 (PEMUHUCTHYKATA
Teopuja Ha CrnuBak, co Koja Taa ce 3adaka TOJIKY
rPUOBUTO, ITOMArajKy /1a ce OCHOBAAT YYMUJIMIITA 34
JIOMOPOJHHU JAena Bo pypanHa WMuaumja, paborejku co
MECHHU KE€HCKH U aHTU-PA3BOjHU TPYHNH KOU 3aeTHO
cakaar Jja T¥ HCIIPeIUIeTaT POA0BaTa IIOJINTHKA, bopbaTa
32 OIICTAHOK ¥ BUCTHHCKaTa hopMaIyja Ha JJEMOKPATCKI
opranuzanuu. Ho He moxkeMme ja ce 3adaTuMe co TaKBa
paboTa Bo HAIIIUTE 3eMjU U BO CBETOT, 6e3 co37jaBame Ha
HOBa (peMHUHHCTHYKA €THKA, 0e3 MpeKpojyBame Ha
JIUCKYPCOT Ha YOBEKOBUTE IIPaBa TaKa, 3a Jja TO 3a/IP3KU
BO CBOjaTa CPIIEBUHA ETUUYKHUOT MUT Ha PedIIEKCUBHOCT
— HalaTa ColcTBeHa OymHA camMopedJIEKCUBHOCT 3a
OTIACHOCTHTE O] KOja U Jla € WHAUBU/YyaJHa, Ip>KaBHa,
TPAaHCHAIIMOHAJIHA HWHCTUTYIHja, Ma AYPU U OF
HEeBJIQJIMHA OpTraHU3aIHja, KOja TBP/AH IEKa € BO ITO3UIIHja
Jla TO MPECBPTH HEAJIOT 32 XyMaHOCT BO HEIITO IITO
MO2Ke 71a 1001e XuepapXUCcKU U OTTYKa HenzieasieH 00JIHK;
BO HEIIITO IIITO OHVE KOU HE3aKOHCKHU I'M y3yPIIPaa MOKTa
U CyBEPEHUTETOT HA APYTUTE JIyl'e, IPHUCBOjYBAjKU I', K&
ro ynotpebar 3a /1a mpeTBopaT HEKOU Bo homines sacri;
ZIpYyTH JIyfe, YUH KUBOTHU CeKoraIl ke ce BOpojyBaar BO
OHME KOU KUBeaT KaKO MOJIUTUYKH JIETUTUMHH YOBEIKH
CYILITECTBA.

(1 cennreMBpU 2002 TO7.)

ITpeBox ox anryvcku jaduk: Cenka HaymoBcka

2002

answering, I would like to adopt Spivak’s own
endorsement of humanist education, and assert that
feminism must be thought inextricably linked to an
uncoercive political process of suturing the habits and
values of radical democracy onto cultural and ritual
formations of the subaltern. Such is the theory-driven
feminist practice that Spivak herself has undertaken so
painstakingly by helping to establish schools for aboriginal
children in rural India, and by working with grass root’s
women’s and anti-development groups who seek to weave
together gender politics, the struggle to survive, and the
actual formation of democratic organizations. But we
cannot undertake this kind of work in our own countries
and throughout the world without creating feminist ethics
anew, without refashioning human rights discourse so
that it can retain at its core an ethical moment of
reflexivity—our own vigilant self-reflection on the dangers
of any individual, nation-state, transnational institution,
or even NGO claiming that it is in a position to turn the
ideal of humanity into something that can be given
hierarchical and hence non-ideal shape, something that
those who usurp the power and sovereignty of others,
subsuming it into their own, will use to render some
homines sacrt, others people whose lives will always count
among those who are living as politically legitimate human
beings.

(September 1, 2002)
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